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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 19 March 1992

THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - FIRE BRIGADE, ROCKINGHAM-KWVINANA AREA

Permanent Fire and Rescue Service Request

MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [10.03 am]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.

We the undersigned residents of the Rockingham/Kwinana area request that the State
Government immediately support the Chairman of the Rockingham/Kwinana
Premier's Task Force, Norm Marlborough. and Mike Barnett, to provide a permanent
professional fire and rescue service as recommended by the Kwinana Integrated
Emergency System (K.I.E.M.S.) within 12 months. The Rockingham City Council
and the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board have both called for such a service to
be implemented to cope with the rapidly increasing growth of this area.

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

The petition bears 2 441 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 12.]
MOTION - MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

Brief Ministerial Statements in Question Time - Standing Order No 82 Amendment

MR RIPPER (Belmont - Minister for Community Services) [10.04 am]: I move -

That for the present session, the following orders shall apply -

(1) Standing Order 82 be amended by inserting after paragraph (c) the following
new paragraph -

(d) brief Ministerial statements;

(2) 118A. A Minister may make a statement, not exceeding three minutes, before
the House proceeds to business on the Notice Paper and no debate shall take
place on the statement.

I understand this motion is in accordance with a recommendation of the Standing Orders and
Procedure Committee. It addresses questions raised about the use of question time by
Ministers to make brief ministerial statements. This amendment provides another option for
the House and for Ministers by which brief statements can be put before the House, thus
freeing question time for the purpose for which it is intended. It is an admirable adjunct to
the options available to the House. I gather it will have the support of all members of the
House.

MR CLARKO (Marmion) [10.06 am]: I understand this recommendation is based on the
desire to reduce or eliminate Government members asking Dorothy Dix questions of
Ministers in question time. The Standing Orders Committee believes the Ministers' replies
to those questions are de facto ministerial statements which take up valuable question time.

Mr Marlborough: You take up the time of the House; we listen to you.

Mr CLARKO: The member for Peel has not taken up much time of the House. He once
spoke about a matter relating to a friend of his when he made a somewhat impassioned
speech from the three fruit boxes on which he stands when speaking in this House. He also
made his maiden speech, which he read with difficulty and with problems with the
punctuation. His other contributions have been crass interjections to which a four year old
preschool student would not give any credit.
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Dr. Lawrence interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I hope the Premier will not interJect; she knows that chat is against her code
of conducL.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is Thursday; that is quite obvious.
Mr CLARKO: The basis for this motion to provide more opportunity in question time is not
set out in the Standing Orders. The House should be advised whether a new arrangement has
been made for the approach to question time because it is not set down in this motion. Can
we expect Dorothy Dix questions will be ruled out of order in future? It is incomprehensible
that we would need this provision when the Speaker already has the opportunity to stop
ministerial statements being made during question time. Unless we receive a statement that
the new arrangement will change the character of question time, what is this House getting?
Mr Ripper: What we are getting is a new option. I do not think the House can say to
individual members that they cannot ask questions. We can't say to members on this side of
the House that they cannot ask questions of Ministers. This gives Ministers the opportunity
to share information at a time other than question time.
Mr CLARKO: Ministers already have the opportunity to deliver ministerial statements. The
belief exists in the Standing Orders and Procedure Committee, at least, char question time has
been inappropriately used and that ministerial statements are often made during question
time. From now on in this autumn session the Government will have an extra opportunity to
take up the time of the House. Every morning the 12 Ministers in this House will have the
opportunity to make three minute ministerial statements. I am concerned that the Opposition
will have no right of reply. That is a major weakness of this change. The Government will
be provided with an extra opportunity but the Opposition will not. If Brian Burke were
Premier today he would take advantage of this measure and allow 24 ministerial statements
to be made. He would probably think there was nothing wrong in allowing each Minister to
make two ministerial statements. We would begin each day with each Minister delivering
partisan political speeches.
I can support this motion today because it is only a trial for the autumn session. It is
incumbent on the Government to use this new measure in a sensible way. If the Government
uses brief ministerial statements in a significant way it is likely that members will want the
opportunity to reply. This arrangement will probably succeed if Ministers rarely use it.
Ministerial statements are not delivered often in this House. The Minister for Racing and
Gaming delivered one yesterday which was appropriate. It was also appropriate that I was
given the opportunity to reply to that statement. That was useful to the operations of this
House. However, presently, one of the Standing Orders is supposed to fix purported
problems with question time and pressure will be placed on the noble Speaker to take a new
stance when handling questions.
I have been in this House for 18 years; nine years in Government and nine years in
Opposition. When I first came to this place, question time was dealt with quite differently.
Since the time of Brian Burke a situation has developed where the Government and the
Opposition have been given half the opportunities to ask questions.
Mr Taylor: You have a short memory. What about the days when Cyril Rushton was here?
Mr CLARKO: That is trotted out by the Government every time this matter is raised, but it
is totally wrong.
Mr Taylor: He used to take 10 minutes to answer a question.
Mr CLARKO: That was because he was asked difficult questions and was required to
provide extensive and descriptive answers. It was not the policy of the Court or the
O'Connor Governments to seek to take up half of question time. It is interesting that the
Deputy Premier should raise that now in view of the humbug he delivered yesterday. He had
already circulated a Press release about gold coins and an article about it appeared in the
Press; however, yesterday one of his lackeys asked a question relating to the same
information. It was as if no member could afford to buy The West Australian. Yesterday,
the Deputy Premier completely wasted the time of this House in question time. His answer
assisted only those members of this House who are illiterate, and wasted the time of all
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Opposition members who can read. The Deputy Premier should get one of his 200 advisers
to see how many questions like that were asked in the nine years of our Government. The
old time journalists know that Brian Burke changed the system and many of the questions
asked now are dorothy dixers. That was not the situation before.
The Liberal Party will support the motion because it is willing to trial this change. It is also
important to examine how question time can become more valuable. In a year's time
Government members will be sitting on this side of the House. Not many of them will be
left, but those who do survive will want the opportunity to ask questions. Question time,
according to the true Westminster system, is principally an opportunity for the Opposition to
ask questions of the Government each day.
Mr Read: You would have the Speaker cut out question time the minute there was an
interjection.
Mr CLARKO: I think the member for Murray must have been crabbing too late and in too
deep water. I was Deputy Speaker in this House for five years. From time to time, I handled
question time and it always went brilliantly; however, not as well as it does under the
chairmanship of Mr Speaker. The Liberal Party supports the move because it agrees with the
basis of the recommendation of the Standing Orders and Procedure Committee. It also
agrees with the measure because it no longer wants to put up with Dorothy Dix questions and
ministerial statements being made at question time, just as the Minister for Productivity and
Labour Relations often does. This is an opportunity for a trial of the new ministerial
statements. I certainly hope it works. It was appropriate for me to point out the potential
weaknesses of this arrangement.
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [10.19 am]: I anm at a distinct advantage because I have not been a
member of this House long enough to know how matters operated in the past.
Mr Ripper: You come in with an open mind.
Mr HOUSE: I always have an open mind. This change to the Sessional Orders has the
unanimous support of the Standing Orders and Procedure Committee of this House.
Undoubtedly question time has been abused by this Government as a large percentage of it is
taken up with ministerial statements. This amendment is an attempt to overcome that
problem. Thbis is a Sessional Order to be used on a tria basis, and if the Government and its
Ministers seek to abuse this step forward with Ministers producing statements day after day
without the Opposition having the right of reply. 1, and other National Party members, will
ensure that the privilege is taken away. I hope that will not be necessary, and that the
Ministers use this avenue properly to provide information to members of Parliament and the
public.
The member for Mannion indicated that the order will allow question time to be used
properly and members of Parliament to have the opportunity to ask questions of inisters
and to receive adequate and sensible replies. The National Party supports this change to
Standing Orders for this session.
Question put and passed.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - FOURTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 18 March.
MR PJ. SMITH (Bunbury) L10.23 am]: When debate was adjourned yesterday I was
discussing recycling and the fact that members of Parliament, both here in Parliament House
and in their electorate offices, could save a huge amount of paper through recycling.
Hundreds of thousands of pieces of good quality paper go into the bin each day, especially
when we are sitting. This morning I noticed that of the four green bins of office rubbish two
were packed with discarded photocopy paper. Recycling bins are available around
Parliament House; they should be used. The Opposition objects to some of the papers it
receives. However, a major item of paper are the copies of Hansard we receive, particularly
the blue covered Daily Mansard. If the Opposition were to cut down on the speeches made,
and stopped recycling speeches, a great deal of paper could be saved.
Mr Clarko: It might help if you sat down.
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Mr P.J. SMITH: Maybe; however, I get little chance to have my turn against the Opposition,
501I will take my full time.
Concluding on this matter, Amnesty International will take used envelopes for recycling,
which saves that worthwhile project a great deal in mailing costs.
A current problem in my electorate is the rapid increase in the number of Argentine ants. I
do not know how many city members are aware of this menace to the environment. An
increasing number of people are contacting me asking for something to be done about this
problem, which is spreading through east and south Bunbury. No matter how much these
pests are baited, they return often within four to six weeks; the baits are not effective in the
long term. I have asked the Ministers for the Environment and Agriculture to consider the
selective use of heptachlor.
Dr Alexander: Oh, come on!
Mr P.J. SMITH: The members of the green movement and the member for Perth will say
that that cannot be done.
Dr Alexander: It was done for years and we saw the results.
Mr P.J. SMITH: I will come to the evidence on heptachlor in a moment. Despite the fact
that it is an organochioride. I believe it has no link with cancer. It has been banned because
of its effect on the environment. We should use heptachlor selectively on vacant blocks,
parks and gardens. People are baiting their properties but are finding that the Argentine ants
are returning to the property from neighbouring open space. Heptachlor has a long term
effect on insects, but Argentine ants destroy everything in their path. They destroy food, and
cases of serious attacks on infants and elderly people, especially the bedridden, have been
reported. Every day binloads of ants are being dumped at the Harvey rubbish dump, and the
ants are being spread en route. It will not be long before Bunbury and, I believe, Pemberton
are crawling with Argentine ants. Soon they will spread into rural areas. This will affect
milk, honey and various food production. Farmers will then say, "How about using
heptachlor?" Members from rural areas, particularly in the south west, will know the effect
of long lasting organochlorides in milk and food; this would have a devastating effect on our
overseas markets.
Mr Clarko: I support what you are saying. Have you looked at whether the Government is
prepared to reconsider its decision on spraying?
Mr P.J. SMITH: I have been told no, but I will keep asking. I have been told that a study is
taking place and it is possible that in five years' time a long lasting bait will be available.
Argentine ants have been in Western Australia for about 30 years.
Mr Clarko: They came into Fremantle in the 1940s on warships bringing lettuce and the like.
The ants were in the wood.
Mr P.J. SMITH: In the past we had widespread spraying of dieldrin but I would not like to
see that used again. Complaints were made about its effects on the environment. Despite
that spraying, the birds and insects have returned so dieldrin does not seem to have long
lasting effects on the insects, at least, as was once thought. Heptachlor is much the same.
This must be approached carefully, but I am concerned about the effects of Argentine ants on
the environment.
Mr Clarko: I have heard that a senior chemist at the Health Department has said that he
would drink a glass of heptachlor.
Mr P.J. SMITH: I do not know whether I would do that.
I now refer to the problems people have in Australia with spelling. One and a half million
people in Australia are functionally illiterate; that is, they cannot read a newspaper and have
problems with forms. As a long term teacher of English, I saw 50 per cent of my classes
struggling with their spelling. I spent a lot of time on this aspect but with little effect on
many students. The problem is that English spelling has illogical rules. Therefore, it is
difficult for people who do not have an instant recognition of words to work out a system for
spelling. Some of the most valuable letters I receive in my electorate office are poorly
written with poor spelling. People who have trouble with the English language would not
put pen to paper unless they felt strongly about an issue. As a result, I usually give those
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letters top priority because I feel for those people. Most members probably do not have a
problem wit spelling - perhaps that is why we are here - but about half of the population
does have problems in this regard. I have been a keen supporter for many years of a reform
to English spelling called spelling reform I - SRI. This concept was introduced in 1969 in a
book by Harry Lindgren called Spelling Reform; A New Approach, in which he advocates a
slow conversion to phonetic spelling.
Mr Taylor: I use it already!
Mr P.J. SMITH: Communication is important. In other than official documents, we could
do something to help people who cannot spell by encouraging this conversion. This would
go a long way to help people who suffer from the trauma of not being able to read or write,
communicate or read the marvellous works of literature available to us. Examples of
spelling difficulties, with which most members will be familiar, are the "ou' words of bough,
cough, dough, enough and bought. The SRI system advocates starting in a small way with
the "e" sound as in head which would be spelt hed; bury would be bery; friend would be
frend; guess would be spelt gess; and said would be sed. I would have liked to continue but
my time is up. I recommend Spelling Reform: A New Approach to those members who
would like 10 do something about helping the illiterate in our society.
Mr Read: Speaking of that.
[The member's time expired.]
MR H-OUSE (Stirling) [10.31 am]: Until I heard the unintelligent interjection from the
member for Murray I was going to tell the member for Bunbury that I had a great deal of
sympathy with what he was saying. As somebody who spent enough time at school but did
not learn to spell I was thinking that his way of changing things was quite correct because
that is what I have been doing all my life. I might also tell this Chamber that my wife can
spell and she was taught by the member for Bunbury; so he must have been able to impart
some of his skill and knowledge to her.
I begin my contribution in response to the Governor's Speech to this Parliament last
Thursday by congratulating the Governor, Red Burt, on the job that he has been doing and
also extend those congratulations to his wife. This Governor holds a special place for me.
He has been a friend of our family all his life. He was a contemporary of my father at school
and I have known him all my life. I spent some four or five years at boarding school in the
same boarding house as his son Mark, and I have continued that association with him. That
aside, I believe he has done a fine job as Governor of Western Australia, particularly the
efforts he has made to visit rural areas which have been appreciated by rural people.
Mr D.L. Smith: He is a great Western Australian.
Mr HOUSE: He certainly is. Red Burt was brought up in the country and has maintained the
ability to communicate with country people. It is evident on his visits to rural areas that he
has a wonderful ability to understand the problems and pressures on country people and that
he has a great rapport with them. In that and other ways he has conducted his duties in a
magnificent manner. I hope that he sees fit to extend his time as Governor of Western
Australia so that he can continue that good work. On behalf of all country people and the
members of the National Party in this Parliament I congratulate the Governor on the job he
has been doing with, of course, the support of his wife.
The Governor's Speech to this Parliament is prepared by the Government of the day,
particularly by the Premier. Having not only listened to the Speech last Thursday but also
read it again with interest, I am concerned that in this session of Parliament which will take
us to an election early in the new year or perhaps even later this year, it contains very few
new initiatives by the Government which will give this State any great heart in dealing with
the problems of unemployment, lack of development projects in this State and the general
feeling of the populace that the Government is not doing enough in a positive way to initiate
change and to drive the economy. This Speech prepared by the Government and delivered
by the Governor contains little that would overturn that impression. In fact, it appears to be
the contrary; this Parliament will spend much of its valuable sitting time re-debating the
issues of duck shooting, the 0.05 blood alcohol legislation, the farmers' right of veto over
mining and a whole lot of social welfare issues that will not increase the wealth of this State,
create any more jobs or set up a blueprint for the future. It is interesting that no evidence of
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the Premier's announcement just weeks ago of an economic way forward for Western
Australia can be found in the legislative package presented by the Government. It is amazing
that the Premier has enunciated some sort of way forward for this State but cannot
demonstrate that in a legislative package of positive measures.
We must make sure that this session of Parliamnent is not wasted on debating social welfare
legislation and whether we should harvest a few ducks. The National Party will be
producing its own legislative package of Bills that will show a way forward for the people
we represent. The National Party has already started to do that because on the Notice Paper
we have same very positive measures that will progress and help the people we represent. It
is no secret that the National Party emphasises its representation of country people. Country
and urban country people elect us to this Parliament and because of that we push and
represent their views. Sometimes we are accused of being too narrow in those views. That
is a criticism I am prepared to accept because it is those people at the moment who produce
the wealth of this country. That is easy to demonstrate when one looks at the export incomes
earned by a very few people and the wealth they generate. A good example is that 5.5
million tonnes of wheat produced in Western Australia will retur to the producers about
$180 a tonne. The advance payments that have already been paid total something like $160 a
tonne, which is already in the growers' pockets. The March advance received last week was
$30 a tonne. That wheat is produced by about 6 000 growers in the State. A very small
number of people are creating an enormous amount of wealth. Their problem is being able
to retain enough of that wealth in order to have a reasonable lifestyle and the sort of facilities
that city people enjoy. This Government seeks to take it off them, and when they seek to
take it back members of the National Party as their representatives and they as individuals
must come cap in hand to the Government to get what is rightly and fairly their share of the
cake. Indeed, the rural businesses that generate wealth in rural areas have the same problem.
I will give members one simple example and I will not enlarge on this because the member
for Wagin intends doing so in his contribution to the Address-in-Reply. The cast of State
Energy Commission connection for rural people has increased by 500 per cent in the last
three months. For example, in my electorate a quote of about $5 000 was obtained in
October last year. My constituent last week wished to proceed and contacted the SEC and
was told the connection fee would now be in (he region of $21 500 and a written quote would
be forwarded as soon as it could be put together. That is a 300 per cent increase and
demonstrates quite clearly that this Government seeks to take from country people but is not
prepared to look objectively at the problems they experience with simple things like power
connection.
Mr Wiese: He would also have to pay a $300 fee before he could get that quote.
Mr HOUSE: Yes, and, as the member for Wagin is aware, there is no scheme by which they
can spread the load of the payments and therefore they must find all the money in one hit.
As the member for Wagin has taken a leading role in putting that view forward to the
Minister and the public, I am sure he will enlarge on that when he speaks.
That is one impost that has impacted on country people. It goes on and on. It seems to me
that Governments of a Labor Party ilk spend all their time dreaming up more ways to charge
country people disproportionately to the export wealth they earn for this country. The wealth
producers of this country live in mural areas. For example, the Shire of Kent, which is a small
rural shire in the central wheatbelt area and which has a population of 1300 people, last year
in a year of low and depressed agricultural prices produced $50 million worth of export
earning income for this country. We cannot argue with those figures. The wheat and wool
produced by those people was exported and they therefore created real wealth for this
country. Yet they have to battle to get a fair share of funding for the building of roads, the
establishment of facilities and an increase in the number of school teachers and school buses.
If one child drops off a school bus route, a whole bureaucracy at silver city spends the next
two weeks dreaming up ways of relieving country people of their school bus service. That is
a simple service to which people are entitled; people who live in the city have their children
taken to school by bus.
Mr Cowan: At a concessional rate.
Mr HOUSE: Exactly. However, because we live in the country, we must spend all our time
as representatives of those people battling stupid, bureaucratic decisions that could be
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overturned by ministerial direction. It is time that the Ministers of this Government had a
hard look at some of the imposts that impact on country people and gave us a fair go. I know
it is an old cliche, but it is true. That is all that we are asking for.
To make matters worse, at the moment we are baffling a proposal by the Federal Government
to impose user pays charges for roads. Users already pay for roads in country areas. Large
trucks that are targeted by this change in policy pay approximately three or four times more
in fuel taxes than other road users for road damage recovery rates. However, because the
Federal Government puts that money into general revenue instead of into roads it is now
telling the industry that the charges are not set on a cost recovery basis and therefore it will
increase the charges. I cannot emphasise enough what a tremendous impact that will have on
country people because everything that is shifted in rural areas, whether it be transporting our
produce to the port for sale for the benefit of this nation and of the people who live in the
city, or whether it be the transport of produce so that country people can live, it all must be
shifted by the road transport system. Because our rail system is very meagre and does not
service all areas, we must use road transport, and an increase in the charges for that system
will impact severely on country people. The facts and figures indicate that those charges will
increase by in the vicinity of 300 to 400 per cent.
Mr D.L. Smith: You might also tell us what impact the OST will have on country people.
Mr HOUSE: I am debating transport charges. I will debate the OST at the right and proper
time as I will debate the many costs imposed by this Government on rural people. If the
Minister wants to bring forward that debate, I am happy to debate it with him at any time.
Mr D.L. Smith: I think it is more important to debate the GST than it is to debate transport.
although transport is essential.
Mr HOUSE: I am sure that my colleagues and I will accommodate the Minister in a positive
way when the time comes.
There is no doubt that unemployment is on everybody's minds because if we are not
unemployed, it is likely that our sons or daughters or our grandsons or next door neighbour
or some other relative is unemployed. When the unemployment rate reaches the level that it
has in my electorate - the figures indicate that approximately 13 per cent of people in that
area are unemployed - it touches everybody. It has a severe impact on everybody who lives
in that region, not only on those who axe unfortunate enough to have to go and get the
unemployment benefit. Only a small percentage of the total number of people unemployed
do not want to work, with the majority wanting employment of some sort. It is the
Government's responsibility to create an atmosphere in which people can find meaningful
jobs. More than that, instead of politicians trying to dream up employment schemes, their
first objective should be to restore to full employment those country businesses that have had
to reduce their work force during the recession. Those businesses include Metro Meat Ltd in
Albany, Albany Woollen Mills Ltd, smaller organisations such as G.T. Engineering, and
other small businesses that employed a couple of welders, shed builders and mechanics.
