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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - SCHOOLS
Cleaning. Government Cleaners Retention: No Further Contracts

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) 12.03 pm]: I present dhe following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of dhe Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned request that in the interest of maintaining the high standard of
cleaning in schools.-

(1) Support the retention of Government employed school cleaners.
(2) Call on the Government not to introduce any further contract cleaning

arrangements.
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 294 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 29.]

PETITION - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SYSTEM, STRONG
INDEPENDENT AND CREDIBLE, RE-ESTABLISHMENT

Independent Inquiry Establishment
MR MeGINTY (Fremantle) [2.04 pm]: I present the following petition -

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 Western Australia -

(1) remind Parliament of the extensive public Review of the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 conducted in 1992 and seek endorsement of its
Recommendations;

(2) register support for a strong, independent and credible environmental
protection system in Western Australia; and

(3) register our grave concern over the handling of the appointments of the Chair
and Members of the Environmental Protection Authority.

We therefore humbly request that Parliament establish an independent inquiry into
the aforementioned affairs with a view to affirming and re-establishing a strong.
independent and credible environmental protection system in Western Australia.
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 565 signatures and I certif 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 30.]
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PETITION - CATS, DESEXING LEGISLATION
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [2.05 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, request that the Parliament introduce legislation that all cats,
other than those owned and registered by registered breeders, shall be desexed before
maturity in order to cut down on the number of feral and marauding cats which
threaten the wildlife of Western Australia and cause disturbance to neighbours now
that smaller house lots are becoming popular.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

Ile petition bears 383 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 Lhe House.
[See petition No 3 1.]

PETITION - ROAD TRAINS, DISALLOWANCE
Albany Highway, Armadale-Keims cont; Annadale Road, Armadale

MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [2.06 pmJ: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned ask the State Government to reverse its decision to allow road
trains up to 45 metres (140 feet) long to travel along Albany Highway in Arniadale
and Kelmscott and also Armadale Road, Armadale.
We believe that these road trains will create traffic hazards, cause excessive noise,
damage our woads, and result in property values falling drastically.
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 369 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 32.]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR
RELATIONS

Workers' Compensation System, Changes; Common Law, Changes

MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [2.12 pm]: Since taking office
in February this year, the Government has become increasingly concerned at the rapid
escalation in common law costs for industrial injuries and diseases. For the 1992-93
financial year, injured workers' common law payouts and legal costs combined are projected
to increase by a staggering 32 per cent compared with the financial year 1991-92. As a
result, the statutory premium rates committee has increased recommended rates for
employers' indemnity insurance by an average of five per cent, whereas last year as the result
of the recession there was in fact a reduction of five per cent. However, there are clear
indications from the insurance industry that many employers will face much steeper
increases as insurers withdraw from the discounting which was common in previous years.
Such increases would clearly be unsustainable for many employers and reduce their ability to
provide employment growth.
In response to this, the Government commissioned the member for Avon, Max Trenorden,
ML~A to co-ordinate an urgent review of the interface between common law damages and
workers' compensation benefits.
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Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: Among the key recommendations of that report were that a threshold of 30
per cent be placed on common law claims -

Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Mitchell.
Mr KIERATH: - that weekly benefits be increased to the level of their average weekly
earnings for the frst 26 weeks, that schedule 2 benefits be increased to reflect the loss of
comamon law claims and that the schedule of benefits be fully indexed. In accordance with
the results of that review, the right to recover common law damages for occupational injuries
and diseases will be abolished in respect of all proceedings commenced after 4.00 pm today,
unless the injured worker concerned has suffered at least a 30 per cent impairment of whole
body function based on the American Medical Association scale. Also effective from
4.00 pm today, entitlement to common law damages for non-economic loss - for example,
pain and suffering - in this jurisdiction will be subject to the same financial thresholds as
already announced by the Premier in relation to motor vehicle accident claims.
To orset the loss of common law damages, a number of important compensation measures
will oe introduced. These include schedule 2 benefits being increased, weekly benefits
increased to avenage earning for 26 weeks and schedule benefits to be fully indexed. In
making this announcement, I emphasise that all injured workers will continue to have access
to statutory benefits under the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Act, regardless of
their degree of impairment. To complement the changes to common law, the Trenorden
review also indicated an urgent need to introduce a non-adversaria dispute resolution system
for workers' compensation.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: The Government has agreed to this reform and I have appointed Mr Rod
Chapman -