Many of those businesses have had to lay off their apprentices and people who have worked
for them for a long time. We should ensure that those businesses are returned to full
employment by putting in place the sorts of measures that will be conducive to that
happening before we start worrying about job employment schemes that may or may not
work. Let us get people back to full employment.
In my region. 2 618 people are unemployed as of this morning. That is a 7.9 per cent
increase on the December figure. Therefore, the rate is still rising. It is nonsense for the
Prime Minister to claim, as he did yesterday, that the recession is over. In fact, the economy
is still going downhill. If the Prime Minister thinks that by grabbing headlines and saying
that the recession is over because he says it is over, he should think again. Sadly, the official
youth unemployment figure represents approximately 15 to 20 per cent of the total
unemployment figure. A tremendous number of young people who have left school cannot
find jobs. I think that the unemployment figure is probably a little higher because I know
that some people do not register for unemployment benefits and many have chosen to
continue their education to a higher standard in the hope that they will be able to get jobs
when they finish that education.
The Government can do a number of things. In every region that members of the National
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Party represent contracts are let for Government projects. One of the most important of those
in my region was the letting of the extensions to the Albany Prison. Others have been let; for
example, $1 million worth of extensions were done to an aged persons' home with
Government and other money. While the Government has a policy of favouring country
businesses, there are some real anomalies in the way that policy is administered. It should be
examined more closely. I and other members of the National Party are more than prepared to
sit down with the Government and work out how the policy might be overhauled. For
example, the contract that was let for extensions to the Albany Prison was let to a Bunbury
contractor. I acknowledge that Bunbury is a rural area, but it is also a large and developing
city. It has advantages over and above small country places and because of that, Bunbury is
almost in an area of its own. We need to change the policy for Government contracts into a
more regionalised one. When a contract is let it should have a direct effect on
unemployment in the region. The contracts should provide continuing employment for
apprentices and the jobs the contracts provide should go to local people and not to people
outside the regions. After all, a lot of the wealth those people generate goes to the cities and
to Governments in the form of taxation. The National Party is asking the Government to
restructure the contracts to allow some of that money to be spent in the areas where it will
have a direct effect. The Government's contract and regional purchasing policies are
important and they need to be overhauled.
The Government has again instructed the Department of Agriculture to make cuts in its
budget. The word is that the Agriculture budget will be reduced by six per cent this year
which will mean that over the last six years that budget has been reduced by 20 per cent. I
have a high regard for the Minister for Agriculture and, as a friend, he is a fine fellow.
However, as a negotiator in the Cabinet room he does not hold a candle to some of his
colleagues who push for funding for projects in their areas of responsibility. It appears from
the facts that he cannot hold his own in the Cabinet room to obtain a fair allocation for
Agriculture. After all, the agricultural industry is a wealth producing industry and it is vitally
important that we make sure it is properly resourced and that the funds which have been
allocated to it are not reduced. I am not saying that I believe in inefficiencies, but the
agricultural industry must be properly resourced. It is unfortunate that when the city
bureaucrats make cuts in their budgets they tend to take out the lowest common denominator
people - they certainly do not reduce the number of staff in their organisational structures in
the metropolitan area. Only recently the Department of Agriculture removed one of its stock
inspectors from Albany at a time when there are enormous problems in that region with stock
diseases. The department's way of making its budget balance is to reduce the number of
stock inspectors in Albany by one. It has a serious effect on the people we represent and on
the department's image. The Minister for Agriculture should make sure that he arrives at
Cabinet meetings a little earlier to argue a case on behalf of the people he represents. I am
not sure, but the figures indicate that he does not carry that argument strongly enough in the
Cabinet room. The lack of funds for Department of Agriculture facilities can no longer be
tolerated. It is time the Government gave due recognition to those people who are the wealth
producers of this country and not to the wealth takers who live in the cities.
I refer now to the actions of the Federal Government and the Department of Conservation
and Land Management in the heritage listing of part of the south west region of Western
Australia. It is disgraceful that the Commonwealth Government can take a small part of
Western Australia and seek to include it in the so-called National Estate without consulting
anyone except the Department of Conservation and Land Management. One wonders what
the executive officers of that department were doing when they allowed that to happen.
Something like 330 landholders are affected and not one of them was consulted. It is even
more galling when one realises that those people, on contacting the department which made
the decision, could obtain no explanation of why the decision involving their properties was
made. It is a crazy state of affairs and it is bureaucracy gone mad. I know the department
has said that it will withdraw that recommendation for the listing. It is just like the dog who
received a whipping - it will hide under a corner of the shed for a while and as soon as it sees
a bare leg pass by it will run out and grab it. If people think they have heard the last of the
so-called national heritage listing they should be careful next time they pass the corner of the
shearing shed because that mongrel dog - the Australian Heritage Commission - is hiding
under the shed and it will bite the first bare leg that goes by.
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Mr D.L. Smith: The Government supports your position. I only wish you had supported our
position with regard to the listing of Hepburn Heights and Secret Harbour.
Mr HOUSE: The Minister has raised the interesting issue of Hepburn Heights. I understand
members will take the opportunity to speak about this subject at a later stage and I will
willingly participate in the debate. My objective as a country representative is to see an
increase in the number of people who live in rural areas. All the people who want to live in
Hepburn Heights would be welcome in the regional areas of Western Australia provided the
Government does the same for them as it is prepared to do at Hepburn Heights; that is,
provide roads, water and power at the same cost. If that were done, the lovely bit of
bushland in Hepburn Heights could be preserved for the people of this State and I would
support such a move.
Mr D.L. Smith: You cannot be criticising the AHC for what it is doing in the south west and
then ignore what it is doing in the metropolitan area. We were the first to go to Canberra and
argue the case with the AHC:
Mr Lewis: You did not give anyone else an opportunity to go with you.
Mr D.L. Smith: I was there on other business and I was not duplicating the cost.
Mr Lewis: Do not bag us. We do not have the resources to go to Canberra to argue our case.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HOUSE: The same principle of providing services to country people applies to retired
people and pensioners who live in rural areas. A very serious discrepancy exists between the
services provided to them and those provided to their counterparts in the city. That can be
demonstrated by the availability of health services, transport, what might be termed
extracurricular activities, and the other things that make a retired person's life a quality life.
People should be encouraged to retire to country areas and policies should be put in place to
make sure that those who make that decision are afforded the same sort of conditions and
privileges as they would have if they lived in the city. A number of measures can be
implemented to make sure that happens. The Government should make sure that the health
service delivered to country people is on a par with that delivered to city people. To that end
the Government must ensure that there are sufficient doctors servicing rural areas and that
they have access. to specialist services and blood testing facilities so they can provide a
quality service. The patient's assisted travel scheme must be accessible to people in all
regions so that if they need specialist attention they can receive it immediately. The
Government has a responsibility to make sure that regional hospitals are of a high standard. I
urge the Government to include the upgrading of the Albany Hospital in the forthcoming
Budget. It has been on the books for the last three or four years, but on each occasion it has
been put on the back burner. It is necessary for the upgrading to be completed as quickly as
possible. Albany has the highest number of retired people of any town in this State and it is
important that they have access to health facilities. A fly-in, fly-out system should operate
for specialists visiting the town.
Mr D.L. Smith: Albany does a good job for senior citizens.
Mr HOUSE: I agree. The National Party has put forward a comprehensive plan for the
Albany region. It believes that it is a very important part of this State. It has a port which
could play a more important role in the export and import of goods. It is a vital link and it is
a wonderful port. It is now running at a profit but it needs some support from the
Government. In the past seven years it has turned around its operation by $1 million a year
from a $3 million loss to a $4 million profit last year. Two groups which have participated in
that scheme should be congratulated. I refer in particular to the wharfies in Albany who
worked very hard to make sure the port became competitive. They put in place work
practices and schemes that have ensured the port operates at a profit. It is now up to the
Government to make equally certain that it plays its role in encouraging shipping companies,
shipowners and other people in the business to direct more goods through the port. The
wharfies and the port authority have played their part. Now that the port is running at a
profit the Government has this year decided to take a rake-off, and it has a responsibility to
do everything it can to encourage shipping companies to use the port. Th1e National Party
has strongly supported Western Australia.
[The member's time expired.]
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MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [11.01 ain]: The Address-in-Reply debate is an opportunity for
members to talk on a range of subjects and I intend to do so. One of the first matters I raise
is Ellensbrook House. It was originally the homestead of Alfred and Ellen Russell who
developed the property in 1857. It is now a National Trust property - one of a number in this
State - and 1 believe that it will prove to be of outstanding significance. Recently a heritage
and arts program has been conducted throughout the State by the National Trust of Australia
(WA), funded through the Western Australian Health Promotion Foundation. Members may
recall that the foundation is funded from the tobacco tax. I very strongly supported the
taxing measures on tobacco and I am aware of some of the excellent benefits from those
funds; for example, the activities of the National Trust. Recently a concert held at
Ellensbrook House was attended by 300 people, and such events have taken place at other
trust properties throughout the State. These events play a very important role in ensuring that
people understand the traditional heritage of the State. Also, they attract people to visit trust
properties. Certainly a number of people visited Ellensbrook House, including young
musicians from the University of Western Australia who performed there. I commend
Healthway on the work it is doing. I have a history of being overweight, not taking regular
exercise, and consuming on average 100 cigarettes a day before I stopped smoking. As a
result, I am due to undergo cardiac surgery next Wednesday, and I hope that this
consequence of my indulgences will serve as an example to other members in the community
of what not to do. The activities of the foundation are very important and they should be
continued.
1 wish to raise another issue of great importance in my electorate; that is, the Dunsborough-
Meelup Crown reserve No 21629. Last year I introduced a private member's Bill into this
House which sought to change the classification of the reserve from C class to A class. I
took that action because I have seen the results of what I regard to be the excesses of some
Governments - I do not refer to any particular Government - which are able to sell the Crown
jewels - that is, Crown land - at any time it suits them. Reserve No 21629 is certainly one of
the Crown jewels of Western Australia; it covers the area from the Dunsborough town
boundary almost to Eagle Bay and comprises approximately 1 000 acres- For a period of
five years I have been consulting the Busselton Shire Council on this matter. I have written
letters and attended full council and committee meetings emphasising that it would be in the
better interests of the wider community for the reserve to be designated A class rather than
C class. I pointed out the difficulties the community would face if an avaricious Government
decided to sell the land which, as a C class reserve, it could quite readily do without the
knowledge or approval of the community. In my view the land is of such great importance
that it should be a class A reserve because under that classification it will be necessary for
Parliament to approve any developments on the land. That is the reason I introduced the
private member's Bill last year. Unfortunately, although the Busselton Shire Council knew
of my intentions, I failed to advise it formnally of the precise date on which I intended to
introduce the Bill. I apologise for that-
Since last year a local authority referendum has been held on the issue and 91.8 per cent of
the people who voted in the 23 to 24 per cent poll -which is exceptionally high for local
government elections - want to maintain the area in its present state. Therefore, the change
of classification to A class has overwhelming support in the community. The Busselton
Shire Council has written to me, and I understand to all other members, indicating its support
for the change of classification. I am pleased that recently the Minister for Lands and
Minister for South-West advised me that the boundaries are now being resurveyed, and the
Government intends to take the necessary steps to declare the area an A class reserve. I
commend the Government on its decision at last. Certainly, it should be the prerogative of
Parliament to decide on the future of reserves of this nature. I am glad that commonsense
has prevailed.
Mr P.J. Smith: I was disappointed with the result because I believe a need exists for a marina
in that area. I have been approached by a yachtsman from Bunbury who went there looking
for a safe harbour but could not find one. Is an alternative site available?
Mr BLAIKIE: Other safe sites are available. This is one of the matters that has caused me
concern as the local member. I can well recall when the Dunsborough structure plan was
released by the State Planning Commission at a public meeting in Dunsborough about three
years ago. At the meeting the growth areas and patterns for the whole area were outlined. It
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was indicated that Curtis Bay would be the single marina site. At that meeting I asked
Mr Laurie O'Meara, chairman of the State Planning Authority, why only a single site had
been nominated. I told him that the way to have a project torpedoed was to give people a
single option. My view then, and now, was that we should have a boat harbour in the Cape
Naturailisre-Quindalup region. People should be given an opportunity to determine their
options and should not be blocked from those options.
I suggest to the member for Bunbury that if he said to his wife she could buy a new dress,
pay as much as she liked, but could only buy a black one he would face a few problems with
his wife finding the chess she wanted. As the local member I recognised the need for surveys
to be undertaken of a range of sites. The community should also be let in on the
investigation of those sites.
Mr D.L. Smith: Cabinet is still looking for a marina site. If the member for Vasse has some
suggestions we would welcome them so that we can consider a range of sites.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister for South-West is at last on the right track. I believe a range of
sites should be identified, assessed, and surveyed to that end. The community can then,
salking into account all environmental matters, discount some of those sites so that this matter
becomes clear. I was quite appalled that the community was told that Curtis Bay was the
only site they could have and if they did not accept that site they would not have a site at all.
One has to be careful in such circumstances that the people do not say, "We do not want it."
Mr D.L. Smith: I will get a list of prospective sites from the member for Vasse in due
course.
Mr BLAIKIE: I look forward to that. I have offered to work with the Government
previously to present what I see as a range of options, proposals and suggestions outlining a
number of areas which could be assessed as was done some years go in order to find a
suitable site for another project in the region. I am confident that other sites are available for
this project. This area will become an A class reserve. It could be regarded as the Kings
Park of the south west because it is a unique area.
Mr fl L Smith: The member for Vasse and I need to encourage the Dunsborough
community to restore all the rubbish dumps and similar areas.
Mr BLAIKIE: Areas exist where the land has been badly degraded because is has been used
for rubbish dumps or gravel excavation. I have been to Butchart Gardens in Victoria, British
Columbia. It is quite remarkable what enterprising people have done there to what was once
a quarry and is now one of the show places of the world.
Mr D.L. Smith: These things can be done. The Dunshorough people must be encouraged to
support this approach.
Mr BLAIKIE: The community should be encouraged to do these things. Having done that,
we would be able to look forward to this area becoming one of the more important public
areas in Western Australia. Reserve No 21629, the Dunshorough-Meelup reserve, has been
converted to an A class reserve. I appeal to the Government to look at declaring 300 to 400
metres out to sea from that reserve as part of it. Once an area is declared an A class reserve it
is offered a degree of protection. That imposes on the community an obligation to manage
the reserve in an appropriate way. Management of such reserves is important. This area has
not been well managed by previous generations who should be condemned and criticised for
their lack of management. It is important that a management plan is drawn for the seaward
side of the reserve covering the area up to 300 or 400 metres offshore.
Mr D.L. Smith: If it were to be a marine park the area would have to extend more than 300
to 400 metres offshore, and the fishermen may then have something to say about it.
Mr BLAIKIE: An intention must be stated about this area between 100 metres and 400
metres offshore from the park. Having included that area as a marine park the Government
would be able to effect certain management criteria over it. When I talk about management I
do not intend that everybody should be thrown out of the area. However, when such pristine
areas receive status from the Parliament and are managed people understand that rules are in
place to maintain them. I appeal to the Minister to take on board my comments.
Mr DlL. Smith: I would welcome a submission on that matter from the member for Vasse.
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Mr BLAIKIE: I will make that submission now, and see about making another later to the
Minister as this is an important subject. This matter would be discussed with the local
community. I am confident that although the local community has not yet spoken about that
matter it would welcome such a discussion.
Law enforcement is of concern in my region. However, law enforcement officers do an
excellent job in the communities of Busselton, Margaret River and Dunsborough despite
staffing limitations. I believe that the time is long overdue for the Busselton police station to
be a 24 hour station; that is, manned 24 hours a day. The only 24 hour station in the south
west at present is at Bunbury, which is the regional station covering the whole area. That is
not good enough. If someone at Yallingup had a problem at 10.00 pm or 11.00 pm and made
a phone call at the same time as somebody from Busselton made a phone call to the police
station the calls would be diverted to Bunbury and rediverted to the off duty officer. If two
or three calls are received at the same time the officer goes to the call which shows the
greatest priority. If the officer is out perforning duties a problem arises. Busselton should
be a subregional headquarters for policing the entire region. That region would include
Busselton, Nannup, Augusta-Margaret River, Yallingup and Dunsborough. The statistics
indicate a seven or eight per cent growth rate in the entire area each year, but police numbers
are not increasing by anywhere near that amount. The amount of lawlessness is certainly
increasing at a similar rate, but the level of enforcement is not. Therefore, it is important to
have a 24 hour police station because that will relieve the pressure on the Bunbury Police
Station, which will then be better able to manage the area for which it is currently
responsible. This is a matter of wide concern, and it must be addressed by the Government.
What I am saying now will become fact, and the Government and the Commissioner for
Police have to determine not whether we will have that 24 hour police station but when. It is
better that they say that Busselton will have a subregional police station that is open 24 hours
a day and that that will occur by the middle of 1993 than to say that it is not necessary,
because the inevitable will occur, and it is important that a decision is made now. More
importantly, that will also provide an important back-up to the current level of servicing that
is provided to the community. The police officers are overworked and overstressed, and I do
not think that overstress does anyone any good.
I wish now to draw attention to two high schools. The Margaret River High School has been
the subject of many comments that I have made in this Chamber for some years. It has also
been one of the most ministerial ly-visited high schools in Western Australia. In recent years,
it has been visited by a Minister for Education who subsequently became the Premier, and by
a series of other Ministers, who have all agreed that the facilities at that high school are sadly
in need of upgrading and significant renovation. That school was built in 1957, and the
library that was built in 1957 is the same library that school has today, without any changes.
There may have been a new carpet on the floor and a number of divisions made in the room,
but that library is totally inadequate to provide the facilities that are required in the 1990s.
The science rooms today are as they were built in the late 1950s. There have been no
changes. This school is in one of the State's most rapidly growing towns and in one of the
most important centres in Western Australia, yet the facilities provided by the Government
are appalling when compared with all of the private facilities, which have gone ahead in
leaps and bounds. Therefore, I make a special plea that that school be upgraded and, having
been upgraded, that it be brought into the spectrum of taking students to years I11 and 12.
The Busselton Senior High School is now approaching a student population of 1 000, and the
student population of that school is growing at the rate of seven per cent per annum. It is
important that the facilities be upgraded. The Government has included an $800 000 capital
works program on that school, but while that works program was very well done, it was
expected to cost some $3 million. The works program that is currently being concluded has
been of immense benefit to the school but the school still falls far short of what is required
and the actual funding that was promised. There will be a deputation to the Minister for
Education on 8 April and I am optimistic that the Government will again see the need to
assist the Busselton Senior High School. I hope that deputation will be successful.
Mr D.L. Smith: I support you in relation to the Margaret River and Busselton high schools.
Mir BLAUIIfE: I thank the Minister for those comments.
I turn now to transport and communications. A number of surveys have been conducted to
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establish a regional airport, and Busselton has been determined as the site for a future
regional airport in the south west. While there are some opponents who say that Bunbury
ought to be the site, a pretty impressive committee has had a look at this matter and has
decided that Busselton should be the site.
Mr D.L. Smith: It has been very well researched and Busselton is to be the site.
Mr BLAIKIE: Despite all that may have been said in a parochial sense, the Busselton area
has been identified as the site for a regional airport. Again, it is not a question of whether an
airport should be built but of when it should be built. That decision must be set in cast iron
because a regional airport for the Busselson region will be of immense benefit to the whole
region for the mining and tourism industries and for commerce. I urge the Government not
only to identify the fact that Busselton is the preferred site for a regional airport, but also to
mate an assessment and to look at a series of options about where that airport can best be
located. That should happen sooner rather than later.
The final matter I want to raise is not exactly on such a happy note. It concerns mineral
sands mining in general on the south coast of Western Australia, and I refer principally to the
Beenup minesite which is an operation by Mineral Sands Pty Ltd, an offshoot of BHP. That
company has a mining operation east of Augusta. The company currently owns a mineral
field and is mining at the rate of 500 000 tonnes per year. The current reserves of the
company indicate a. mine life of 50 years, so by any standards it is quite a major mine.
However, one of the important downsides has been the frustration caused to the company
and to the local community because of the number of ad hoc decisions the Government has
made in relation to this important venture. Two years ago, the company was given approval
to mine, yet as late as today the company does not have final approval for its transport route.
The transport route has been decided to a point, but the final transport route has not been
resolved. Thierefore, although the company has the opportunity to mine, it cannot shift the
minerals. In addition, a major controversy has broken out over the Government's decision to
ignore a series of public consultation meetings about the powerline moute. Instead of taking
the power moute from Manjimup to Beenup, the Government has decided to go from Picton
via Husselton via Great North Road to Beenup. The Manjimup-Reenup route is some 90 km
long while the Picton-Beenup route via Great North Road is 114 km long, yet the
Government chooses to take the longer route. A certain amount of power is lost on all
powerline routes, yet the Government has decided that is will accept that power loss and the
maintenance costs for an extra 24 km. Taken over a 30 year period, this decision by the
Government to change the route to one that is not agreed to or accepted by the local
community will cost an enormous amount of money.

Amendment to Motion
Mr BLAILE: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but regrets so inform His Excellency that the State Government has failed -

(a) to have given any regard to the considered decisions of local
government over the location of the Beenup powerline; and

(b) to accede to wishes of the majority of the people of the south west by
deciding on the powerline alignment from the Picton Great North
Road rather than the Manjiniup-Beenup option; and

as a consequence censures the Minister for Fuel and Energy and the Minister
for the Environment for failing to attend meetings in the south west to discuss
the issue of the powerline route and to fully understand the wishes of the vast
majority of people of the south west who support the Manjimup-Beenup
route.

The powerline route is a major issue, and the great majority of people strongly support the
Manjimup-Beenup route. They do not support the direction the Government has taken, and
the Covernment and its Ministers ame deserving of censure.
MR BRADSHAW (Wellington) [ 11.32 am]: I support the amendment to the Address-hii-
Reply moved by the member for Vasse. The Government's decision is a bad one; it is just
one more bad decision to add to the many that have been made by the Government over the
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past nine years. The decision to go against the choice of the State Energy Commission of
Western Australia to have the powerline run from Manjimup to Beenup is not in the best
interests of the people of Western Australia. Three routes were suggested and finally
SECWA chose the Manjimup-Beenup mute, obviously because it felt it was the best.
Certainly in the opinions of most people that was correct. The route is 24 kin shorter than
the Picton-Beenup route and will have very little impact as it will affect only a handful of
people. By contrast, the proposed Picton-Beenup route affects 126 farms.
Dr Gallop: flat number has been reduced to 96.
Mr BRADSHAW: Even if that is so, it is still 96 too many. It does not affect only those
96 farms, either, it affects a whole range of people and later I will explain how and why. I
was disgusted with the statement the Minister for Fuel and Energy made in the south west a
few weeks ago that the Government's proposed route would affect only 100 farms. Those
100 farms will be quite significantly affected. Many of them have at least one other
powerline running through them: some have two, and this will make a third. None of us
likes having powerlines running through our properties or nearby. However, since I have
been in this Parliament I have found that if a powerline or gas pipeline must go through,
farmers will be tolerant and accept it even though they do not like it. However, in this case
there is an alternative route which will affect very few farmers but the Government has made
this decision to run the powerline from Picton to Beenup. It believes trees are more
important than people, but it is quite wrong for the Government to take that attitude.
The Australian Heritage Commission has made an interim listing of part of the forest where
the powerline will run. It has not even guaranteed that it will be listed, as the interim listing
has not been fully investigated to see whether it should be listed by the commission. I
believe the Australian Heritage Commission should not be poking its nose into this matter.
We have a Western Australian Heritage Council to look into these things. We also have
another safeguard in Western Australia; namely, national parks. The Government is able to
establish a national park if need be, so I wonder why the Australian Heritage Commission
has made an interim listing of this part of the forest. In the circumstances, if it wishes to list
that area it should investigate it quickly and make a decision. I am totally opposed to the
Australian Heritage Commission's even thinking about listing it. It is not the commission's
prerogative to do so, as the commission's job is purely to look after Government buildings
and assets. We have already heard today in another debate what the commission is doing
with 300 or so farms in the Walpole area. It is quite wrong when the commission cannot
even investigate the things it should be concerned with - for example, the South Perth Post
Office.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSFIAW: That is a good question. I do not know the answer, and I certainly do not
support what previous Governments in Western Australia have done in listing that area of the
Cape] and Busseiton shires. However, it has been done and that should be reversed as well, I
believe, because it affects private land and the landowners did not know theft properties were
listed by the Australian Heritage Commission. It was done quite wrongly by that
Government. If properties are to be listed, they should be listed by the Western Australian
Heritage Council and not the Australian Heritage Commission.
if the powerline is laid from Picton to fleenup it will affect quite a few farms. The powerline
will run very close to houses and there are many fears about its electromagnetic effects. It is
debatable whether that would affect people's health, but while there is that debate it should
be taken into consideration. The Government has blamed the increased cost of the
Manjimup-Beenup line on the fact that the powerline should be put underground through that
part of the forest which has received interim listing by the Australian Heritage Commission.
That will increase the cost of the powerline by about $5 million. The Environmental
Protection Authority came up with that, and it is interesting that that authority did not look at
the social impact of this decision on the people who will be affected by the powerline going
through their properties. It is interesting, too, that the Department of State Development's
social impact unit has also failed to investigate the impact on those people.
It is all very well to say that these people will be compensated, but that compensation will go
nowhere near recouping the losses incurred by the landowners. For a start, farms are
devalued when powerlines run through them. The rate of compensation is 15 per cent of the
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land values estimated by the Valuer General. That assessment can be challenged, of course,
but that costs money. The Government believes farmers cart still use the land for grazing
cattle, and so on, under the powerlines but in my opinion 15 per cent of the land value is not
sufficient compensation under the circnmstances, because the whole farm is devalued. For
example, a small landholder with only about 10 acres will find that a powerline traversing his
10 acres will completely destroy the value of his property. Anyone who wants a hobby farm
will nor be interested in having a powerline through that farm. Presently, in some cases, two
powerlines run through properties; this new powerline will be the third. A gentleman rang
me last year when he discovered the powerline may run through his property. He said that he
had suffered from cancer, but had overcome that. However, his worry is that he could have a
third powerline running within 20 or 30 metres of his house. His concern was that, having
defeated cancer once, he could encounter other health disabilities as a result of the
electromagnetic effect of another powerline running through his property. I know that the
State Energy Commission of Western Australia and other people have discounted that claim
but the fear remains. The Government should be concerned about whether any effects from
the electromagnetic field will be a factor. Fear can cause stress and other emotional
problems, so the actions of the Government are wrong.
Another point which should be made is that the Minister for South-West stressed at a public
meeting that in 20 or 30 years the powerline will need to be upgraded. If the Government
expects to upgrade the powerline in 20 years perhaps the solution could be to put in a new
powerline now to accommodate the anticipated power requirements, and thus eliminate one
of the powerlines. I am sure the farmers will consider that proposition in a reasonable light.
The idea of running another powerline through properties is wrong.
The south west ward of the Country Shire Councils Association has unanimously supported
the Manjimup-Beenup powerline in preference to the Picron-Beenup powerline. However,
neither the Minister for the Environment nor the Minister for Fuel and Energy attended the
two public meetings on the subject. I know that the second meeting was at short notice but
the first meeting should have been attended by the Ministers.
Dr Gallop: The Minister for the Environment met all the shires in his office.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Ministers did not attend the public meetings to gauge the feelings of
(he people in the community; that is very important. The Minister can joke all he likes.
Dr Gallop: I was not joking. There was a good representation of Government at the
meetings.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Government sent a messenger boy.
Dr Gallop: He was not a messenger boy.
Mr B3RADSHAW. He was a messenger boy sent to represent both the Minister for Fuel and
Energy and the Minister for the Environment. At the meetings that messenger did not
convince the people that it was a good move to have the powerline running through their
properties; he did not convince them that it would not devalue their properties or not have
other effects. When such issues affect Labor electorates - that is, Labor seats - the
Government has a different attitude. The Minister for Fuel and Energy may remember the
proposed silicon smelter at Picton.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: How many houses were affected?
Mr D.L Smith: Three.
Mr BRADSHAW: That is not the samne as 93, and all the rest of it.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: I have seen the Minister's attitude change since he lost the rural part of
his electorate. The Minister strongly opposed the veto of mining on farming properties once,
but now he has an urban seat he is in favour of that.
Mr D.L. Smith: The Government strongly supports that position.
Mr BRADSHAW: Last year, or even earlier than that, at a public meeting the Minister told
farmers that they should not have the right to veto mining on their properties.
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Mr D.L. Smith: The Government position is clear.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Minister has changed his attitude since losing the rural area of his
electorate. It is interesting that the lawyer representing farmers had a different attitude.
Mr D.L. Smith: The member is confusing my personal view with the Cabinet's view.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Cabinet had not made a decision when the Minister first expressed
his view about the veto of mining on farming properties. It is only in the last few months
that that view has been expressed.
Mr D.L. Smith: We are talking at cross purposes. My personal view has been expressed a
number of times.
Mr BRADSHAW: That view was not expressed when the Minister represented a rural
community.
The Minister for the Environment and the Minister for Fuel and Energy should be
condemned because they failed to turn up to two public meetings to gauge the feelings of the
community. Many people have concerns about the issues. As I said earlier, when a gas
pipeline or a powerline needs to Tun trough properties for the good of Western Australia the
farmers have always been prepared to accept that. I have seen powerlines run through my
electorate north to Perth and there has been no objection by farmers. They may have
suggested a slightly different route and generally SEC WA has accommodated that proposal.
In this case, there is no need for the powerline to go through Picton to Beenup. The
Government should be condemned for its decision.
The Liberal Party has indicated that if the powerline has not been put through by the next
election - when we will take Government - the decision will be reversed. We do not support
putting a powerline through that area. Thbis has been a bad decision by a bad Government.
We should condemn the Government for its attitude on this issue. I repeat, when Labor held
electorates are affected by certain issues - such as the siting of the silicon smelter at Picton,
close to Eaton - the Government can make other arrangements; for instance, it moved the
smelter to Kemerton. Also the SCM chloride plant which was planned for Australind was
moved to Kemerton. Although those decisions were not wrong, perhaps had Labor seats not
been affected no change would have been made. The Government should be condemned for
its actions because it has not taken into consideration the concerns of farmers, and the
devaluation of properties; fewer properties would be affected if the powerline took the
Manjimup-Beenup route.

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Fuel and Energy) [ 11.47 am]: I oppose the
amendment to the Address-in-Reply moved by the member for Vasse. This is one of those
classic issues when the Government of Western Australia is put into a position where it is
obliged to act on behalf of the interests of the general public of this State. It is our obligation
as members of the Government to look at the interests of Western Australia generally and to
apply that as best we can in a particular situation. It is unfortunate that some of the local
interests involved in the issue feel aggrieved by the decision made by the Government on
behalf of the people of Western Australia generally. Of course, in politics that clash between
the general public interest and the specific local interest is the stuff of State Government.
We believe that the very great interests that link this project to future employment
opportunities as well as investment opportunities in the south of Western Australia are such
that we must go ahead with our plan to take a power route from Picton to Beenup.
Mr Omodei: Which one?
Dr GALLOP: The Great North Road route. Let us go to the beginning of the issue. We are
talking about a project valued at $135 million which, when it proceeds, will employ 180 full
time workers and provide jobs for about 200 construction workers. Late last year Mineral
Deposits Ltd. the proponents of this project, asked the Government for certainty on the issues
affecting this project, particularly the road and power routes. MDL said it needed a decision
early this year so that it could tell its board it had clarified the major infrastructure matters.
The Minister for State Development and I met with the proponents and gave them a
commitment that on 1 January we would confinm our position on the power route. ML was
very happy with that.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Are you going to tell us how you reached that decision?
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Dr GALLOP: I will. I must admit that we went to the proponents on 2 January to advise
them of the power route. We were one day lace, but they were happy because we had made
the decision.
I refer now to the decision making process. Of course, different routes were possible for this
powerline; the two obvious major alternative routes were the Great North Road and the
Manjimup-Beenup routes. Another route was looked at, but the two I have just mentioned
were the serious alternatives. On first consideration of the argument, without raking into
account the advice of the Environmental Protection Authority, the Manjimup-Beenup route
was the cheaper of the two. Naturally, the consultation process had to involve the
environmental implications of both routes. As it turned out, the EPA told the State Energy
Commission that the Manjimup-Beenup moute had major implications for some very high
value vegetation. About 6.2 km of that route involved very high value karri forests.
Mr Omodel: Have you been there?
Dr GALLOP: Although I have not been there, I have seen a set of very good pictures and the
EPA has advised the Government of the value of that area.
Mr Court: Have you seen pictures of the farmers' properties?
Dr GALLOP: Indeed I have, but that is an irrelevant interjection. Initially, SECWA and
EPA officers traversed the Manjimup-Beenup route and considered how they could deal with
the power supply in relation to the high value forest. The EPA concluded that the only
satisfactory advice it could give the Government was for SECWA to underground the power
through that 6.2 km. It was made very clear that, if that route were to be acceptable,
undergrounding would be necessary on environmental grounds. That meant an additional
cost to the project of an estimated $5 million.
Dr GALLOP: Secondly, the Government is concerned about setting a precedent for
underground powerlines in situations like this. I hope members of the Opposition agree that
an important priority of any Government in Western Australia is to reduce infrastructure
costs to industry. Setting this precedent would have very serious economic implications for
future development projects in this State. We considered those aspects alongside the
alternative of using the Great North Road route.
Mr Court: What price would you put on the matter for farmers?
Dr GALLOP: Compensation will be given.
Mr.C.J. Barnett: How much?
Dr GALLOP: Each individual will be paid according to the Valuer General's advice. In
summary, the aspects considered in December were the advice from the EPA to underground
the powerlines; the high heritage value of the forest area; and problems which would be
faced by SECWA in future if a precedent were set by undergrounding. A decision had to be
made and the Government chose to use the Great North Road route, which, as it turns out, is
cheaper by about $2.5 million than the Manjimup route, which included undergrounding.
The Government has made its decision clear to the developers. It has also made it clear to
the landowners who will be affected along that route that it will be mindful of their interests
and that every effort will be made to minimise the impact of powerlines. The route will
follow existing roads and tracks wherever possible. In fact, we am looking at the railway
reserve between Capel and the Ludlow forest reserve. A Press statement was released
yesterday by SEC WA to indicate that the powerline will be built in the railway reserve from
the Capel substation to the Ludlow-Hithergreen Road on the boundary of the Ludlow forest.
SECWA has already looked at precise routes involving the Great North Road to try to
minimise the impact of the powerline.
Mr Omodei interjected.
Dr GALLOP: The State Energy Commission has always acknowledge that it will do that.
Where the line must cross private property, compensation will be paid to the landowners
after an agreement is reached. Advice will be taken from the Valuer General's office. As I
advised the House by way of an interjection to the member for Wellington, 96 landowners
are now affected, whereas in the first instance the number was thought to be 126. Obviously,
SEC WA is carrying out its duties in minimising the impact as best it can.
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Mr CiJ. Barnett: You have made a judgment on the social value of the trees.
Dr GALLOP: The judgment has been made based on the development needs of this State. I
will come to that point.
Several members interjected.
Dr GALLOP: Landowners will be able to continue to use the land within their easement to
maintain the productive capacity of their land. Remnant vegetation on private property wi]l
be avoided and the permission of the landowner to enter private property will be sought on
all occasions. As members opposite know, SECWA has dropped the option of steel lattice
towers to carry the cables. Concrete or wooden poles will be used to improve the aesthetics
of the line. Finally, special attention will be paid to dieback control and the prevention of
erosion during construction and maintenance of the line. I reiterate that the decision to use
the Great North Road was made on economic grounds because undergrounding the line on
the Manjimup-Beenup route would have required an extra $5 million.
The Opposition is saying that the advice the Government received about the heritage value of
that forest does not matter and that it should not worry about it. It is saying we should just
send in the bulldozers through the great karri forest in the area without concern for its
heritage value and ignore the EPA advice. We could have taken on board the underground
proposal which would have made our position consistent with environmental logic. Of
course, that extra $5 million would have to be spent if Manjimup is chosen.
I come back to the importance of the project to the State. Had the Government not made its
position clear to the developers on 2 January they could not have said to their board that the
issue was clear. Had the Government made the decision which the Opposition is now
recommending uncertainty would have surrounded the project. In fact, at the time the
Opposition's position was unclear. The member for Warren was even betting both ways on
the issue. The Government could not have said to the developers that taking a bulldozer
through the karri forest would have made the position clear. Given the advice from the
Environmental Protection Authority, legal action could have been taken and, given the role
of the Australian Heritage Commission, the Commonwealth Government could have
intervened. All of those uncertainties would have made it impossible for the developers to
say to their board that the issue had been resolved.
The issue has been resolved. The Governiment has made its decision on both environmental
and economic grounds. It has said that it will take into account the interests of those affected
by the decision as best as any Government can when taking a powertine to a development
project.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Are you still the Minister for Fuel and Energy?
Dr GALLOP: Yes.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You would not have much work left because most of it has been given to
your colleagues.
Dr GALLOP: It has not. That was a pathetic interjection from the well-known fence sitter
from Cottesloc. The developers are happy with the clear decision made by the Government.
The Government will meet the needs of the people affected by this project in a way that
Opposition members in the past would have never conceived of. Those people will receive
compensation and will be consulted about where the route should go to reduce the overall
impact on landowners. Consultation is what the Government does well and what the
Opposition members' Government did not understand in the past.
Mr Court: There are no farms in Victoria Park so you don't give a damn.
Dr GALLOP: Many people from the south west drive through my electorate when they visit
Perth. My electorate is a major thoroughfare for those visitors. My constituents are affected
by that but they must live with it because of the location of that electorate. Do the people
from the south west who drive through my electorate care about the people in my electorate?
Of course they do not. I defend the interests of the people in my electorate.
The Government has provided certainty and a group of people are trying to upset that. Those
people trying to put a spanner in the works are not Government members or farmers but the
Opposition members. The Opposition cannot resist requests from special interest groups.
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Mr Bradshaw: What does Hon Doug Wenn say?
Dr GALLOP: He is entitled to his opinion on the subject. The Stare Labor Party knows it
has made the right decision. If the Opposition tries to disrupt this decision, it will have to
carry the consequences for those people who will be employed in the future in this project.
Mr Court: You resolved how to get around the trees. The trees are more important than
200 farmers.
Dr GALLOP: We did try to resolve that problem but it could not be resolved. The right
decision has been made and we should get on with the process of developing the State and at
the same time preserving our environment
MR OMODEI (Warren) [12.06 pm]: [ support the amendment, The Minister for Fuel and
Energy has outlined the reasons the Government made the decision to go with the Great
North Road option. He said that it was in the general public interest. Why then are the
12 local authorities in the south west opposed to the decision? Why is the Western
Australian Municipal Association and the associations representing local authorities in this
State opposed to the project? Surely the general public interest includes that of those people
in the country. The Minister referred to the proponents of this project. The proponent for the
power station is the State Energy Commission of Western Australia, not Mineral Deposits
Ltd as stated by te Minister.
Dr Gallop: I did not say that.
Mr OMODEL: The other day the Minister was talking on the radio about the Great North
Road route option. He should have visited the south west and spoken to the people and local
authorities before he made up his mind.
The proposals by SECWA included, first, the Beenup-Manjimup route which was 90 km.
The second option was the Picton-Great North Road-Beenup option which was 114 kmn. The
Minister has already explained that the 24 kin difference in cost and long ternm maintenance
will more than outweigh the cost of going underground. That is nonsense in the extreme.
The third option was the Picton-Margaret River-Beenup option which was a longer moute and
affected 179 farmers. The Minister for Fuel and Energy has said that the option taking in the
Great North Road and Picron will affect only 96 farmers. in fact, it will affect 126 farms and
in excess of 400 people.
Mr D.L. Smith: It will affect 126 properties and 57 farming units.
Mr OMODEI: The 96 farms the Minister mentioned already have energy routes passing
through them. One of the properties adjacent to the proposed powerline - this was explained
to the Minister for South-West in Capel - will have a powerline within 400 metres of it. That
property location number is not even on the powerline route. Too bad if those people are
concerned about electromagnetic fields. That has not been addressed by the Minister for
Fuel and Energy.
At least the Minister for South-West had the courage to talk to people in the south west.
Recently, he addressed a meeting in Capel and the only reason that he was sent there was that
at one time his electorate encompassed part of the south west. However, we should name the
Minister "Stonewall Smith" because that is what he was like at the meeting the other night.
The Government's option is totally indefensible. In fact, the Minister for South-West said in
Capel that members of Parliament at that meeting were pandering to a minority group of
farmers. He compared it to the accusations made by members on this side of the House
about Government members pandering to the green movement. How can the Minister make
such a comparison of one set of people - the conservationists - who are totally divorced from
the picture, living away from the area, and another group who live where the powerlines will
pass? in one case the powerlines will run only 100 merits from the back door of a farmer's
house. This decision will affect the lifestyles of those people and devalue their properties. I
cannot believe that the Government has taken an option which will cost $5 million more than
the other options. I would like the Minister to show me the figures and statements regarding
how much more it will cost for this option to maintain the 24 km over 50 years. I cannot
believe it! I now quote the Minister for South-West from the Capel meeting.
Mr D.L. Smith: I hope it is more accurate than the last one.
Mr OMODEI: This is a direct quote, and the Minister may remember it because at least it
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brought some levity to the meeting. The Minister said, "Good government is not about
governing for the benefit of your friends." That almost brought the House down; those
present had something to laugh about.
Mr Court: Are they still frends with them?
Mr OMODET: I do not know about that. The majority of people who attended that meeting
came from conservative backgrounds. The Government will pay a political price if it
maintains the Great North Road option because the Government is hanging on by the skin of
its teeth in the Legislative Council. The person who is third on the Labor ticket, a one-time
leader of the ticket, is supporting the people of the district. But what a cynical attitude. If
that member supports the people of the area, he should resign in protest and stand up for
what he believes in. People who talk to me clearly indicate that they will lodge a protest vote
at the next Legislative Council election, particularly those who have been traditional Labor
Party supporters.
The Premier, the Ministers for South-West and for Fuel and Energy, and the intrepid
Minister for the Environment should pay heed: If the Government continues to run down the
line of the Great North Road option, nothing will save the Ministers.
Dr Gallop: What do you mean by that?
Mr OMODEI: The political consequences will mean that the Ministers will lose their jobs.
Let us consider the underground option down Seven Day Road and the impact that will have
in my electorate. A decision must be made. I will bet the Minister for Fuel and Energy will
attend the opening of the $135 million BHP project, but he will not take the time to talk to
people in the south west about the powerline. The Beavis block area, east and west, is
registered as National Estate by the Australian Heritage Council, and this option goes
through some areas of karri forest - I admit that. However, members on this side of the
House have taken the time on more than one occasion to traverse the route down Seven Day
Road and along Waistcoat Road. Another option is to go around this area down Palings
Road and Coronation Road. SECWA is in favour of the Manjimup-Beenup route. The
proponents think that the Government is a laughing stock: People from Mineral Deposits Ltd
say that the proposal for an underground powerline is ludicrous. They know our stance on
this issue, which is unashamedly supportive of resource development at Beenup and
Jangardup. For the Ministers for South-West and for Fuel and Energy to say that people on
this side of the House are trying to block the project is absolute nonsense, and they know it.
Commonsense is needed.
At the first meeting held at Capel to consider this matter I implored the Minister for South-
west - I almost begged him which is uncharacteristic for me - to adopt the commnonsense
option. We realise that costs are associated with upgrading the Muja line to Manjimup, but
the Manjimup-Beenup option is the only way to go. Early in the piece it was proposed that
the powerline should go through the Scott River area. People of this area normally go about
their business without fuss, but when they have a concern they leave no doubt about the way
they think. These people have said that they are not opposed to the mineral sands project. If
the Government continues with its original proposed route the powerline will fall over
because of inundation. For three months of the year it would not have been possible to go
within a bull's roar of the powerline.
It was suggested that I talk to SECWA about changing the route of the powerline. Martin
Pitt of SECWA was more than happy to discuss the proposal. He sat down with the farmers
and discussed options, including shifting the powerline to the South Coast Road and Paget
Road alignment. Everything was going well and the farmers and SECWA were in
agreement. But what happened? The Government decided to route the powerline through
the Great North Road area because the other option passed through a karri forest of dubious
estate and conservation value. The Government changed the powerline option even though
that would mean extra costs to the people of Western Australia and would impact on
126 properties and 500-odd people causing them unreasonable pressure for all time.
I appeal to the Government to apply some commonsense and adopt the Manjimup-Beenup
route, which will affect only 18 properties. Some of those properties have high farmliand and
tourism value. The people of the area say they would prefer the other option if possible;
however, they realise that the State needs t project. It will provide jobs for some of the
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34 per cent of young Western Australians without work. We are talking about a small area
of bush. I have lived in forest country all my life, and this area is not significant, especially
in the overall context of the project.
The Premier and the Ministers for Fuel and Energy and for the Environment have met with
shire councillors from the southwest. We have been given to understand that the Premier has
not made up her mind on this matter even though the Minister for South-West tells me that
the moute is a forgone conclusion.
Mr Court: Has she made up her mind?
Dr Gallop: The Government has made its position clear.
Mr OMODET: A good article appeared in the Busselion-Margaret River Times written by
Alan Miller, a local journalist, which was headed "Delegation fails in bid to divert power
route." It reads -

Busselcon shire president John Cooper felt the Government was making a big
mistake.
"They ame saying they made the best decision in the circumstances, but when you
have 11I shires in favour of the Manjimup-Beenup route, as well as the landowners in
support, you would have to wonder at the Government's thinking," he said. "I think
there is more to come."'
Cr Cooper said he thought the Premier would be disappointed if the councils did not
continue fighting.

They will certainly ight. The article continues -

Officially, the Premier is "still considering" whether to interfere on the route to the
powerline.. .
The Minister for the South-West, David Smith, who favours the Great North Road
option, confirmed that he raised the issued at a State Cabinet meeting on Monday and
was awaiting the Premier's response.

If he is in favour of this option, why is he raising it in Cabinet? Minister "S tonewall" Smith
is aware that the Government will pay a tremendous political cost if it continues wit its
proposal.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr OMODEI: One knows when one is getting close to a nerve because the Deputy Premier
comes out of his hole and makes a lot of noise. He knows as well as the other Ministers that
the Government is wrong on this issue and will pay the political consequences.
We are still in suspense awaiting the Government's decision. As indicated in the article to
which I referred, at least the Minister for South-West is raising the matter in Cabinet.
Officially the Premier is still considering the issue - she has a reputation for doing this. The
Great North Road option should not be adopted because it traverses some extremely valuable
farmland. Members who do not know the area close to Busselton known as Abba Flats,
which runs adjacent to Jamieson Road, may not be aware that this is a very important area
for potato production. That is production not only for local consumption but also for seed.
Very few areas in Western Australia are suitable for the production of seed potatoes. The
processing industry in the Manjimup area is under considerable stress and we must ensure
good seed to maximise the yields in that industry. This powerline will traverse Abba Flats.
Ken Cuthbert, a farmer in that area who is well known to me, believes he will lose income of
up to $400 000 a year as a result of those powerlines traversing his land. That would affect
the potato crop because the irrigation systems of today are designed along a roll line unit
using about 400 to 500 metres of fairly heavy aluminium pipe, which must be rolled across a
field. The Government is supporting a proposition that will affect not only the lifestyles but
also the incomes of people in the area.
That is not the only area of concern. Fowerlines will run backwards and forwards through an
area with fertile soil and a reliable underground water source. The State Energy Commission
chose the Manjimup route as the line of least resistance. Undergrounding power would cost
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$3.3 million as opposed to $600 000 for overhead powerlines. The Great North Road option
is favoured by the Government and that would result in 32 kmn of bush in jarrab country
being knocked down. But because the other option contains six km of karri forest, which is
not unique but basic, ordinary karri forest, the State must meet that cost. The Minister for
Fuel and Energy has said that we should install underground power if we accept the
Manjirnup-Beenup option. I have heard all these arguments before. One can talk about
government by opposition; we now have government by the Environmental Protection
Authority. From my talks with members of the EPA I know that it is sick and tired of the
situation where every rime the Government wants to blame anyone for a decision it blames
the EPA.
Dr Gallop: The Government is not blaming the EPA.
Mr OMODEI: Of course the Minister is.
Mr Court: The Minister for Fuel and Energy gave a speech about it.
Mr OMODET: Exactly; the member for Nedlands is quite right. The Minister for Fuel and
Energy said the EPA made the decision and the Government then bowed to that decision. It
is the role of the EPA to make recommendations - and it should make stringent
recommendations - but it is up to the Government of the day to make the final decision, not
pass the buck or handball the decision. The Government is so good at handball the Minister
for Fuel and Energy should join the West Coast Eagles' second squad; although he probably
would not get a game because he does not look very fit.
The number of properties that would be affected by the different options are: Manjimup-
Beenup 18, Great North Road-Picton 126, and Picton-Margaret River 179, which we know
has been discounted. Can the Minister for South-West explain what cost is associated with
the extra 24 kmn of line which is entailed in the Great North Road option? We will be
reasonable and assess the cost over a 50 year period.
Dr Gallop: What about the economics of all the opportunities opened up to SEC WA in that
area?
Mr OMODEF: I can tell the Minister that the line is a major transmission line; it does not
take in the properties along the way. Some of those properties will have a massive powerline
running through them but they cannot connect to that line because it is a major energy route.
How would the Minister for Fuel and Energy like to have a powerline running through his
backyard and not have the option of drawing its power? The Government has chosen this
option because the environmental movement is very concerned that the Manjimup-Beenup
line would take in a pulp mill option. Could the Government or the Minister for South-West
tell this House what will happen with the pulp mill option in the south west? Would it not be
better management to take into account where that pulp mill is sited?
[The member's time expired.]
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell - Minister for Lands) [ 12.26 pm]: I suppose in future years, if
we have historians trying to assess this period without consulting as widely as they should,
they might find it difficult to understand why the Opposition has consistently failed to win
elections and why it will not win the next election. This issue epitomises the reasons. The
Opposition is leaderless and without policy; all it is about is populist appeal on shallow
political grounds. All its decisions are based on sheer popular pragmatism. The result is that
the Opposition is saying different things to different groups within the community and no-
one believes it. Whether it comes to the Opposition's plans for the future for increasing
capital expenditure or reducing State debt, or these sorts of issues where the Opposition talks
development and support for local people and generally behaves in the way that it does,
people find the Opposition incredible. People will not vote for the Opposition while it
behaves in this way.
The need for a powerline was well known. The State Energy Commission of Western
Australia, through research and consultation, worked out the various routes which might be
available and came up with three alternatives. The end decision camne down in favour of the
Manjiinup-Beenup route; other possible routes were excluded on environmental grounds
which could nor be borne in that area. SECWA came down in favour of a line from Picron
via North Road and an alternative via Margaret River. SECWA's head office, not the south
west office, decided in favour of the Manjimup-Beenup route on the basis of cost. The
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Manjimup-Beenup route is not simply a route from Manjimup to Beenup, but from Muja to
Manjimup to Beenup. When one assesses cost alternatives one must include the million
dollars or so that is required to upgrade the route from Muja to Manjiniup as well as the
remainder of the route. The end result was that the route from Muja to Manjirnup to Beenup
was $2.5 million cheaper than was the Picton to Beenup via North Road route. That is the
reason SECWA favoured the Manjimup-Beenup option. I have no hesitation in saying that
when SECWA spoke to people it indicated that it favoured that route. SECWA spoke with
shires and local people on thar basis.
About a month before SECWA was due to submit a document to the Environmental
Protection Authority it became aware that the proposed Manjimup-Beenup route went
through an area that had been listed by the Australian Heritage Commission. As a result
SEC WA went back to the local authorities and indicated that there might be a problem with
the route, said that it wanted to talk about the other alternatives, and asked their views on
those matters. Public meetings were held in various towns and consultations occurred with
various local authorities. The public environmental review was lodged with the EPA. The
EPA, not the Government, decided that the area which was listed for its forest, heritage and
environmental value was such that it should be protected. If one forgets about the Heritage
Commission's argument, the EPA, which is the authority which this State gives credence on
environmental matters, decided that the area of forest through which the line would go was
of too much value to allow those trees to be knocked down. Members can be subjective
about this. They can drive around and come to their own conclusions. However, the fact is
that the authority vested by this Parliament with the power to investigate and assess these
matters came to the conclusion that the powerlines should not go over the surface of that
area. It recommended that the powerline be put underground through that forest if that route
were used. The immediate effect of that was that the costing of the two alternatives changed,
increasing the cost on that route so that it was approximately $2 million more expensive than
the Picton-North Road-Beenup alternative.
Members opposite are trying to suggest that the Government's decision indicates that it
prefers trees to people because that was a recommendation of the Environmental Protection
Authority and the Government has the authority to override that recommendation. That
highlights the first difference between this Government and the Opposition. All bodies
which have an interest in those sorts of things, including the EPA, are bodies which we have
given teeth and which we say should be neutral umpires to assess these matters in an
impartial way to make recommendations that we can accept. The Opposition cannot have it
both ways. It cannot say that, on the one hand, we must accept the decision of the umpire,
but on the other, for reasons of political expediency, we should override the decision of the
EPA and go the other way. Only in rare and exceptional circumstances when the State's
interest overrides the environmental values perceived by the EPA does the Government
override the EPA's recommendations. If the Opposition supports that which it told people in
that area - that is, that the Government should govern - that says a lot about its attitude to the
EPA because the Government seeks to ensure that the community, including the residents of
Capel, Busselton, Margaret River and Nannup shires are able to put their views to an
independent body such as the EPA and have those views assessed independent of the
Government. The Government's support for the EPA does not include overriding people but
giving people a proper channel to have their views listened to and acted upon in the
Parliament. Opposition members went to that area and spoke to a group of people telling
them that they were there to help them. Now it suggests that, whenever it suits the
Government, it should override the recommendations of the EPA and other Government
agencies which represent those people. In the end, which route is more likely to harm local
interest groups and the community; our approach, or the Opposition's approach when it is
prepared to override those authorities?
Let us be very clear about the Government's position in relation to people and trees. The
Government honestly regards trees as being important to people and occasionally the
importance of the environment to people will require the Government to make decisions
which upset local groups. That is what this is about. In this case we had two alternatives;
firstly, to override the EPA and discount its opinion on the value of the forest and the
opinions of the people who support protection of the environment or, secondly, to appeal
against the condition and ask the EPA to reconsider that condition. Members opposite know
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that that would involve months of delay. The company warnts a decision by June of this year
and if that is not given it will not be able to commence work on the project in the coming
summer. If we had appealed against that condition, we would have lost the project and the
jobs it will create for at least two years. The other alternative was to accept the condition and
put the line underground. Members opposite know that that would have involved our having
to do that in every major power route in Western Australia that goes through valuable forest
areas and would add enormously to SECWA's costs and the power costs of industry in this
State.
The issue, therefore, is whether the problems which will be confronted by the 57 family units
on the 126 properties affected by the powerline somehow outweigh the weight that the
Government should give to the EPA's recommendation or whether the Government supports
lower power costs in this State. That issue is critical. Do the interests of this group of
landowners outweigh that? Let us understand what we are talkng about; we are not talking
about the sorts of towers that run through suburban areas in the metropolitan area. We are
also not talking about transmission towers of the kind that run through State forests from
Muja to the metropolitan area. We are talking about a single steel or concrete pole with a
single cross beanm and one powerline going through some farming properties. Members
opposite know already that properties on the route between Picton and Cape! have a number
of powerlines running through them which are far uglier than these. Who were they
constructed by? SECWA, under various Governiments, including Liberal Governments and
Liberal Governments had no qualms about putting those powerlines through those properties
because it considered that to be in the general public interest.
Dr GALLOP: Were they compensated?
Mr D.L. SMITH: They were not compensated; there was no assessment by the EPA; no
social impact unit spoke to those people; arid no other consultation was carried out. That is
how Liberal Governments performed and that is why when members opposite go down there
with all of this rhetoric about the forests no-one believes them. We are talking about one
extra line of poles on those properties among the forest of poles that has been constructed
already by Liberal Governments.
Mr Bloffwitch: Are you blaming me for that?
Mr D.L. SMITH-: No. All I am saying is that the issue does not involve virgin properties; it
involves properties that are adversely affected by powerlines already and this project will add
one more. That power supplies not only the mines of Capel but also the residential areas in
the Vasse and the Warren electorates. We know those areas have grown significantly
because of the support this Government gives to development in them.
Mr Shave: If no-one believes us, why do we hold those seats?
Mr DL. SMITH: Hecause some people are slow to learn, but they are learning. These
farmers will have extra powerlines on their properties at some time in the future to satisfy the
power needs of Busselton, Augusta and Margaret River. I thought the members for Vasse
and Warren might have some interest in those areas.
Mr Omodei: Can we draw off that line?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Yes. It is not a question of whether the Government is Idoing something
that will not need to be done at some stage in the future; it is doing something that will need
to be done and all we are- doing is bringing it forward. There may be some differences of
opinion about when it will be required. My opinion is that it will be required within five to
10 years; the local people say it will be within 15 to 20 years and the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia says it will be within 20 years. Al] the Government is
doing is bringing forward something that will be required in any event within five to
10 years.
Members should consider the nature of the poles we are talking about. They are used every
day throughout this State. If members consider that the properties are already affected by the
existing lines then the sort of additional impact on these people which we are talking about is
minimal. If the members for Vasse, Warren and Wellington are serious about their concerns
they should talk to people and SECWA about how we can minimise the impact on those
individuals. Members opposite know that all we have at the moment is a kilometre wide
corridor and it will be reduced to a narrow corridor.
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Mr Bloffwitch: Are you saying that it is narrow when it is a kilometre wide?
Mr D.L. SMITH: It is wide, but members opposite are telling the community that people
who live anywhere near that kilometre wide corridor will be affected by the powerline. They
well know that the next stage of the project is to plan the moute for the powerline and when
that is known the easement will be reduced substantially to something less than 80 metres. It
will dramatically reduce the number of houses and properties that will be affected. The
Opposition can base its argument on the basis of a wide corridor, but it knows that the actual
size of the corridor will be reduced.
Members opposite know also that the Government has been examining the issue of taking
down some of the existing lines and replacing them with a single line for the entire distance
and that costing was done well before any suggestion was made by members opposite. The
Government found that it would be untenable to do that because it would increase the cost by
between $4 million and $5 million. In some areas it may be possible to do that to minimise
the effect and I am discussing that with the Minister for Fuel and Energy. In addition, we
have the option of constructing the powerlines down part of the rail reserve rather than
through properties and that is an issue we are investigating. We are confronted with the
position where some properties are already affected and we are seeking to do our best to
minimise the number of properties that will be affected and to mitigate and minimise the
extent to which they will be affected by this line. We will be seeking to compensate those
involved financially which is something they did not get from previous Governments.
Members opposite are suggesting that instead of doing that we should be holding up the
project, increasing the cost of power in this State or ignoring the recommendations of a
neutral umpire which is supposed to represent the people against the Government. If one
considers the Opposition's rhetoric about being pro-development one would know tt every
time there is a development, whether it be at Hepburn Heights, Port Kennedy or Beenup, the
Opposition opposes it for shallow local political interests. When it suits the Opposition it
represents local community interest groups, yet it wants to say to industry and developers
that, "In the end we will ignore the people; we will govern, we will make the decisions and it
will not matter if they impact on local community groups.' The rhetoric of members
opposite is inconsistent and no-one in the community believes them on this issue or generally
and that is the reason that their party will not win the elections in this place or in the upper
House as we saw the other day.
MR MacKJNNON (Jandalcot - Leader of the Opposition) [12.45 pm]: I was not going to
participate in this debate but when I heard the Minister for South-West say that no-one
believes the Liberal Party, it seemed to me that I must have been at a different meeting to the
one the Minister attended last Friday night at Capel. The meeting was attended by
approximately 250 people and not one person at that meeting, apart from the Minister for
Microeconomie Reform, stood up in support of the Minister. I said at that meeting that the
Minister and his colleague were hypocrites. They have said in this Parliament today that one
of the major reasons for rerouting the powerline is that it will cost a bit more. Those two
Ministers sat at that meeting representing the Government which is about to force the State
Energy Commission into a PICL subsidy that will cost the taxpayers of this State and the
State Energy Commission millions of dollars. The Minister is now saying we cannot go
down that road because it might cost a million or more dollars.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: The Ministers sit in this place every day -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! This is absolutely crazy. The Leader of the Opposition is shouting
and the Minister is shouting - those two people can hear what they are saying, but no-one
else can. It is not the fault of the Leader of the Opposition; it is the fault of the Minister. I
understand the degree of emotion over this issue but, nonetheless, we are in debate in this
place, not at a shouting match.
Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Perhaps the Premier can direct to her Ministers
a little bit of her rhetoric about parliamentary behaviour. The two Ministers I have
mentioned are hypocrites and they contributed to WA Inc losses of $1.5 billion of taxpayers'
money. Last year the Minister for Microeconomic Reform - I keep saying, "Reform so micro
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nobody can find it" - increased the tax che Government imposes on the SEC from three to
four per cent. How much a year is that bringing into the Government's coffers? He is the
same man who has the hide to get up in this place today and say that the powerline cannot
cake that route because it might cost a million or two more. However, he ripped out of the
pockets of consumers between $30 million and $40 million in one fell swoop. He is a
hypocrite of the first order.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: This project underlines a very simple principle which is summed up by
this question: Who governs Western Australia - the Environmental Protection Authority,
minority groups, or the Government?
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: Clearly it is the minority groups of Western Australia. It is clear in this
instance that the Australian Heritage Cornnission, which was set up by a previous coalition
Government, listed this area of forest. The EPA and a handful of green ies in the south west
have dominated the Government's decision in this case. The Government is not prepared to
make a decision that is at variance with the opinions of those groups. I ask the Deputy
Premier to tell me when he or his Government last made a decision which was contrary to
the EPA's advice.
Mr Taylor: 'You are not prepared to stand up to a little group of farmers down there.
Mr MacKINNON: All I hear are noisy interjections that are not very much in line with the
Premier's request for'better parliamentary behaviour. The Ministers arm setting a fine
example of following the lead of their Premier! Not one member opposite, not even the
Deputy Premier, can name the last occasion on which the Government overrode a decision of
the Environmental Protection Authority.
Dr Gallop: Bob Pearce did in Esperance as Minister for the Environment.
Mr MacKINNON: What was that for?
Mr Taylor: An ammonium nitrate shipment. The Leader of the Opposition would not even
be aware of it.
Mir MacKINNON:. That was a big and powerful decision. It took the Ministers all their time
to think of one incident. In fact, I can think of another occasion involving a service station in
Wanneroo when the Government made a bold and visionary decision about the future
development of Western Australia and overrode a decision made by the EPA. The EPA has
made thousands of decisions which the Government has meekly accepted because it suits the
Government and its greenie mates. The people of this State are sick of the Government's
pandering to minority groups. The Government is confusing noise with numbers. Noise
does not represent numbers. The people of this State want a Government chat makes
decisions for the long term and in the best interests of Western Australia. Is this a long term
decision in the best interests of Western Australia? No. Will it give the south west region
the opportunity to establish a power grid from Picton and Collie to Warren, across to
Augusta, back up through the Busselton area, and back to Danbury? No. That option is
ruled out by the decision made by the Government. It is a short term political decision. Will
this option be more expensive? Yes, at the end of the day it will be more expensive to
establish and to manage. Does it also mean that fewer options will be available in the future?
Yes. If there is to be further sand mining development along the south coast - as will be the
case - the Manjimup-Beenup route is the preferred option. Members opposite have made the
ridiculous statement that it will destroy the forest. 1 do not think they have driven along the
road in that area. Is the Minister aware that a road runs through the forest already?
Dr Gallop.- Indeed, Iam.
Mr MacKINNON: Is it intended to close Waistcoat Road?
Dr Gallop; No, but that is not the issue.
Mr MacKINNON: The road which goes straight through the forest already requires the Main
Roads Department and the shire council to regularly chop down trees to keep it safe, but the
Government claims that it cannot possibly put a powerline through that area. I do not believe
that it is necessary to put the powerline underground. If that option is not agreed to, the
06D11- I I
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Paings Road option around the forest is another alternative. However, the Government is
not prepared to consider all the options. The decision has been made by the Government
because it wants to pander to a minority group and it does not give two hoots about
destroying the lifestyle and fanning activities of the majority in the community. The
Minister does not care about those people because they do not live in his electorate, or in the
electorates of Hunbury or Mitchell.
Dr Gallop interjected.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKINNON: It is monumental hypocrisy for the Ministers to oppose the logical route
on the basis of cost. That argument has no credibility whatsoever bearing in mind that the
Minister has imposed far greater costs on the community through the taxes he increased last
year that every consumer now pays to balance the books following the WA Inc dealings.
When I made that comment in Capel the people all cheered because they know how bad and
corrupt this Government has been. Let there be no doubt about the fact that I have always
supported the Beenup project. The Opposition believes the biggest tragedy in this whole
matter is that the project has not received all approvals by now, when it should have done so.
Dr Gallop interjected.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are some people on the Government side of the House who
think the rules do not apply to them. I am specifically looking at the two Ministers who have
been interjecting ceaselessly since the Leader of the Opposition got to his feet. If the Leader
of the Opposition behaved in a similar manner when the Ministers were making speeches,
they would come charging to me for protection. It is improper in the extreme for them to
behave in that way and I am very disappointed with them. This is a Chamber in which
debate takes place; it is not a place where members shout over the top of other people and try
to prevent them from speaking. I propose to apply the rules evenhandedly in this place and
Government members are not helping me.
Mr MacKINNON: It is interesting to note that the people who need protection from
Ministers such as this are the people in this State. We need support for decisions based not
on political expediency but on logic. The Opposition supports decisions made on the basis of
commonsense. The Manjimup-Beenup route is the sensible moute to use and it is supported
by the bulk of the community in the south west. Are Government members suggesting that
local authorities are not aware of all the facts? Government members are suggesting that
local government authorities, all of which have been consulted, do not understand the issues,
have not read the report, do not represent the interests of their ratepayers, and do not know
what they are doing. On this issue they have a very good idea. The Opposition supports a
decision that will make good sense and that will reflect the longer term interests of Western
Australia. The Opposition's position on this project and route has not changed and it will not
change, arid the Government stands condemned for the shallowness of its decision making
and its continuing pandering to the minority groups of Western Australia. That pandering is
done at huge cost to the community and will result in further unemployment in this State.
MR WIESE (Wagin) [12.58 pm]: Mr Speaker, I seek leave to continue my remarks at a
later stage of the sitting.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.

Sitting suspended from 12-58 to 2 .00 pm
[Questions without notice taken.J

POLICE AMENDMENT BILL
Restoration to Notice Paper - Council's Message

Message from the Council received and read requesting that consideration of the Bill be
resumed at the stage it reached in the previous session.
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LAPSED BILLS
Restoration to Notice Paper - Councils Message

Message from the Council received and read notifying that it had agreed to the Assembly's
request to restore the following lapsed Bills to the Notice Paper at the stages reached in the
previous session -

1. Land Amendment (Transmission of Interests) Bill 1991
2. Retirement Villages Bill 1991
3. Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government Bill 1991

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - FOURTH DAY
Amendment to Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR WIESE (Wagin) [2.35 pmj: I wonder whether I should be entering into this argument
on behalf of the National Party in view of the hear which has been generated in previous
stages of the debate. It is time for some rational discussion on the amendment and I am not
sure that a great deal of that has occurred so far.
The SPEAKER: Order! The background noise is far too high.
Mr WIESE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The matter must be looked at in light of some or the
commitments given by the Premier through the Governor's Speech to the House at the end of
last week. Two in particular must be highlighted: First, the Governor said on behalf of the
Government that -

The Government's commitment to reducing red tape and eliminating undue delays in
approval processes for major developments is reflected in one of the earliest measures
to be brought before the Parliament.

With regard to the proposal for the powerline to Beenup, we cannot see the Government's
commitment to reducing undue delays in any way. The second commitment is even more
revealing and important. In his speech the Governor said that the State Energy Commission
of Western Australia will be given clearer commercial focus to improve its performance in
an increasingly competitive energy market.
Irrespective of where that competition to SECWA will come from, we should compare that
clear commercial focus with the situation addressed in the amendment to the Address-in-
Reply. The State Energy Commission - the body which is supposed to be given clear
commercial focus - had outlined what it believed to be the cheapest and most
environmentally acceptable moute for the proposed powerline route for the Beenup mineral
sands project; that is, the Manjimum-Beenup route. However, the Government has ruled that
that route is unacceptable and is now proposing that the powerline run from Picton to Been up
via the Great North Road. That will cost SECWA and the Western Australian community
more than an exu-a $2.5 million. If that is the way the Government is to give SECWA a
clearer commercial focus, the last 12 months of this Government in power do nor bear
thining about. The situation will get worse. The mining group involved in the Beenup site
will need electricity by m id- 1993.
The SEC's timetable for the project was that construction would start in November 1992, yet
we have not even started to address many of the design factors involved in either of the
routes SECWA could take. Irrespective of that, SECWA will be forced to take the route
which was not its desired moute. That will be done at extra cost and one must ask why. The
State Energy Commission is being forced to rake that route because the Environmental
Protection Authority has made a unilateral decision, seemingly without a great deal of
community involvement. With total disregard for the desires of the local authorities in the
area, a great majority of the farming people and SECWA, the EPA has ruled that if the
Manjimnup-Beenup route is to be used, SEC WA must put underground approximately 5.5 km
of high voltage line. That would be unacceptable to any authority in Australia. That is
revealed in the EPA's recommendation. Ir is totally unacceptable to SECWA, not only from
the cost aspect but also from the precedent it may create. One cannot blame the SEC for
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adopting that attitude. However, one must question the thinking of the EPA in making such
a recommendation which disregards what is known about power transmission in Australia.
The cost of putting those high voltage powerlines underground is between seven and
15 times greater than the cost of overhead powerlines.
The other reality - this has been mentioned before but it needs to be stressed - is that SECWA
put forward a proposal whereby, utilising the existing roads, ic would need to clear only a
20 metre strip to enable the high voltage line to be placed through the areas considered to be
of extremely high conservation value because of the karri timber they contain. The figures
relating to the clearing that would be involved - this has not been mentioned in the debate
before - indicate that 11I hectares would have to be cleared. That is all we are talking about.
Only 11I hectares of karri forest would need to be cleared if this line were to follow
SECWA's preferred route from Manjimup to Beenup. Looking even closer at the figures
and the percentage of quality karri that would be affected on each of the blocks over the total
area of 11I hectares, only 0. 18 per cent of quality timber would be affected on the Beavis
block and only 0.05 per cent of quality timber would be affected on the Carey block. That is
minuscule and yet that is the reason that the EPA has recommended the powerlines through
those areas should go underground. It is also the reason that the Government has lumbered
the people of this State with an extra $2.5 million to $3 million cost to provide a powerline to
Beenup. and the reason that 125 to 130 farmiers. will be affected by the route when the route
previously proposed by SEC WA affected only 18 properties. The Government's argument in
not accepting SECWA's proposal is totally insupportable. For that reason if for no other, the
Parliament must support the amendment and condemn the proposal that SECWA has been
foxced to adapt. The National Party strongly supports the amendment before the House.
MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [2.43 pm]: I always get the urge to make a speech on
powerlines in this House because it was a controversy surrounding powerlines in the Darling
Range that enabled me to lift my profile very substantially in the period prior to my being
elected in 1971. 1 beat the drum on that powerline issue for a long time after the election. I
learnt a lot about powerlines. and about engineering and I also learnt a lot about human nature
because it, like the powerline we are now discussing, had its route changed at various times.
It is strange that each time the route of that powerline was changed, people who were
hitherto affected suddenly discovered it was a good idea to put it somewhere else and those
who had not taken any interest in it found it coming down their street and became experts on
the powerline. It is a very emotional issue. Arguments about electromagnetic fields and this
and that impacting on people do not wash with me. What they really do not want is the
powerline in their area and they are prepared to seize on any argument to support their point
of view. In this case, the first route chosen by the State Energy Commission was the correct
one. Since that route was adopted, the Government has overreacted to a relatively small
group of people in the community and, without very much justification, changed the rules.
The statistical information provided by the member for Wagin a moment ago is pertinent.
There would have been very little disturbance to the forest area if the powerline had taken the
original course proposed by SECWA. Inevitably, when something like this is constructed it
has some impact. I remember IHon Colin Jamieson who, between 1971 and 1974 was
Minister for Electricity, saying when he defended the Tonkin Government's policy on power,
"You can't make omelettes unless you break a few eggs". That is a fact. We cannot build a
major powerline without there being some impact on the physical environment. It is time for
Governments to stop interfering with decisions made on projects such as this. It should take
more notice of SECWA in this case which made its decision knowing that some people
would be upset and that there would be some environmental impact, but recognising also that
the alternatives were worse. It is time for Governments to be a little more mature and robust
in these matters and not be swayed by a handful of vocal people in the community. I
remember Sir David Brand saying to me many years ago that if we set out to please
everyone, we end up by pleasing no-one, I think the Government thought it would please
everyone but has finished up pleasing no-one. It will not have pleased the engineers and
senior officers of SECWA because they know that the option that has been forced on them is
the wrong option. It also will not have pleased the farmers over whose properties the
powerlines will go. All it will have pleased is a handful of greenies. It is high time
Governments stood up to minority groups, recognising that while they may have a point of
view, overriding factors exist and agencies must do the things they do.
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MR DONOVAN (Morley) [2.47 pm]: I am in something of a cleft stick about this
amendment. When the gas line went along Ivanhoe Street, Morley a few years ago, before I
was elected, people in that swreet were very distressed but the people in Chaffers Paringa,
Maritana, Hannans, Croesus, Turon and Araluen Swreets were relieved that it had not gone
across their streets.
Mr Thompson: They thought it was a good place for it to go.
Mr DONOVAN: They thought it was an excellent place for it to go. The point I make
through that illustration is similar to the point the member for Darling Range was trying to
make, although it leads me on balance to a different conclusion from the conclusion he
reached. I will not be able to support the amendment but it is one of those marginal cases. It
will not surprise members to know that I have no great love for the project in that area,
particularly because of the opening it will make in the adjacent national park for subsequent
developments, following the conflict resolution document issued by the Premier last year.
The project does not bear any great allegiance or love from me. Nonetheless, at some stage
Governments must make decisions on these issues. My view is not the majority view. The
majority of the people believe that development projects should be supported in that area,
and chat they should be energised. That means someone - the State Energy Commission -
must get the energy to them.
It has also been drawn to my attention that the Government must decide in the end which
advice will have a pre-eminent influence over its decision. Clearly, the EPA has a view on
the route this line should take which is at variance with the view of Opposition members
quite legitimately representing the interests of their constituents. Where does that leave us?
It leaves me in the position of takting the broader view in the sense that I understand the
Government's saying that it accepts the concerns that farmers and other property owners may
have, but it has a broader concern for the forest and the advice of the EPA, and it is obliged
to take a certain course. With regard to paragraph (b) of the amendment, I do not know how
many times I have argued that at a number of public meetings the majority of people
supported my view and the opponent has argued that the majority at that same public
meeting supported the view he represented.
Mr Omodei: That is not true.
Mr DONOVAN: At public meetings held with regard to the Reid Highway, which was
formerly the Northern Perimeter Highway, and the problem in Crimea Swreet in Morley, both
sides of the argument claimed that the majority present supported their point of view. It may
be that the member for Warren is right and that the majority of people at those meetings - as
opposed to the majority of people in the south west area, most of which were held in Capel -
were in favour of the Opposition's point of view and opposed the Government's. I will
accept that, but I will also accept that at times - as I have been reminded often in this place
and as recently as the first week of February chis year - regardless of minority points of view,
sometimes the majority view must hold sway and in the end the Government must make the
decision. That is the position we are now in. At the very least it is not a situation that
suggests a censure of two Ministers. It may be that we can argue about the number of people
in support of or opposed to the different moutes for the powerline, but whether that constitutes
a reason to censure two Ministers is another matter altogether. This amendment seeks to
censure two Ministers for making a decision which in some quarters is unpopular. On that
basis I cannot support the amendment.

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

Ayes (21)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mr CJ. Barnett Mrs Edwardes Mr Minson Mr Wiese
Mr Blotfwitch Mr Grayden Mr Omodei Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko Mr House Mr Shave (Teller)
Dr Constable Mr Kieraih Mr Strickland
Mr court Mr Lcwis Mr Thompson
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Noes (22)
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Dr Lawrence Mr P3. Smith
Mr Bridge Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr McGinty Mr Troy
Mr Cunningham Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mrs Wazkins (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper
Dr Edwards Mr Kobelke Mr D.L. Smith

Pakrs
Mr Wait Dr Watson
Mr McNee Mr Pearce
Mr Blaikie Mr Wilson
Dr Turnbull Mr Thomas

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on miotion) Resumed
MR COURT (Nedlands) [2.58 pm]): I take the opportunity in the Address-in-Reply debate
to raise a number of issues, but in particular to address some of the issues involved in the
Ashburton by-election. There are two key thrusts to this campaign: Firstly, which party has
the best record and best plans in relation to economic development which is so crucial to
Western Australia; and, secondly, the human, social, quality of life issues which are also
important. The key human issue that should be addressed is the need to make the Pilbara a
more attractive place in which families can reside on a permanent basis. The population in
that area is becoming more permanent, certainly compared with the 1960s and 1970s, but
concern is still expressed by many families that they cannot live in the area for long periods -
they often stay for five year stints - because of the problems they experience. It is my
intention to address those issues.
I turn now to economic development It is interesting that in recent months the Government
has tried to create the impression that it is a born again developer. Thbis Government, which
has paid little attention to economic development and, in fact, has gone out of its way to
make it extremely difficult for many investors to invest in this State, has now started to talk -
and I will say talk - as if it is going to do something about development. The Government
does not have a lot of options because there are nearly ont million people unemployed in this
country, and in this State we have not only nearly 100 000 people unemployed but also
hundreds of thousands of people underemployed. That is one of the scandals and legacies of
this nine years of Labor Government.
I mentioned during question time, in an orderly interjection, that ic was an absolute scandal
that after nine years in Government, the Government still does not have a Pilbara strategy. It
is important to understand the reason that the Government has finally put together a Pilbara
strategy. After the Government botched the Cabinet reshuffle and the member for Ashburton
was dumped from Cabinet, many people in the electorate of Ashburton were extremely
angry. Members may recall that the Government bad not been paying a lot of attention to
economic development issues in the Pilbara and that for some years the Liberal Party had
been putting forward a number of proposals to attract new industries to the Pilbara and to
develop energy strategies for that area. It is interesting that when a petrochemical project
was proposed for the Scare and we said to the Government that it made more sense to have
that project in the Pilbara, Ministers came into this House with prepared notes and told us all
of the reasons that that project could not take place in the Pilbara but had to take place in
Kwinana. Members opposite were actually antidevelopmenr in the Pilbara. While the
member for Ashburton was a member of the Labor Party, she was extremely critical of the
development proposals put forward by the Liberal Party, and one of her reasons was that,
"We do not want that sort of development in the Pilbara. You can rake your environmental
problems elsewhere." I always found that to be a rather unusual approach. However, when
the member for Ashburton became an Independent, she started to support a lot of the
development issues that we were proposing, and I can recall putting out a Press release which
stated that I was glad she had changed her position and was now supporting those
development issues.
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The Labor Parry has now waken up to the fact that it has been raking the Pilbara for granted
for too long. The Labor Party thought that it did not have to worry too much about the
Pilbara because it was producing much of the State's wealth, the iron ore companies were
working, the salt mines were working, and the North West Shelf project was working. It is a
tragedy that the Government has not allowed the Pilbara to operate to its fullest potential.
The member for Pilbara, who is in the Chamber today, was not one of those people who
opposed publicly the developments that we were proposing, and in fact when it came to the
debate on the Marandoo project, the member for Pilbara, along with a number of other Labor
members, was very uncomfortable with the way that his Government was handling that
issue.
Mr Graham: I cannot let you get away with that. I was going to sit here and listen to you,
but the Government handled the Marandoo issue very well. Ar the end of the day -

Several Liberal Party members interjected.
Mr COURT: It is important on a Thursday afternoon that we put a bit of humour into this
place. I accept the joke, but the member for Pilbara can do better.
Mr Graham: Let me finish. Go and read my last speech where I said that the project got off
the ground - and it got off the ground quite deliberately - because the Premier of Western
Australia met Mick O'Leary, the head of CRA, and kept the project on rime, on course and
on schedule. That has been accepted by Hamersley Iron and it has said so publicly.
Mr COURT: I will comment on that a bit later. I want to talk now about the Pilbara
strategy. The Labor Government decided that it had better do something to salvage the
situation in the Pilbara. Some of the other members who were dumped in that Cabinet
reshuffle got other jobs of different types, but the Government decided to develop a Pilbara
21 study group, headed by the member for Pilbara and the member for Ashburton. That
group has gone around the Pilbara and prepared different strategies. I have read the papers
that have been sent to me. I do not agree with some of the things that are proposed in those
papers. Some of the things in the energy paper are absolute nonsense. The attack which is
made on the North West Shelf project does not take into account anything that this
Government has done. It states that the Government is committed to too much gas from the
North West Shelf project for the south of the State, whereas this very Government has been
buying more gas from two other producers and has been contracting for heaps more coal.
The member for Pilbara should not make those stupid statements. He may want to get some
short term political gain out of it, but he cannot say that we have contracted for too much gas
when his Government has gone out and purchased extra gas from two new companies that
have got gas on stream. I hope that after nine years this Government does come out with
some reasonable ideas in the Pilbara 21 strategy because it has neglected the one region in
this State that has huge potential for economic development.
Last week I was a speaker at a Directions for Industry conference. The Minister for State
Development was also a speaker, and he was reported as having described those people who
were opposed to industrial development as inhumane. I nearly choked when I heard that
comment. What hypocrisy! We have here a Government which for years has made it
difficult for people to invest in this State. The current charade that is going on, where one
million people are unemployed in this country and the Government has to be seen to be
doing something to give them a job and to encourage development, will fool no-one. The
Marandoo project is a good example. At the end of the day that project is getting off the
ground but it is 18 months later than it should have been.
Mr Graham: That is not correct.
Mr COURT: Let me make my comments. That project was a relatively simple extension of
the existing operations in the Tom Price-Paraburdoo-Channar area. It was not necessary to
have an 18 months' delay to get that off the ground, but certain minority interests within the
Labor Party had enough power to cause that project to go completely off the rails. It was not
until the company said to the Premier at Christmas time that, "We are going to give up
dealing with the Minister for State Development and with the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
because they have made all these arrangements with the Karijini Corporation out of Onslow;
we are getting nowhere in resolving this issue, and we will deal only with the Pre-mier", that
the Premier stepped in and went over the top of those Ministers to get that project off the
ground.
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If the Minister for State Development - the person who says that people who are opposed to
development are inhumane - wants to talk about people being opposed to new industrial
development, he should tell us what is happening in IKambalda right now. Western Mining
Corporation has made it very clear that it wants to spend in excess of $100 million to
upgrade its nickel operations at Kambalda. It has made it clear also over a number of years
that it needs to do a number of things to justify that expenditure. One of them is to introduce
continuous underground operations in all of its underground mines. That is not such a big
deal these days; it is done ali over Australia; the Government has been granting exemptions
to new underground projects in this State. However, it has decided that Western Mining is a
special case. The Government said to Western Mining that it would not grant an exemption;
it would not amend the Mines Regulations Act to enable continuous underground mining
unless Western Mining reached an agreement with the Australian Workers Union on certain
issues. What has the deal between the AWl) and the employer to do with the Government?
It is an industrial relations matter. The company said that it would have to put off
150 people; so, at a time when 100 000 people are out of work the Government sat back and
watched 150 people - 100 of those people being members of the AWl) - retrenched. That
was the situation before Christmas. It is now March. The interesting point is that the
Premier, face to face with the company, accompanied by a couple of Ministers, said that the
Government would amend the Mines Regulations Act. Then the Government members
attended an Australian Labor Party conference where the majority opposed the move. The
Minister for Mines knows the story only too well. Who calls the shots? We do not need to
be smart to work that out. The Deputy Premier says that people opposed to industrial
development are inhumane. Not only have 150 people been thrown out of work but also we
are facing a situation where the Government refuses to amend the Mines Regulations Act;
the company cannot go ahead with its $1 million investment. Every day that the project is
delayed is a bloc on the Government's record because the Government is meant to encourage
employment.
Returning to the Pilbara situation, we should consider the North West Shelf project. During
question time a Government member made a snide comment about the North West Shelf
project. The reality is that it is the greatest single resource project that this country has ever
seen. With the billions of dollars invested - and to be invested - in the project, can members
imagine what the state of our economy would be without the project? Can members imagine
the south of the State having enough energy to provide for the industry there? We would not
have Alcoa and the likec, or the gas that those organisations require. Can members imagine
Australia's export performance without the revenue generated from its export saes?
Government members cannot have it both ways. They must begin to realise the benefits
from the project and accept that it is a success story for this State. From day to day members
criticise the Liberal Party for being involved with the project, but we are extremely proud of
the North West Shelf project. It is a first class project. If the Government had not received
the investment return to the State over the last decade it would have looked very sick.
Mr Clarko: Premiers Burke and Dowding reluctantly had to praise the project.
Mr COURT: It is a good example of how commercial deals should be done. The
Government's commercial example is Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd. It spent a few
hundred million and ended up with nothing; that was the best it could do. The actions taken
by the Government recently when it said it would renegotiate the gas contracts did not do a
lot to instill confidence in investors.
Mr Graham: An ability to renegotiate is contained in the contract.
Mr COURT: There is room for that at certain stages, but the Government took away some of
the flexibility to negotiate. I will give an expose one day in this place to give Government
members a proper understanding of the gas contracts.
When considering development in the Pilbara over the past 10 years, members will notice
that the population has remained stagnant in that region. The member for Pilbara knows this.
We have seen no growth in the Pilbara even though it is an important wealth creating region
and has had opportunities to expand. As the member for Pilbara is aware, the Pilbara has
fewer 15 to 19 year olds than any other region in Western Australia. Therefore, we must
tackle the situation from two points of view: Development to provide jobs, and from the
family point of view, to make sure there are educational opportunities to encourage children
to undertake tertiary studies in the region.
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Let us continue to look at the Government's track record. I turn now to the question of
waterfront land for future development. We have one of the world's great offshore
petroleum fields being developed; exploration is taking place, as well as production. We
need people to service this offshore activity, and service companies need waterfront land.
Members should try getting waterfront land in die Pilbara to develop an operation! The
impression is that a shortage of land exists in the Pilbara, because any company that wants a
waterfront facility - whether a jetty or storage near the water - is virtually unable to get land.
One company that members know extremely well worked hard to get land at the Burrup
suitable for such development. Finally, the Government gave the company land which was
half the required size. The company shifted to the area but a few months ago the situation
changed and the company does not now have sufficient land. That is only one company. I
put it to the four Government members present in the Chamber that the future big growth
industries in the Pilbara - whether out of Port Hedland, Broome or Karratha - will be those
that service offshore development. That will not occur unless the investors have easy access
to land. If they have not already done so, I suggest that members opposite go to Aberdeen in
Scotland to look at the huge industry there that resulted from offshore activities. Even after
nine years in Government the Labor Party has not provided that sort of land for development;
it is as if offshore development is out of sight, out of mind.
I pose another question: Does the member for Pilbara chink that the fringe benefits tax
benefits the north?
Mr Graham: I have opposed the fringe benefits tax since 1984 when I led two delegations to
Canberra. If I get my way I will go again this year prior to the Budget session.
Mr COURT: The member's Government intrduced the fringe benefit tax, and that has led
to the fly in-fly out practice. I appreciate that that is justified for some mining operations,
but very few. The Pilbara is capable of development without the fly in-fly out condition.
This did not apply to some of the great projects such as Robe River, l-amersley, and
Newman. The companies built the ports, the railways, the towns and the infrastructure; good
communities have been established in the Pilbara, yet the Government pioneered that fly in-
fly out practice. That was a smart alec deal that the Government did with Northern Mining
Corporation NL to buy five per cent of a diamond mine in the Kimberley. The Government
received the payout. The Government said to the company that it must apply the fly in-fly
out rule and give the Government a few million dollars. The Government used that money to
buy its share in that project. The Government pioneered that fly in, fly out concept which
has not improved the development of the region.
Mr Thompson: That has been introduced in other parts of the State and it is a retrograde step
for regional development.
Mr COURT: Quite right.
Mr Gordon Hill: I agree with that.
Mr COURT: Everyone opposite agrees, but they were the people who promoted the idea of
fly in, fly out operations,.
Mr Gordon Hill: That is not true.
Mr COURT: The Government got fly in, fly out operations up and running with the Argyle
exercise.
One fact that must be emphasised when talking about developing more mines in the Pilbara
is that it has an infrastructure in place. The communities of Port Hedland and Karratha are
major regional centres and if nothing else that is where the workers should be coming from
and going to. Those centres have good facilities but there are problems in attracting families
to them. We must redress those problems to make sure that families are attracted into the
region.
Before I move onto the health and education issues I will mention the Pilbara 21 strategy.
When it first got up and running Government members were promoting economic
development issues, power grids, stations and different projects, but people started criticising
them for not covering any of the social issues. The Government then thought it had better
concentrate more on social issues, so its members started running round and meeting more
people involved with these social issues. In the Ashburton by-election the Liberal Party is
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promoting not only the economic issues but is also working heavily on family issues. The
member for Pilbara knows that only too well - and it is a pity more members are not in the
Chamber supporting him. The Ashburton area, not just IKarratha, but Pannawonica,
Wicicham, Onslow, Roebourne and so on, has problems with the availability of general
practitioners and the level of specialist care. Port Hedland does not have the same problems
because it has a regional hospital, but some of those remote communities have major
problems with the provision of health services. I spoke to a group of mothers in
Pannawonica and Onslow about their concerns for their children's education. They send
their children to high school in Geraidton and Perth because they believe the facilities in
Karratha and Port Hedland are not suitable. It was of concern to hear that the Curtin
University of Technology has cut back funding levels for students doing their first year
university courses at the Karratha College by about 40 per cent, making it more difficult for
the college to provide first year university studies. Those briefly are some of the areas that
must be addressed when looking at family issues in the Asbburton region.
Mr Graham: If I can address those issues more capably through Pilbara 21, will the member
for Nedlands support that strategy?
Mr COURT: The Pilbara 21 strategy has already come out with some papers. The
Opposition would support some of its recommendations and some it would not support.
However, my original comment is that it has taken the Government nine years to come up
with a strategy on the Pilbara; that is a farce.
The Government has neglected the energy requirements in the Pilbara, just because the major
projects have been up and running. The Opposition was roundly criticised and ridiculed
when it came out with its proposal for a gas and electricity grid throughout the Pilbara. The
reality is that Port Hedland needs a lot more gas; BHP will need a lot more energy if it puts
in a sinter plant which will require 50 megawatts. Another five megawatts is needed just for
the upgrading of the shipping facility at Port Hedland. The Government has not been paying
attention to the energy situation. Onslow has a power station situated in the middle of a huge
gas and oil field, and where does it get its diesel fuel to run its power station? Trucks bring
the fuel from Geraldton to run the power station. Karratha, which has Australia's greatest
gas project, sends its LNG down the pipeline to Perth and then it comes back as LPG.
Karratha and Port Hedland need reticulated gas. I do not know why we do not have a major
export LPG plant operating in the Pilbara which is also able to supply gas locally. The
Government has sac back for the last nine years and has done nothing about developing the
Pilbara region. I could raise a number of other issues in relation to the Pilbara and this by-
election, but the time allocated to me in this Address-in- Reply is almost over. The
Opposition has two major thrusts in its campaign: The first is the issue of economic
development; the Opposition has the track record and it now has the plans and the vision.
The Government has done nothing during the last nine years when it should have been doing
something. The second is the human face to the Opposition's plans, it is proposed to make
the region more attractive for families to stay in the long term.

Amendment to Motion

Mr COURT: I move -
That the following words be added to the motion-

However, we regret to inform Your Excellency that the State Government has
failed to address the problems of inadequate health services provided in the
rural and remote areas of this State and in particular in the Ashburton
electorate where there has been -
(a) a shortage of general practitioners;
(b) limited specialist services;
(c) restrictions on the operations of the patients' assisted travel scheme;

and
(d) inadequate provision of health services in the region's remote

communities; and
by this failure has not only abrogated its responsibility to the residents of the
north of this State but also has allowed the lack of such proper health services
to be a deterrent to families living permanently in that region.
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MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.29 pm]: The member for
Nedlands painted out a paradox which has always bemused me and which is true right
around this country; that is, the wealth producing areas are generally the places that tend to
be a little bit unpleasant to live in either because of their climate or because or their
remoteness, yet those places are denied facilities. Right around this country but particularly
in the rural areas of Western Australia we see all sorts of disincentives far people to go to
these places in the first place, but more importantly, having got them there, lack of incentives
to keep them there. This sort of paradox operates in the Ashburton region and particularly in
the Pilbara at the moment. I will concentrate, as was indicated by the member for Nedlands,
on same areas of health delivery in that region, and so that members will understand exactly
why we are moving in this direction I will clarify a few points about the Ashburton region.
Generally, the facilities for practitioners in hospitals are very good. However, credit cannot
be given to the Government for that. Rather, credit should be given to the mining companies
which have moved into those areas and have been prepared to establish excellent facilities.
Mr P.J. Smith: Some mining companies.
Mr MINSON: Some of the mining towns are very old and when the companies moved in
there were no bituminised roads. It was very difficult to establish first class facilities in those
areas. The mining companies have done an excellent job. In fact, the Nickol Bay Hospital in
Karratha is a goad facility. Onslow has no doctor and probably cannot support one.
However, it does have some special problems because of the large Aboriginal population
which experiences special health problems.
Mr Court: And it is remote.
Mr MINSOM: Yes. A doctor visits Onslow and does a goad job. I visited that hospital
about 12 months ago and spoke with the nursing personnel. They do a fantastic job in
delivering emergency services when the doctor is not available. Roebaurne has one doctor
attached to the Aboriginal medical service and one other doctor. I understand that that town
is reasonably well served. In fact, people travel from Karrntha to Roeboumne because they
cannot see a doctor in Karratha immediately and must wait three or four days. Pannawonica
has one-third of a doctor because there are only about 500 people living there. He visits from
Wickham, which benefits from the other two-thirds. Wickham's population is about 5 000
and servicing those people is a tall order for that doctor. There is no doubt that Wickham
needs at least one other doctor, and probably two. I was disturbed to hear that the doctor at
Wickham was considering leaving the area in September. I fear what will happen to the
population of Wickham and Pannawonica as a result.
Dampier has three doctors and Karratha has five doctors which serve about 14 000 patients.
It is important to understand the population structure of the Pilbara, and more importantly
that of the Ashburton Shire. The Australian Medical Association says that a good doctor-
patient ratio is one doctor to about 1 000 patients. On that basis, one would expect that 12 to
14 doctors could service the Danmpier and Karratha area. Instead, there are only eight. I
must concede that the population age structure of that area is special in that many young
married People rather than old or middle-aged people live in the area. Although no great
requirement exists for geriatric services, general practitioners experienced in paediatrics are
required. Obviously, there is also a call for the services of practitioners experienced in
obstetrics and gynaecology.
Mr Court: There are heaps of children in that area.
Mr MINSON: That has to do with the age of the people who live in that area. That is one of
the outstanding features of Karratha; all the people one sees walking down the street are
young couples with children. Certainly, the area has a healthy school population, yet people
must wait four or five days to see a doctor. Those who live in the metropolitan area are used
to ringing their doctor and making an appointment for within a few hours. Certainly, one
would not expect to wait more than a day.
Mr Court: Threecor four days is abit of await.
Mr MINSON: Yes. Unless there is a real emergency case one cannot be seen by the doctor
immediately. If one is an emergency case everyone else in the waiting room must come back
the next day. That is how much of a crisis the doctors have on their hands. What is being
done about this problem? It is interesting that this area has been represented by a Labor
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member for many years, yet this problem has remained. In fact, nothing was done until a
week ago when the Government announced that two more doctors would be sent to the area.
That was a smart move and I take my hat off to the Government for doing that.
Mr Court: During a by-election!
Mr MINSON: I will not be as cynical as the member for Nedlands. and imagine for one
minute that it had anything to do with the by-election. However, I discovered that one of the
doctors to be sent to thai area intends to stay only if he likes it. He responded to an
advertisement that had been running for over a year. A local practitioner had been
advertising in every State in Australia desperate for someone to go to Karratha. Someone
finally answered that advertisement and, I understand, after the provision of considerable
financial incentive, has agreed to go there for a six months' trial. I anm disappointed in the
cynicism of the Government in claiming that it was responsible. It also tried to take the
kudos for attracting another doctor to the area. The second doctor had already arranged to go
to Karrarha. He was a locumn and was filling in for someone going on holidays.
Mr Court: That shows the cynicism of the Government.
Mr MINSON: When I visit the area I intend to make capital out of that. I admit that at least
the Government has decided to offer a Health Department house for six months to provide
incentives for doctors to go there. However, that is the only thing it has done. I now intend
to read from a letter dated 15 February from a doctor practising in the Karratha area. It could
have been written yesterday. It states -

As a doctor in the area, it is frustrating to hear this sort of rhetoric without any formal
discussions with doctors already in the area. Surely, it must have occurred to you that
the local doctors may be able to give some help by indicating what is required to
attract doctors to the area and perhaps more importantly to keep doctors in the area.
Much has already been said by Professor Max Kainien in his report of a few years
ago. Unfortunately, little has been done about what the Professor said.
As with most people in the area, it must be said that financial lures are important in
attracting doctors.

That is very important, but this doctor who has lived in that area for a long time goes on to
say -

This may be less important in keeping doctors in the areas as other rewards of a
country lifestyle will come into play.

In other words, funding must be made available to attract people to Karratha and to keep
them there for a period until they wake up to the fact that the electorate of Ashburton is a
good place in which to live.
Mrs Watkins: Do you support Kamien's report?
Mr MINSON: The Opposition always has. Apart from Northampton, where a local private
practitioner was spending the money, the Government has not done anything about that
report. This doctor is pointing out what Kamnien said and that the Government has not taken
any notice of his report. The letter continues -

There is little doubt that money will initially be the lure before the person has had the
opportunity to experience the country lifestyle.

Further on the doctor states -
Another factor reported by the Kamien committee was the provision of good housing.
Local mining companies certainly help in this area.

Once again, it is the mining companies and not the Government. To continue -

Government has done nothing at a about this at the state or federal level.
I do not know what he means by the following statement, but I think he is talking about
housing. To continue -

It must be appreciated that satisfied wives is one of the main predictors of continued
country medical practice. Kamien also noted this in his report. Whilst it is
appreciated that the mining company housing is not bad, most of the housing is
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twenty years old and reflects the standards prevailing then. There is no doubt that the
doctors currently practising in the area would have better houses if they were living in
the metropolitan area.

That is an important paint because the capital cost of building a house in the Pilbara is very
high when one takes into account the distance the materials must be canted and the high rates
applicable to tradesmen who go to that area. In addition, the houses must be built to cyclone
proof standards. It costs about twice as much to build a house in the Pilbara as it does in the
metropolitan area. For a private medical practitioner to build a house of the standard he
would expect to occupy in the metropolitan area would nearly send him broke. He would
have no chance of realising a capital return on that house, even to the extent of his
investment, when he left the area.
The doctor who wrote this letter brings out important points about the costs of running a
medical practice in that part of the world. He states -

Every mining company employee is paid a 20% site allowance over their base salary.
Doctors are expected to pay their receptionists and nurses a site allowance for being
in the North-west.

Mr Graham: That is not true.
Mr MINSON: This letter was written in February and I am sure that die doctor knows what
he is talking about because he lives there. To continue -

Hospital nurses receive significant allowances such as district allowance and
increased amounts of holidays. However, doctors are expected to charge the same
rates in the North-west as in the rest of the state. This is evidenced by Medicare
schedule fees being the same all over the nation. State government payments for
hospital work are at the same level in all parts of the state. A doctor slumming it in
Busselton is paid the same as a doctor in Karratha.
Doctors' costs are significantly higher in Karratha than in Perth. Shipping supplies
from Perth adds up to 50% to the cost of supplies.

I do not have time to read the entire letter, but the doctor states that the Government
acknowledges that the cost of living is higher in Karratha than in Perth. However, the
Government does nothing about it.
Mr Kierath: I did not realise they paid the doctors the same salary.
Mr MINSON: Yes, they do. The interesting point is that if a person is employed by a
mining company in an executive position he will be given a couple of return air fares to Perth
each year. The doctor states -

A doctor in Karratha married with four children is required to generate $24,000 in
fees to pay for two airfares each year. This figure is derived from the cost of airfares
of $6,000 which are paid with after-tax dollars and the practice costs, which in a well
run practice run at slightly over 50%.
The State Government is currently advertising surgeries in the Community Health
Centre. It is looking to charge rental at market rates. Whilst initially this may seem
to be a responsible use of Government resources, it is most unlikely that any doctors
will take up this offer.

Mr Kierath: So the Government wants to pay market rates for property, but not for people.
Mr MINSON: That is correct, and what is more the Government wants those people to pay
for everything while they are in those areas. To continue -

Several doctors in the area have already said that they would not have moved to
Karratha if the rents were at that level when they first moved here. These rents may
well precipitate doctors leaving the area.

Members can begin to see a pattern emerging where doctors and specialists are not
compensated for practising in this area or in other remote and rural areas of the State. It has
been suggested that the Government might assist in this area. The medical practitioner went
an to Say -

It has been estimated that it would cost $500,000 or more each year to employ
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doctors at the hospital, and even then this would not pay for any specialist care at the
hospital.

r Bloffwizch: Is that for one doctor?
Mr MINSON: Yes. To continue -

The estimate of $500,000 is on the basis of supplying one doctor to cover the hospital
at all times.

The doctor on a salary works normal shifts, and receives holiday pay and air fares, but
someone must fill in for him while he is away. To have one doctor on duty for 24 hours a
day will cost $500 000 per annum. The Government does not take the pragmatic view of
overlooking rents which it could subsidise. It could provide housing, lobby the Federal
Government on the fringe benefits tax, provide minimum cost surgeries and offer incentives
to visiting specialists. The Government could also attend to some of the costs in the
metropolitan area and use the money in the Pilbara. I have bored everyone through the Press
with my articles on hospital services, but I came across an interesting issue this morning.
The Kalamunda District Community Hospital is sending three of its domestic staff on a two
day unionisation course. The Government is supposed to be short of dollars in its Health
budget, yet three people will be paid to attend this two day course. Later in the year two
more staff will attend a similar course.

[The member's time expired.]
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) 13.49 pm]: It should not come as any great surprise to anyone
that these sorts of amendments to the Address-in-Reply get a run when a by-election is about
to be held. What one must do when these judgments are made is look at the track record of
the people making them to ascertain the authority with which they speak. This exercise
today is aimed at supporting the Liberal Party candidate in the Ashburton by-election, Joy
West, who has made health the campaign issue. With support from her campaign manager,
the absentee member for the region, Hon Norman Moore -

Mr Court: Where does Tom Helm live?
Mr GRAHAM: In South Hedland. Until recently Hon Norman Moore did not maintain an
office in the electorate. Let us determine who is talking about what and from where they are
coming. The amendment refers to the inadequate health services provided, particularly in the
Ashburton electorate where there has been a shortage of general practitioners, limited
specialist services, restrictions on the operation of the PAT scheme, and inadequate provision
of health services in the region's remote communities. Let us go through those items one at a
time. Before doing so, I will put to bed one comment made by the Greenough groaner, the
shadow Minister for Health, when he said people in the mining industry were paid a 20 per
cent site allowance. They are not, and that is the end of the story.
Mr Kierath: They may call it by another name.
Mr GRAHAM: They do not get that allowance. The member for Riverton has never been
there. if he wishes to accompany me to the Industrial Relations Commission he can point
out to me the award provision under which the allowance is paid. It is a fallacy that they are
paid a site allowance and the member for Greenough should not bae his argument on
rubbish. He then said that if the Government did something about the recommendations in
the Kamien report everything would be sweetness and light. The Kamien inquiry was
instigated by the member for Ashburton in a previous Parliament. The recommendations are
being implemented. However, it does not suit the political argument of the Opposition to
recognise that at the moment.
The next issue raised was the PAT service. I love talking to members about this scheme,
notwithstanding the fact that all members of the Liberal Party who have represented the north
west - except Phil Lockyer - have no sooner been elected than they run out of the place. That
includes Brian Sodeman. They all feel it is a nice place in which to get elected but not in
which to live.
Mr Court: Where did Peter Dowding live?
Mr GRAHAM: In Morgans Swreet, Port Hedland. In fact, the tourist buses stop outside the
house while the driver points out that a former Premier lived in the house next to the Health
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Department. Members of the Liberal Party think it is a nice place to talk about but none of
them will live there. When a review of the PAT scheme was carried out, a group of people
in the north west, led by none other than the absentee member Norman Moore, beat it up. I
tried to debate the matter with him three or four times but he did not want to talk about it. I
then invited him to make a submission, as did the Minister for Health, when the review was
announced. The silence was deafening. Norman Moore sat in his office in West Perth
generating Press releases and he did absolutely nothing to help the review of the PAT
scheme. Since it has been reviewed, with the help of people in the north west of the State,
the PAT scheme has been providing a first class service. It is amazing to me how, even now,
the Liberal Party, having gone through that charade, still wants to talk about the scheme.
Liberal Party members do not have the decency to shut up; they were caught out.
The next item raised is the inadequate provision of health services in the region's remote
communities. What does that mean? Does it mean the Government is not doing something
it should be doing, or does it mean that a Liberal Party candidate in a by-election has pumped
up an issue? I will talk about the provision of health services in the region, because it is
something of which this Government should be extremely proud. This Government has
enabled the Health Department in the north west of the State to run its own affairs. The
Liberal Party has never considered taking that step in the Pilbara. The regional director of
health is able to negotiate his own budget inside the Health Department and use funds in a
way that is appropriate for the region. Since he has been given that autonomy the standard of
health services in the Pilbara has increased by leaps and bounds. In the past two years the
service has improved out of sight and it is barely recognisable from the former service. Even
if that were not the case and someone waved a magic wand so that no by-election would take
place, and the Liberal Party was truly concerned about the provision of health services, one
should consider the second element of the health plan which allows for the establishment of
regional advisory committees. Under the plan the Health Department is required to listen to
the concerns of local residents and to act on them. It is a very important part of the Health
Department's overall strtegy in the Pilbara, and one would assume that a Liberal Party
candidate who claimed to have lived and worked in the health field and claimed to have care
and compassion - as the Liberal Party candidate is clalming - might be a member of the
regional health committee. Since she is campaigning on the issue of health services and her
ability to influence them when in Government or Opposition, it is reasonable to ask whether
she has sought membership of that committee in order to influence the delivery of health
services before an election. It comes as no surprise to find that Norman Moore's typist -just
like him - has done nothing. She is not a member of the committee, she has never nominated
for membership, and she has played absolutely no role in the delivery of health services in
the Pilbara. She is the only person who makes Norman Moore look like a hard working
person in the health field, and he has done nothing. It is amazing arrogance on behalf of the
Liberal Party.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: The Opposition tried to amend it. If this mob had not raised the issue it
would not have got a guernsey.
Mr Trenorden: There is no need to get personal.
Mr GRAHAM: I am not getting personal. This candidate had the opportunity to influence
the health services before preselection and she did nothing. It fits in with the comments of
the member for Nediands; that is, the Liberal Party is not only concerned with economic
development, it has a lovely friendly face and it put an advertisement in and wrote to the
newspaper on the delivery of health services. That is where the Liberal Party comes from.
What did the shadow Minister for Health say the Government should be doing to improve
the health services? He said it should be doing all sorts of things, which I will deal with in a
moment. I note that he stopped far short of endorsing his candidate's call to move the
regional hospital, because that was the first round. It was not suggested that we should
improve the health service or that we should get together to talk about it. It was suggested
that health services would be improved by closing the regional hospital in Port Hediand and
relocating it in Kanratha. It was an interesting proposal, so I researched the cost of such a
move because it might be worth supporting. I learned that the cost of relocating the regional
hospital from Port Hedland to Karratha, in accordance with the wishes of the Liberal Party.
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would be $25 million. I could live with that cost if there were some benefits at the end of the
exercise.
What does one get from that? If $25 million were to be spent in the Pilbara, how would that
improve health services? It would do exactly nothing! We would end up with exactly the
same health service in Karratha as -existed previously and the Port Hedland Regional
Hospital would merely be moved - the $25 million would have been spent to achieve
nothing. That expenditure would not even provide an extra bandaid for a kid. It would do
nothing! What a stupid health policy!
I will overlook that $25 million cock-up and look at what the shadow Minister for Health
says we should be doing. He says we should be lobbying the Federal Government to remove
the fringe benefits tax. I have been doing that for the six years since that tax was introduced.
I did that as a union official, as a member of Parliament and as a private citizen. Not long
ago [ had a meeting with the Treasurer on St George's Terrace about this matter. We will
probably win relief from that tax through the coming Budget and the Opposition will no
doubt say, "Thank you, guys."p

The shadow Minister says that we should provide minimum cost surgery in the north west of
the State. What a laugh!
Mr Taylor: A canvas stretcher on a piece of bare round.
Mr GRAHAM: Yes. These are the people who have said we should not interfere with
business. However, when it comes to a doctor making a quid they say we should give him a
wheelbarrow full of money! The shadow Minister for health is wrong again because a
myriad arrangements have been reached between mining companies and doctors, the Health
Department and doctors, and the Health Department, mining companies and doctors to
provide accommodation and for the removal of some of the oncosts that doctors must pay in
the region; so he is saying that we should do things that we are already doing.
The shadow Minister for Health says, thirdly, that we should be doing something about
visiting specialists. In the light of that comment I will tell members what happened in the
review of the patients' assisted travel scheme. One of the things the Government advocated
publicly in the Pilbara was reducing the cost of the PAT scheme in flying patients to Perth by
taking specialists to the north to see a whole range of people. Guess who was behind the
local opposition? The absent member found a plane ticket and came to the Pilbara and
stirred up opposition to that suggestion. Stirring Norman came to the Pilbara seeking to
knock off the very thing the acting shadow Minister for Health says we should do in the
Pilbara; that is, improve health services. We took absolutely no notice of Norman Moore
and his little group and set out to get visiting specialists to attend the area regularly. That is
what the Pilbara needs for its health services. It does not need a peanut member fronting up
while on holidays to tell us what to do.

Withdrawal of Remarks
Mr MINSON: The member for Pilbara has referred to an honourable member from the other
place as. I think, "Stirring Norman" and "a peanut't along with various other names. I ask
that he withdraw those names and not continue in that vein.
Mr GRAHAM: I amn happy to withdraw my remarks.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAHAM: I had no idea that the member was so sensitive- Given that he is, I repeat
that we do not need absentee members telling us how to do things in the Pilbara. We are
happy to work with organisations and groups as the regional health plan allows us to do.
Those people with a genuine interest in health are on advisory committees in the area and
working with the Health Department, private practitioners and various organisations to
improve health services. They are not running around as candidates wanting to throw
$25 million down the drain for no noticeable improvement in health services in the area. The
amendment is an absolute shamn and should be rejected by this House.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.07 pml: I support the amendment. The member for
Pilbara - the iron baron - is a good example of what the Premier is talking about when she
speaks of how members in the House should not conduct themselves- I believe I was the
only member who was not denigrated by the member for Pilbara in his speech.
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Mr Graham: I did in reply to an interjection.
Mr TRENORDEN: That is true; the member did, so I cannot say that he did not compile a
full score. This motion is important to the National Party. Health delivery is a fundamental
part of any community trying to survive outside the metropolitan area. Country areas suffer
a shortage of general practitioners. I am sure chat city members do not know that because if
they did they would do something about the education system in this State. On average the
TEE score of rural children is generally 30 to 40 points below that of city children. That
means that a country child who wishes to become a doctor and who has attended school in
Wyalkatchem, Katanning, Moona, or Karratha has a minimal chance of scoring enough TEE
points to attend university to become a doctor. The reason their chance is minimal is that this
State does not deliver a sufficient level of education for them to get the TEE points necessary
to attend the medical faculties of our universities. That is not speculation but fact.
A number of reviews point out that if one wants country medical practitioners one should
find people who are comfortable in country area to fill those positions. Studies have shown
that if people are born and bred in country areas and are comfortable in such areas they are
the best people to be country doctors. Members have heard about the schemes into which the
National Party has been happy to put money, one of which is the rural training scheme for
aspiring doctors. Western Australia is virtually forgotten in this area. This Labor
Government has totally ignored rural Western Australian tertiary or post compulsory
education. Some members may argue whether a town such as Karratha is a rural town.
Generally, if a person does not live on the coast he is not well educated. This Government
believes that if education and salt water are not mixed the education system does not work.
That theory applies to people living on the coast.
The shortage of general practitioners in rural areas is closely related to a very poor education
system and it is about time this Government realised that it must start giving some equality in
education in this State. That is something it will be very keen to do in approximately
12 months' time.
The delivery of specialist services is also very important. The Northam Regional Hospital-
which is regional in name only; it does not act as a regional hospital - has plenty of vacant
beds and is only 100 km from Perth. If specialists were prepared to operate there, hospital
waiting lists could be reduced. Some people in the metropolitan area have asked me why
their hip operation or sonic other procedure which they have required for some time cannot
be carried out at Northam Regional Hospital. The answer in most cases is that there are no
specialist services there. yet these people are on a two year waiting List under the disgraceful
Medicare system.
Specialists need to be attracted to rural hospitals. In the past we have cried to attract them
with money, but money is not what it is all about. If a person is the only doctor in a country
town he is on call 24 hours a day. When a local basketball player breaks his arm at
10 o'clock at night, he goes to the doctor's surgery. When a footballer breaks his leg at two
o'clock on a Sunday afternoon, he goes to the doctor's surgery. When accidents occur, as
accidents do, people go to the doctor's surgery. Usually country towns have only one doctor
to handle those situations. When emergencies occur the doctor must call in another doctor to
help with anaesthetics and other aspects of the practice. Sometimes people must come
100 km to deal with emergencies. So being a country practitioner is not a bed of roses. It is
not like operating in the metropolitan area: The doctor cannot work during surgery hours
and have the rest of the time off, It must be recognised that it is not only finance which
attracts practitioners but also quality of life.
Also, the Government should become more organised in the supply of certain services. I
cannot see how anyone could say that the patients' assisted travel scheme is working. It is an
abomination. In my electorate people have to drive 20 or 30 km to visit the local doctor in
order to get a fuel voucher to enable them to drive the same distance to the metropolitan area.
That is a ludicrous situation. Many people cannot afford the petrol needed to drive to the
Northam Regional Hospital to get the voucher.
Mr Leahy: Under IPTAS, the previous scheme, the patient didn't get the money until he had
been for treatment and come back.
Mr TRENORDEN: At least he received the funds. I am not saying the scheme was any
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goad then either, but now it is terrible. I can see no improvement at all under the patients'
assisted travel scheme. People from my electorate drive their spouses to Perth to deliver
them to hospitals and can claim for only half of the trip; their trip home is not covered by the
scheme. That is absolutely ludicrous. Other people who drive their spouses to Perth to be
admitted to hospital are told that the patients should have travelled by train. Some of these
people have broken limbs, or back conditions, or very serious terminal illnesses. To say that
the PAT scheme is restricted in its operations is an understatement. We all know where the
problem has come from: If the Government had not lost $1 billion over the last four or five
years the services might still be available.
Mr Leahy: We have increased funding to the PAT scheme.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Government could have increased it a great deal more if it had not
lost all that money.
Health services are fundamental to country areas. In my electorate we have been trying to
get nursing home beds in district hospitals. We have looked at the Federal health policy and
have put up a proposal within the boundaries of that policy, but the Federal Government will
not accept it. However, to the credit of the State Minister for Health, a plan by the
community development foundation in Northam has been put forward. We are trying to
have nursing home beds in district hospitals so that people can stay in their own communities
with their families. We are looking at only four or five beds in some hospitals and up to 10
in others. The State Government has put up $2.2 million to try to guarantee some of the
necessary capital infrastructure, but that has not been enough to convince the Federal
Government that it should become involved with our proposal, even though it agrees that our
proposal falls within its policy guidelines. Basically the Federal Government will not do it
because it says that State and Federal funds should not mix. Both Governments tax the same
taxpayer, but that taxpayer is not able to receive funds from both the State and Federal
Governments. The concern is that the State will derive some benefit out of it over the
Commonwealth, and the poor patient is totally ignored in the equation. We will continue to
press for those nursing home beds because it is very important that those people be allowed
to stay in their own communities. It is very important for all rural communities that such
people's families and loved ones can remain in contact with them.
I have visited many continents and have noticed that we are very callous towards our aged
people. For some reason we do not have the extended family situations that other cultures
have. I have never understood why we discard the elderly in our community, and I strongly
believe we should turn that attitude around. Other cultures derive a great many resources
from the knowledge and wisdom of their elderly people whereas we, and certainly this Labor
Government, tend to believe that at age 65 people should be put out to pasture. Many
acclaimed world leaders have been in their seventies. The discrimination in this country
against people older than 65 is appalling.
The National Party supports the amendment to the Address-in-Reply because it is
fundamentally correct. There is a shortage of practitioners wherever one goes in rural
Western Australia. It may or may not be true of Kanratha, but it is certainly true where I
come from. The limited number of specialist services, particularly for the aged, is of great
concern. When people begin to suffer from arthritis, diabetes, and so on they like to think
they have specialist services close by so that they do not have to travel long distances to
receive medical attention. As to the restriction on the operation of the patients' assisted
travel scheme, that scheme is a disaster and I have nothing good to say about it
Theme is no area in the health field in which this Government can hold its head high.
Medicare has been a disaster. People come to my office and talk about what they consider to
be very important surgery but they are told it is elective surgery. People who have bad hips
and cannot get around the house are told that they require elective surgery and must walt two
or three years for it. They are not very pleased with the current arrangements and I do not
blame them.
MR DONOVAN (Morley) [4.20 pm]: Let us call this amendment by its correct name; that
is, a Thursday afternoon contribution to the by-election campaign for the seat of Ashburton.
Mr Trenorden: Put in Avon as well.
Mr DONOVAN: Has the member been put out to pasture? He is only 45!
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I have a great deal of sympathy for the problems and the shortcomings of the medical
services provided to the remote areas of our State. I have lived and worked in many of these
areas under both Liberal and Labor - albeit for a short period - and no Government has
seriously come to grips with the problem. It is a matter of providing adequate medical
resources to these regions. In the 1983 State general election campaign I was in the then
Murchison-Eyre electorate. My colleagues and I were ridiculed by the then Government for
suggesting that expensive resources should be allocated to a town like, say, Mt Magnet,
which the member sitting beside me knows very well. My statements apply to Governments
of any colour Over the recent history of this State. One must be fair and acknowledge that
over the years everything has not been a disaster in this field.
Mr Court: There are still a few people alive.
Mr DONOVAN: Come on! The member must acknowledge that since 1983 an increase in
medical facilities has occurred. As the member for Northern Rivers indicates, a doctor is
now located in Mt Magnet.
Mr Wiese: The hospital serving Wagin has been closed, losing 15 beds. The problem is
right through the great southern region.
Mr DONOVAN: I recall the days when such hospitals did not have to be closed to overcome
budgetary problems. The hospitals were simply starved of staff and medical facilities and
could not operate. People were referred to Perth-based hospitals. Before members pass an
amendment of this kind, for which under several other circumstances I would have a great
deal of sympathy, they must recognise that it is targeted to achieve a particular political gain
in a particular by-election when, in fact, this situation has existed in the State from time to
time under Governments of both colours. This amendment appears to be a little tongue in
cheek. In fact, when the Deputy Leader of the Opposition rose to move the amendment, I
could almost see his tongue moving in his cheek. This amendment is a ploy. More
seriously, this is not appropriate to the Address-in-Reply because it does not involve the
economic and social policy issues currently confronting the State as outlined in the
Governor's Speech and in both major parties' economic packages. It is a ploy and should be
seen as such. Although I sympathise with the thrust of the amendment, I cannot support it.
This amounts to a censure motion, but I could think of some basic and more important health
care issues more deserving of the subject of a censure motion.
MR WILSON (Dianella - Minister for Health) [4.25 pm]: I have listened with a great deal
of interest to the remarks of members from both sides of the House. Any debate about health
services will involve participants discussing anything they can think of because it is too
difficult to become specific. However, I was particularly interested in the remarks of the
member for Pilbara. He has an understanding and knowledge of the situation in the Pilbara
for which I have a great deal of time and respect. I know of the member's involvement in the
delivery of services in his area, and his comments have a great deal of credibility.
The amendment refers to the shortage of general practitioners, and nobody would be
surprised at that. Everyone knows that that is an insidious problem throughout rural and
remote Australia. However, this problem is largely to do with the inadequacy of Federal
Government policy, and is very much associated with the remuneration of medical
practitioners and the concentration of private practitioners in urban areas of Australia. Even
now the Federal Minister for Health agrees that a reorientation of private medical practice is
required in Australia. It is said that there are too many practitioners, but not enough in rural
areas. This problem must be dealt with.
A former Minister for Health, Hon Ian Taylor, instituted an inquiry by Dr Max IKamien and
the recommendations of that inquiry were adopted. This led to the establishment of the
Centre for Remote and Rural Medicine under the leadenship of Dr Bill Jackson, whom, along
with his wife, some members would have met. Dr Jackson has been energetically attempting
to deal with the problems faced by country people in attracting medical practitioners to these
areas. As I said to the deputy Leader of the National Party yesterday, he has a problem in his
area -

Mr Ainsworth interjected.
Mr WILSON: This matter was in the member for Roe's electorate, was it? The deputy
Leader of the National Party is the one who usually makes representations to me.
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Mr Ainsworth: Yes, that is the deputy Leader of the National Party's home town. I have a
terrible constituent, don't I?
Mr WILSON: You are lucky. People have said that the guarantee of $150 000 which is
needed to attract a general practitioner to work in a remote area is too much. This problem
needs re-examination. I will not go deeply into this question, but the fact is that incentives
are needed as these places need locum, after-hour coverage and training assistance.
Mr Court: Do you agree that a problem exists?
Mr WILSON: It is a problem which is being addressed through the Centre for Remote and
Rural Medicine; this work is taking place. Cooperation between Dr Jackson at the cent and
Dr Noble in Karratha has led to the allocation of some locumis to Karratha; one is already
there and another will be transferred in a couple of weeks. That has been going on, not in
relation to the Ashburton by-election, but since last year. When I visited the Pilbara last
November the two priorities addressed at that time were the need for an additional general
practitioner in Newman and the four general practitioners in Karratha. Since then we have
been working with local practitioners, the Centre for Remote and Rural Medicine, the Health
Department, the mining companies and local government authorities in a cooperative effort
to encourage more general practitioners to locate themselves in the Pilbara.
An Opposition member: How many in country areas under the Country Medical
Foundation?
Mr WILSON: That, of course, is another enterprise which has been supported by
Government, local government and local communities to promote not only qualified doctors
but also the training of doctors. It is a long term objective. They have also been promoting
the provision of scholarships and, as the member for Avon was saying, encouraging country
high school children to take up training as medical practitioners, nurses and allied health
workers. The whole point of the Country Medical Foundation is to encourage interest by
young country people to take up health professions so that they are more likely to return to
work in those areas. That is an ongoing program which the Government has in hand. It will
not be solved overnight and it is not being solved overnight anywhere in Australia. In
Western Australia we have shown a lead in the right direction, not by importing foreign
doctors, but by educating our own doctors from country areas - people who are more likely
to work and spend time in country areas for many years. They have the support of and the
motivation to work in and serve those communities. That is the spirit in which we are
dealing with this matter, and I think it is the right spirit. There are many other facts I would
have liked to bring before the House; however I will take another opportunity to do that. I
reinforce the fact that in no way can the Government, nor should the House, support this
amendment.
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [4.33 pm]: I do not intend to vote on this amendment, as I did
not on the previous one. What we are seeing heme this afternoon is a typical exercise in
political badinage which does not seem to get us anywhere. I have not been convinced by
the argument from either side on either the previous amendment or on this one. I therefore
plan to abstain.
Mr Omodei interjected.
Dr ALEXANDER: I was not convinced of that.
Mr Minson: If the member for Perth seeks leave 1 will convince him before he votes next
time.
Mr Taylor: If the Opposition expects these issues to be dealt with in a serious and proper
way it should give notice of what it will move so that people can be properly prepared; not
that the Minister for Health has not destroyed its argument in one fell swoop.
Mr Court: Is the fact that people have been waiting four days to see a general practitioner in
Ashburton not an issue?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! People are taking far too much of the member's time.
Dr ALEXANDER: In view of the situation the only course from my position is not to cast a
vote either way.
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Division
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr C1. Barnet
Mr Clarko
Dr Constable
Mr Cowlt

Mrs Bleggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
My Donovan
Dr Edwards

Mr Cowan
Mrs Edwardes
Mr Grayden
Mr Kiemib
Mr Lewis

Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kobeike

Ayes (20)
Mr Macinnon
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Shave

Noes (23)
Dr Lawrence
Mr Lay
Mr M~arlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith

Mr Strickland
Mr Trenden
Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Pairs
Mr Watt
Mr MeNee
Mr Blaikie
Dr Turnbull

Dr Watson
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr PJ. Smith

Amendment thus negatived.

Motion Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Fred Tubby.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 31 March at 2.00 pm.
House adjourned at 4.38 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE, DEPARTMENT OF-
DISCIPLINARY PROCEDURES FOR INSPECTORS

Public Service Act Section Definition - Liabiliryfor Inspectors
6. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) With respect to question on notice 1933 of 1991, regarding the Department of
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare inspections, would the Minister
define the section of the Public Service Act relevant to the Minister's answer
to (4)?

(2) According to answer (5), as individual DOHSWA inspectors cannot be held
personally liable, does -this immunity from liability include DOHSWA as an
organisation?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) Disciplinary procedures are set out in part IV, sections 43 to 53 inclusive, of

the Public Service Act.
(2) DOHSWA is a department of the Public Service of the State. It has no

separate legal personality. The taking of action against DOHSWA would
require taking action against the Crown of Western Australia.

SCHOOLS - KELMSCOTT PRIMARY
Music Room Funding Promise

15. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) Did the Minister, in late 1991, promise a sum of $2 500 to the Kelmscoti

Primary School for work to be done on the music room?
(2) If so, could the Minister advise when this money- will be forwarded to the

school?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) No. However, the school was allocated a total of $6 650 in the 199 1-92

financial year under the Government's priority maintenance program.
Included in these funds was an amount of $2 500 for the refurbishment of a
Bristol prefabricated building being used by the school for muskc classes.

(2) The work will be carried out at a time determined by negotiation between the
school, the district office of the Ministry of Education and the BMA, and will
be completed before the end of the current financial year.

OSTEOPATHY - REGISTRATION
Omnibus Bill Proposal

18. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Minister still propose to introduce an omnibus Bill to register

osteopaths and other allied health services?
(2) If yes, when?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No. There is no proposal to introduce an, omnibus Bill to register osteopaths

or other allied services.
(2) Not applicable.

DAYLIGHT SAVING - REFERENDUM 4 APRIL 1992
Cost and Employment

45. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
(1) How much will the 4 April 1992 daylight saving referendum cost?
(2) How many staff will be required to be employed?
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(3) Who will be in charge of hiring and managing these staff?
(4) What is the estimated cost of staff for the operation of the referendum?
(5) What is die average wage per staff for the referendum?
(6) What level of training is required for general staff involved in the

referendum?
(7) Is there any scope for utiiising unemployed people in the operation of the

referendum?
(8) If so, what steps will the Minister take to see that unemployed people have an

opportunity to be employed for the operation of the referendum?
(9) If not, why not?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The estimated cost for the daylight saving referendum is $3 418 700 -

including staffing costs.
(2) Approximately 5 000 staff will be employed on polling day.
(3) The Electoral Commissioner has the authority, under the Electoral Act, to

appoint returning officers and such other temporary staff as may be required
for the running of the referendum. Returning officers in each district appoint
assistant returning officers, presiding officers and other polling staff as
necessary.

(4) Staffing costs associated with the referendum are estimated at $1 855 000.
(5) A copy of the rates of pay that will apply to polling officials at the referendum

is attached.
(6) The Electoral Commission provides training and procedural manuals to

returning officers and other polling officials. Conferences and training
sessions are also held.

(7)-(9)
Many of the experienced staff who have been engaged at recent elections are
in the process of being re-engaged for the coming referendum. Some of these
may be unemployed at present. Although employment of staff for the
referendum is now nearing completion, any person who is interested in work
at elections, including unemployed people, can apply to the WA Electoral
Commission at any time for employment at a future election or referendum.

MANUAL ARTS REVIEW - BY DESCHAMP, DR PHILIP
Minister for Education's Copy - Public Release

69. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(I) Has the Minister received the Manual Arts Review by Dr Philip Deschwnp?
(2) If not, when does the Minister expect to receive it?
(3) Will the Minister be releasing it for public comment?
(4) If yes, when?
(5) If not, why not?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The Ministry of Education is currently considering the report and its

recommendations.
(2) Not applicable.

(3)-(4)
The report will be released for public comment in April.

(5) Not applicable.
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HOSPITALS - ST JOHN OF GOD
Murdoch Crown Lend Purchase

73. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
(1) Further to questions on notice 1248 and 2034 of 1991 relating to the sale of

Crown land at Murdoch to St John of God Hospital -

(a) did settlement take place on 31 January 1992;
(b) is the Premier now able to advise of the price paid for that land?

(2) (a) What was the price paid by St John of God Hospital for that land;
(b) what was the amount paid in full upon settlement?

(3) When was the latest valuation of $5.2 million for the land carried out?
(4) (a) What was the previous valuation;

(b) when was that carried out?
(5) Now that the secrecy clause in the purchase contract has lapsed, will the

Premier now advise why St John of God Hospital requested that the purchase
price be kept secret until the settlement date of 31 January 1992?

(6) (a) Did the Government receive or seek expressions of interest in that
land or other Crown land from other parties with a view to
establishing a major private hospital south of the river,

(b) if yes, from whom?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(I) (a) Settlement occurred on 5 February 1992.

(b) $5 000 000.
(2) (a) See (1)(b).

(b) $5000000.
(3) April 1991.
(4) (a) $5 200 000.

(b) April 1991.
(5) As advised in notice of question 2034, there was no secrecy clause in the

contract and St John of God Hospital did not advance any reason for
requesting to not make public the purchase price prior to settlement.

(6) (a) Yes. In October 1989, the Health Department by public advertisement
sought expressions of interest in the establishment of a private hospital
on portion of the former Lakes Hospital site, or other private lands.

(b) Two expressions were received, from St John of God and Markalinga.

TAPE - SENIOR MANAGEMENT MEMBERS
Doctorate Level Qualifications

81. Dr CONSTABLE to the inister representing the Minister for Education:
How many senior members of Technical and Further Education management
have qualifications in education at doctorate level?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

Three directors of the senior management in DEVET have doctorate level
qualifications.
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EMPLOYMENT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING, DEPARTMENT
OF - TERTIARY ENTRANCE EXAMINATION SUBJECTS

Western Australian Vision of Excellence Program - Tuition Hours Reduction
86. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

Has die Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training
reduced the class time per week for TEE subjects to 180 minutes in the
Western Australian Vision of Excellence program?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

No. The TEE subjects offered through TAFE colleges are provided in
accordance with Secondary Education Authority guidelines for TEE subjects
provided through the schools sector.

EMPLOYMENT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING, DEPARTMENT
OF - NEW TUTOR POSITION

1992 or 1993 Proposal
88. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Does Department of Employment. Vocational Education and Training intend
to introduce a new teaching category of tutor in 1992 or 1993?

(2) If yes -
(a) to what extent, if any, will this new position replace existing teaching

positions in Technical and Further Education;
(b) what are the proposed duties of tutors;
(c) what remuneration will they receive?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

EMPLOYMENT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING, DEPARTMENT
OF - INDUSTRY EMPLOYMENT TRAINING COUNCILS

Representatives Appointment
90. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Is the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training
currently appointing representatives to the 23 Industry Employment Training
Councils?

(2) If yes, what percentage of appointees will be women?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes; however, it should be noted that at this stage 18 have been
registered.

(2) At the present stage, two of the 10 appointments to the IETC network
are women, representing 20 per cent of the total DEVET
representation on the councils to date.

EMPLOYMENT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING, DEPARTMENT
OF - TAFE COLLEGES

Academic Leadership Structure Proposal
91. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) What structure is proposed by the Department of Employment, Vocational
Education and Training to provide academic leadership within Technical and
Further Education colleges?
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(2) Did DEVET acknowledge in the Western Australian Industrial Relations
Commission last year that the new system was deficient in this respect?

(3) If so, what progress has been made to rectify the situation?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) The academic management structure for TAPE colleges involves the
appointment of assistant directors - academic - and associate
directors - academic - to each college.

(2) The WAIRC acknowledged, in agreement with the former Department
of TAPE, that without the associate directors - academic - the
academic management structure was deficient-

(3) The appointment of associate directors - academic - was progressed.
HOSPITALS - COUNTRY BOARDS

New Legislation Impact
104. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Government have any intention of introducing legislation into the
Parliament that will impact on country hospital boards?

(2) If yes, -

(a) what is the nature of the legislation;
(b) what impact will it have on country hospital boards?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The Government does not intend to introduce legislation into the Parliament

in 1992 which will impact on country hospital boards. The Legislative
Assembly Select Committee on Country Hospitals is considering the issue of
the legal basis for country hospitals and the Government will consider its
recommendations at the appropriate time.

(2) Not applicable.
REDUN'DANCY PACKAGES - PORT HEDLAND PUBLIC SERVICE

124. Dr ALEXANDER to the Premier:
How many members of the State Public Service were given redundancy
payments in the Port Hedland area in the following Government departments
or agencies during the recent (1991) package -

(a) Health Department;
(b) Water Authority of Western Australia;
(c) Main Roads;
(d) Community Services;
(e) other departments or agencies?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
The data base of special voluntary severance approvals does not provide a
break-up into specific locations within the country.

AUSTRALIAN FOOTBALL LEAGUE COMMISSION - REMUNERATION RATES
Governent Assistance 1991 -92

125. Dr ALEXANDER to the Minister representing the Minister for Sport and
Recreation:
(1) What are the current rates of remuneration, including meetinglsitting fees, for

each Australian Football League Commissioner, including the AFL
Chairman?

(2) (a) From what source do these payments come;

374 [ASSENMLY)



[Thursday. 19 March 1992]17

(b) what proportion of the AFL budget do they constitute?
(3) (a) What is the extent of Western Australian Government support for the

AFL Commission for 1991-92;
(b) for what specific purposes is the money used?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1)-(2)

Information regarding these questions should be sought from the AFL.
(3) Nil.

STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE - VOLUNTEERS STATISTICS
Volunteer Unit Numbers - Insurance Cover

131. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Emergency Services:
(1) How many State Emergency Service volunteers are there in the Western

Australian service?
(2) How many volunteer units are there in the WA State Emergency Service?
(3) What is the nature of the insurance cover provided by the Government for

volunteers in the -

(a) State Emergency Service;
(b) Bush Fire Board Brigade service;
(c) Police and Citizens Clubs?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) 2000.
(2) 83 units.
(3) (a) The State Emergency Service provides insurance cover for its

volunteers in respect of personal accident and property loss.
Volunteers are also covered for public liability and professional
indemnity.

(b) Under section 37 of the Bush Fires Act a local government authority
that maintains a volunteer Bush Fire Brigade is responsible for the
insurance of the members of the brigade and their equipment. The
appropriate level of insurance cover is determined by the individual
local government authority. Legislation prescribing a minimum level
of insurance cover for volunteer bush rut fighters will be introduced
into Parliament this year.

(c) Police and Citizens Youth Clubs is an incorporated body and provides
its own insurance.

AGRICULTURE PROTECTION BOARD - LOCUST PLAGUE ASSESSMENT
Control Advice

148. MrHOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) What is the assessment of the Agriculture Protection Board of the likelihood

of another locust plague occurring later this year?
(2) What steps is the Minister taking to make provisions for the occurrence of

such a locust plague?
(3) What advice does the Minister have for farmers and rural communities to

combat locusts at this stage?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Thirty-six monitoring stations throughout the State using light traps to detect

flying locust swarms have located only one swarm 350 kilometres east of
K~algoorlie. Present indications are that favourable rainfall in pastoral and
agricultural areas has not resulted in any locust threat to the agricultural areas.
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APB staff in agricultural areas are on the alert to detect any swarms flying in
from pastoral areas. Publicity about the need to report swarms has also been
sent out. There have been no significant reports at this stage but close
monitoring will continue during the next two months.

(2) Reports of adult swarms flying into the agricultural area will be investigated
by the APB. Surveys will be made, if necessary, to assess the location and
magnitude of any potential plague and to formulate a control strategy for the
spring of this year. There are no locusts of any consequence known in the
agricultural area at present.

(3) Farmers and rural communities should report any flying swarms of adult
locusts to the APB or Department of Agricultur. Any areas where swarms
are laying eggs should be recorded and reported to the APB who will follow
up and conduct a wider search of the area.

SCHOOL BUSES - DRIVERS
Regulation Changes

154. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:
(1) What changes have been made in the last two years to the regulations

applying to school bus drivers?
(2) What were the reasons for those changes being made?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) None.
(2) Not applicable.

FISHING - OVERSEAS VESSELS
Licences and Quotas Monitor - Drift Nets, Government Support

160. Mr MacKINNiON to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Who monitors overseas vessels for licences and catch limits as advised by the

Minister in answer to question on notice 1748 (8) of 1991 ?
(2) Does the Government support the use of drift nets in State or Australian

waters?
Mr CORDON HILL replied:
(1) The Australian Fisheries Management Authority and the Department of

Primary Industries and Energy.
(2) No.

REGISTER OF FOREIGN OWNED PROPERTY - LEGISLATION
IMPLEMENTATION

164. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier
When is the Government intending to introduce legislation to establish the
register of foreign owned property, as announced by the Premier on 20 August
1990?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
In the present session of Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

JUVENILE OFFENDERS - REPEAT OFFENDERS LEGISLATION
Research on Imiplementation and Effect

21. Mr STRICKLAND to the Premier:
My questions relate to the recently passed legislation applying to repeat
juvenile offenders -
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(1) Does the Premier recall giving a cammitment to have research
conducted to determine the number of serious offenders involved in
the recent tragic deaths who would have been caught up by and
detained under such legislation had it been in place two years ago?

(2) What action has the Premier taken to meet this commitment?
(3) What bodies will be responsible for conducting the research?
(4) When will the results be reported to this House?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

1 recall that undertaking. As part of the implementation of that legislation a
number of things must obviously be done. The first and most important of
those things in order of priority was the establishment of the committee that
we said would review the implementation and effect of the legislation,
particularly on young offenders generally and Aboriginal people in particular.
I hope that the member is aware that that committee, under the chairmanship
of Ernie Bridge. has been established. We have also established a Cabinet
subcommittee comprising the Ministers responsible for justice generally; that
is, the Attorney General, the Minister for Police, the Minister for Community
Services, the Minister for Justice, the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and me.
That committee will have responsibility for ensuring that all that can be done
to both monitor and improve the legislation - should that be required - is done
expeditiously. Specific questions are being asked in relation to a number of
matters. Firstly, how many people are now involved, which is an important
fact to establish so that those people can be warned as we said they should be?
Secondly, what are the possible effects of the legislation on institutions?
Thirdly, is there likely to be an increase in the number of people in this group?
As a third priority - and this will take some resources - the question the
member asked will be examined. As soon as I have that information I will
provide it to the member in this place along with further information that the
Minister for Justice, who is the Minister responsible for this legislation, will
provide to the House in due course on the operation of the Act.

ELECTIONS - ASHBURTON BY-ELECTION
Member for Nedlands Visit

22. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier:
Is the Premier aware of the recent approaches made by the member for
Nedlands to business people resident in the Ashburton electorate about the
future of Western Australia?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I am aware that the member for Nedlands, like all good parliamentarians, has
been visiting the Ashburton electorate in recent days and weeks.

Mr ierath: Is that where your Ministers are now?
Dr LAWRENCE: As a matter of fact, they are not. The Minister for the

Environment and Leader of the House is the only person there; the others
have ministerial meetings to attend.

Several members intjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: One is. The others are taking part in ministerial meetings that

involve all the Ministers in Austalia, not just those from Western Australia. I
am not to be distracted from what I think is a little pat on the back which
should be given to the member for Nedlands because he has been exhibiting a
unique style of salesmanship in his little tours throughout the Pilbara region.

Mr Taylor: You could give him one but his own leader will not
Dr LAWRENCE: That is right. The member for Nedlands, like any politician with a

mission, has been going up there -
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Mr Lewis interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all. I want to make sure that I get my facts straight. The

member for Nedlands has been visiting the Pilbara and making the
assumption that all Liberals make and that Mr Michael Kroger in Victoria
keeps hammering the business community about; namely, that all business
owners, proprietors and managers are Liberal voters. The member for
Nedlands has been a touch indiscreet. He has been going along to some of
these businesses and talking about the "Fightback Junior" package and
extolling its virtues, but at the same time indicating very clearly that that
package is missing one important element. Surprise, surprise - the element
that the member for Nedlands has been outlining clearly to businesses in the
Ashburton electorate is the absence of him as the leader! It is pretty disloyal
of the member for Nedlands to go up there, sell the package, and point out its
weakness; namely, iliac he is not the Leader of the Opposition. Sadly, the
member for Nedlands has made the assumption that every business proprietor
in the Pilbara is in the pockets of the Liberal Party; therefore, it is possible to
tell them any story and they will believe it. It is clear chat what he wants them
to believe is that this should be a campaign not for the Leader of the
Opposition - his leader - but for himself and his future ambitions. That is
typical of the sort of unity we have seen in the Liberal Party in recent days,
including some interesting shenanigans in the upper House. Whatever
happened to the Liberal Party's vote up there? What an embarrassment!

ROADS - ONE NATION PACKAGE ALLOCATION
23. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Transport:

With reference to the allocation in the Federal Government's One Nation
package of funds for road programs -

(1) Was the Government or the Main Roads Department consulted about
where the $60 million that has been set aside for Western Australia
should be allocated?

(2) Is the State Government satisfied with the amount that has been
allocated to Western Australia within the total road package that was
announced in the One Nation package?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1 )-(2)

There was certainly some consultation with the Government prior to the
announcement of the One Nation package.

Mr Cowan: The day before?
Mrs BEGGS: I do not know when it was or how it was but there was some

consultation and we certainly had a say in what should be the priorities. We
did not get all of the things that we asked for and we are not satisfied that the
amount of funding that is redirected to Western Australia for the purpose of
roads is enough. It will never be enough for a State like Western Australia;
that is very crue, and that is why we are keen to see some changes in the whole
system of Commonwealth funding to the States. That comes within the
Premier's area, and she has done an excellent job in bringing those concerns
to the attention of the Federal Government and Federal bureaucrats, and we
will continue to fight that fight.
I will certainly cake a strong submission on that issue to the next Ministers'
meeting. That is tied up, of course, with the debate on road user charges. The
Western Australian position has been made very clear to the Commonwealth.
We think that the taxes chat are applied to many people in the road trade
industry are already high enough. The only problem is that not enough of
those funds are returned to the States for road construction.
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ELECTIONS - ASHBURTON BY-ELECTION
Government Funding. Hon Norman Moore's Allegadons - Pilbara 2) Study

24. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for State Development:
(1) Is the Minister aware of allegations by Hon Norman Moore that the

Government is using taxpayers' funds for the Labor campaign in the seat of
Ashburton?

(2) If the Minister is aware of these allegations, particularly those made last night
and in the Press today by Hon Norman Moore relating to the Pilbara 21 study,
can the Minister informn the House of the accuracy of those statements by
Mr Moore?

(3) Is the study operating at the direction of the Government and is it being used,
as suggested by Mr Moore, for electoral purposes?

An Opposition member By whom?
Mr GRAHAM: By Hon Norman Moore - the Liberal Party's member for the Mining

and Pastoral Region who does not even live in the region. He is a born loser.
My question to the Minister for State Development continues -

(4) Is the Minister aware of any facts that may show that Pilbara 21 is a regional
planning study that is benefiting from local input and is in fact operating in
the best interests of the Pilbara region?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1)-(4)

I thank the member for Pilbara for his question. It is very important indeed
that the allegations made by Hon Norman Moore be put to rest and I intend to
do that right now. I congratulate the member for Pilbara and the former
member for Ashburton on the way they have gone about chairing this study.

Mr MacKin non: Is he the chairman of the committee?
Mr TAYLOR: It is pleasing to hear that interjection from the Leader of the

Opposition asking whether the member for Pilbara is the chairman of the
committee. I will come to that.
The proposal for this regional study was made at the instigation of members
representing the north west. The proposal was approved by Cabinet in July
1991. It is quite offensive to the integrity of the people on the committee of
Pilbara 21 to have the use of Government funds called into question as being
related to the campaign for Ashburton in particular.

Mr Court: They will release it next week.
Mr TAYLOR: I will deal with that too, with a great deal of pleasure. The committee

members are private citizens who have a vast amount of experience in the
region and who have given up their time for the benefit of that region. They
include representatives of the Chamber of Mines of WA, the Australian
Petroleum and Exploration Association, the union movement, pastoralists,
tourism, local government, the Aboriginal community and the general
community.
I take this opportunity of tabling the terms of reference of that committee and
how it has gone about its job. As well, rather than these matters being a
political football as Hion Norman Moore is wont to say, as are the Leader of
the Opposition and the member for Nedlands, the people involved in this
committee, especially the member for Pilbara, have gone to great lengths to
avoid any political difficulties on the issue, to the extent that they have
deliberately and properly kept the Liberal Party informed. I also table a
number of papers that have already been released by this committee, including
"Issues and Opportunities", a discussion paper dated September 1991;
'Pilbara Region Economic Development Overview"; "A Land Use Strategy

for the Burrup Peninsula", a discussion paper dated January 1992; "Towards a
New Energy Authority for the Pilbara", a discussion paper dated February
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1992; and "Pilbara Regional Profile", an information source also dated
February 1992. As well, I table a letter from the Leader of the Opposition
dated 3 February 1992 which he sent to the study manager. It expressed
thanks for a letter enclosing some of the discussion papers I have just
mentioned, and went on to say -

I appreciate you keeping me informed in this way and advise that the
papers have been passed on to our relevant Shadow Ministers for their
information.

The letter then said that the Leader of the Opposition looked forward to
receiving a copy of the draft report to be released on 24 March, and further
papers produced by the group. So the Leader of the Opposition should not
pretend that he does not know, because he was kept well informed. If he did
not inform his shadow Ministers, such as the member for Nedlands, once
again that indicates the problems in the Liberal Party.

Mr Omodei: After the member was thrown out of Cabinet.
Mr TAYLOR: I thank the member for the interjection. I will address that issue. In

relation to the launch of the Pilbara plan, any suggestion that it was launched
to coincide with the Ashburton by-election can be put to rest. I table a
timetable for the study, which sets down how and when it will be done.

Several members interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: I am responding to the stupid allegations raised by Hon Norman

Moore. I also table, with great pleasure, a media release put out by the
chairman of the study - not after the by-election was called but well before -
on 9 January 1992. The Press release stated that Pilbara 21 is on schedule to
deliver its draft report to the State Government on 24 March 1992 - and that
was in January 1992 - in Karratha. That announcement was by Mr Lanry
Graham.

Mr Court: Why has it taken nine years to come up with a strategy for the Pilbara?
Mr TAYLOR: Since we have been in Government development in the Pilbara has far

outstripped anything that the member's father was able to do.
Mr Court: The Government's record speaks for itself.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TAYLOR: Clearly, the allegations made. by Hon Norman Moore were totally off

beam, as one would expect. Once again, I can only repeat that the Leader of
the Opposition was fully informed on these matters. it is a pity that once
again the Liberal Party does not have a relationship between the Leader of the
Opposition and its shadow Ministers that allows the passing on of relevant
information.

[See papers Nos 52-60.1
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - WOMEN'S INFORMATION AND REFERRAL

EXCHANGE REPORT
Independent Legal Expert Appointment - Ombudsman Referral

25. Mrs EDWARDES to the Premier:
Referring to the Premier's media statement on 12 March 1992 whereby she
advised that an independent legal expert would be appointed to examine any
potential liability of the Government to aggrieved investors in Western
Women, and further that she would ask Parliament this week to refer the
Public Service Commission report on the Women's Information and Referral
Exchange to the Ombudsman, will the Premier advise -

(1) Who will appoint the independent legal expert and when; and
(2) when does the Premier propose asking Parliament to refer the Public

Service Commission report on WIRE to the Ombudsman, given that a
little over two hours remains of this week's sitting?
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Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The legal expert will be appointed by the Government after proper advice on
availability, cost and competence. Those investigations are going on at this
moment. In relation to the question of the Parliament's considering a motion I
have spoken to the Ombudsman directly. He requested, and I think sensibly,
that we pass by him the motion we intend to move in Parliament for his
scrutiny so that theme can be. no doubt that what we propose is something he
could reasonably do within his Act I have undertaken to do that, so until I
have it is not proper to discuss it here. In addition, the member will note from
the Standing Orders argument yesterday that as a matter of principle we do
not intend to suspend Standing Orders. That is, as soon as the Address-in-
Reply is finished and the Ombudsman has had a chance to look at the terms of
reference we will bring it to Parliament confident that he will be satisfied to
deal with it once the motion passes through this House.

ECONOMY - WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Independent Studies

26. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for State Development:
In view of the highly partisan claims of the Leader of the Opposition that
Western Australia is facing an economic crisis could the Minister advise the
House of any apolitical and independent economic studies of the Stare's
economy?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
I am pleased to advise the House of an important study. As the Premier of
Western Australia has pointed out, Opposition members - whether it is the
member for Nedlands or the Leader of the Opposition - take great delight in
wandering around the countryside of Western Australia talking about a crisis
of confidence. However, the only true crisis of confidence is that reflected
upon every morning as the Leader of the Opposition wakes up wondering
whether he will have his job for the rest of the day.
I take this opportunity to refer to a study recently released by a nationally
respected institute, the National Institute of Economic and Industry Research,
which has provided forecasts on a range of economic issues in Australia. I
have been accused of talking up the economy in recent times. However, the
Melbourne-based institute released figures this week forecasting an average
real growth in its State's gross domestic product of more than six per cent
over the next three financial years. The estimate for Australia as a whole is a
growth rate of 3.8 per cent. This independent - I stress, independent - institute
forecasts strong consumer expenditure, continued growth in the mining sector
and healthy performances in manufacturing and services as the major factors
aiding the State's economic recovery. It also indicates that the mining sector
is expected to grow at a rate of more than 10 per cent per annum during the
period, with manufacturing expected to grow in excess of five per cent
annually. It is expected that private consumption and investment will drive
the growth in domestic demand, while continued rapid expansion in exports
will underpin the State's economic perfornance.
As the member for Scarborough would know, because last night he attended a
reception for the Chinese Ambassador to Australia, it is encouraging that the
People's Republic of China is taking an interest in Western Australia and is
expecting this State to supply demand in that country's rapid rate of growth.
That is pleasing. The independent survey reinforced the Department of State
Development's forecast of a five per cent growth in the State economy in the
medium to long term as this is in line with the institute's forecast.

Mr Omodei: Another ministerial statement.
Mr TAYLOR: It is about time that people like the member for Warren got behind

this State and started supporting it.
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FITZGERALD STREET BUS BRIDGE - CONSTRUCTION DECISION
27. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Will the Government proceed with the construction of the Fitzgerald Street
Bus Bridge?

(2) If not, how is it intended the buses using Fitzgerald Swreet will cross the
railway line?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1)-(2)

I should be asking the member who asked the question to answer the second
part of his question; I should be asking him about his concerns on this project.
As most members would be aware, members who voted for the legislation
passed in this House and another place have no concerns for bus passengers.

Mr Lewis: What will you do about it?
Mrs BEGGS: The member asked the question, and I will answer it in the way I

choose.
Mr Clarko: You should not have asked him to answer it for you.
Mrs BEGGS: The member will have to answer to hundreds of thousands of bus

commuters.
Dr Lawrence: We will erect a billboard saying, "You are waiting courtesy of the

Liberal Party."
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The answer may not be interesting to some members on my

left; however, I am interested and I would like to know the answer. Seeing
that I keep quiet most of the time, could members do the same for me for a
short time?

Mrs BEGGS: Under the now proclaimed Act introduced into this House by the
member for Perth, the Government is aware that it is impossible for it to build
a bridge as proposed under the master plan. On that basis we must go back to
the drawing board. I indicate categorically chat the Government does not
believe it is a priority for public transport in this State to extend the Roe Street
Tunnel past the Fitzgerald Street crossing. That will cause enormous
problems to public transpont and to the people who support public transport in
this State. With the introduction of the northern suburbs line in
December/January -

Mr MacKinnon: Eight billion dollars for a railway line!
The SPEAKER: Just ignore it.
Mrs BEGGS: It is so hard, Mr Speaker. Does the Leader of the Opposition's wife

drop him off at the golf course, the surf club or the rowing club? If I were
married to him I would.

Mr Omodei: If the Minister were married to me, she would be walking everywhere.
Mrs BEGGS: This is a very serious issue and I am concerned about it.

When the northern suburbs railway comes on line in December or January, a
train will run every 90 seconds during peak hour. If members, including the
member for Perth, have spent any time around the Fitzgerald Street
intersection they would know the number of buses that come through that
intersection and how difficult it will be for those buses to make that crossing.
The Perth City Council also played a part in this debacle because the Lord
Mayor said chat as far as he was concerned the only solution was the
extension of the tunnel at a cost of around $18 million. The Government
made it clear to the Perth City Council over a long period that that was not a
priority.
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Mr Macinnon: Is the Lord Mayor politically motivated?
Mrs BEGGS: I do not know and I do not care; but I wish he would make rational

decisions in the interest of the city.
In answer to the question raised by the shadow Minister for Transport: One
day he might be the Minister so he had better start listening and looking at
what public transport needs are, because if he does not he will cause a
debacle, If by chance he is in that position one day I will guarantee the
member for Applecross. and I would be prepared to put money on it - about
two cents' worth - that this Opposition, if ever in Government, would build a
bridge immediately.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT - JUVENILE JUSTICE BUDGET
Detention and Commnunity Based Program Expenditure

28. Mr DONOVAN to the Minister for Community Services:
(1) Is the Minister aware that data supplied to the Select Committee into Youth

Affairs by his department reveals that more than 37 per cent, the largest
portion of its juvenile justice budget, is spent on detention and only
19 per cent on community based programs?

(2) Is the Minister aware of other evidence confirming that detention is the least
successful response to juvenile crime while some, though not all, community
based programs - for example, community policing, Street Machine in Port
Hedland, Youth Inacarch, etc - are the more successful?

(3) Can the Minister explain this discrepancy in view of the high number of wards
of his department who so frequently appear in court?

(4) In view of what appears to be this consistent failure, does he agree it may be
time to remove responsibility for juvenile justice programs from his portfolio?

Mr RIPPER replied:
(l)-(4)

The connection between the last part of the question and the earlier parts is
obscure to say the least. However, our task, in part, is to provide protection
for the community in both the short and long term. People may be sceptical
about the capacity of detention to deter offenders from committing offences or
to rehabilitate offenders. However, they cannot deny that while offenders are
in detention they axe not at liberty and do not have an opportunity to commit
crimes against the community. One rationale for detention is simply to
provide that protection for the community in the short term. To provide the
protection in the long term we must focus on prevention and rehabilitation.
Preventing young people from becoming involved with crime in the first place
and rehabilitating offenders so the cycle of offending does not continue is
important in the long term.
The member for Morley has drawn attention to the allocation of resources
within the Department for Community Services. He should remember that
when a court sentences a person to detention for committing a crime and he
receives a penalty determined by this Parliament the custodial authority must
provide the accommodation for that person. I do not think he is arguing that
the Government should not provide the accommodation for those people.
Nevertheless, the Government and the department are making efforts towards
greater prevention and, as he would know, it has boosted the number of
prevention programs, including the Street Machine in Port Hedland, from
seven to 12. A range of other preventive measures have been put in place
which are showing great promise.
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