Mr McGinty interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I take it that the Minister is about to finish. The member for
Fremantle, with his very good memory, will know that, on several occasions, the Speaker
allowed Ministers of the former Government to go slightly over time. I will allow that; but if
he takes too long, I will have to sit him down.
Mr KIERATH: Under the circumstances, I seek leave for an extension.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have already anticipated that that might occur. Two ministerial
statements of a day or two ago were also over time, but not excessively. I am advised that it
is not possible to move for an extension of time when making these brief ministerial
statements. The Minister must conclude it very shortly.
Mr KIERATrI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I reiterate that I have appointed Mr Rod Chapman,
retired public servant and former Chairman of the Workers' Compensation and
Rehabilitation Commission, to carry out an urgent review of non-adversarial systems in other
States, and advise the Government on the most appropriate scheme for Western Australia.
As a third step to improving the workers' compensation system. I have directed the Workers'
Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission to conduct a general review of all other
aspects of the workers' compensation system in this State, including the potential for
improving statutory workers' compensation benefits as a result of the changes in common
law entitlements.
The Government intends that the changes to common law, together with the
recommendations of the other two reviews I have just announced, will be incorporated in a
Bill to be presented to Parliament during the spring session this year. I believe these
measures will fulfil the Government's pit-election commitment to review the workers'
compensation system to make it fairer and more cost efficient. I further expect that the
insurance industry will levy premiums which reflect these changes, in accordance with the
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Government's intention that casts to industry must be reduced to facilitate improved
prospects for employment I commend these initiatives to the House.

(Questions without notice taken.]

MOTION . STANDING ORDER No 82
Substitution

MR CJ. BARNET'T (Cortesloe - Leader ofthe House) [2.47 pm]: I move -
That Standing Order No 82 be deleted and the following standing order substituted -

82. T'he House shall proceed each day with its ordinary business, in the
following routine -

Wi presentation of petitions;
(ii) giving notices of motions;
(iii) papers for presentation;
(iv) brief Ministerial Statements;
(v) questions without notice, at the discretion of the Speaker,
(vi) consideration of a matter of public interest in accordance with

Standing Order 82A; and
(vii) motions and Orders of the Day, as set down on the Notice

Paper, subject to Standing Orders 223 to 228 inclusive.
The effect of this motion is simply to determine that questions without notice will precede
matters of public interest on days on which MPIs are conducted. Otherwise, the effect is the
same as that of the standing order which operated last year.
MR M. BARNETT (Rockingham) [2.48 pm]: I have had a quick look at this notice of
motion, and what the Leader of the House has just said is not strictly true; namely, that it
involves only one change regarding questions without notice preceding MPIs.
I am concerned, firstly, with the way this matter has proceeded to the House and, secondly,
about the motion's content. Standing Order No 82, as a sessional order in this House, does
not contain an item (d) relating to brief ministerial statements. This point may be considered
by some members to be a little pedantic because the opportunity for brief ministerial
statements is available within standing orders. Nonetheless, it is not true for the Leader of
the House to claim that this motion involves only one change. This is not a matter on which
I would go to the barriers. However, to the best of my knowledge, this matter has not been
brought to your attention, Sir, and certainly not to that of the Standing Orders and Procedure
Committee.
'he protocol of this House has been for some time that these matters go to the Standing
Orders and Procedure Committee for consideration. Paragraph (g) of the motion deletes the
words "vice versa". I do not have a problem with that as it does not make any appreciable
difference, but it should be pointed out to members that that change has been made to that
standing order. I am concerned about the additional standing order which allows MPIs to be
taken after questions without notice. Matters of public importance arm important. Prior to
this proposed change to standing orders that is being touted by the Leader of the House,
MPIs were taken in their correct place; that is, at the earliest opportunity. For example, if
this standing order is accepted MPhs will be taken at a time of day when the gallery is empty.
At 2.00 pmn the gallery is full of Press and the public to listen ostensibly to questions without
notice.
Mr House: When the member for Rockingbam was Speaker, MPIs were taken at various
times of the day. I can remember one being delayed until after the dinner recess to
accommodate the Minister for Agriculture who was in Kittanning opening a ram sale on the
third Tuesday in August.
Mr M. BARNETT: That is not true in general, and I will come back to the specific incident
mentioned by the Minister for Primary Industry. Under standing orders matters of public
importance had to be considered at the earliest opportunity. That is the way business was

753



754 [ASSEMBLY]

conducted when I was Speaker. It may well have been that on a rare occasion, to facilitate
the business of the House, an agreement was made behind the Chair that an MPI be taken
other than at the normal time, but it was normal for MPhs to be taken at the earliest
opportunity. It may be seen by some to be pedantic, but in my view MPIs are very important
and should be taken at the earliest opportunity and not at the end of question time. It is not
something I would go to the barriers about, but I would go to the barriers about the way this
matter has been introduced to this House. The Standing Orders and Procedure Committee
was not consulted. It is normal protocol of this House to refer matters of this nature to the
standing orders committee.
Mr C.J. Barnett: T'here were very practical considerations: A new Government; a new
parliamentary session; a decision to try to get uniformity in question time at two o'clock.
which members opposite agreed to; and the possibility of television coverage in the future.
This motion was introduced in this place by the Government in good faith. There is no
objection if the standing orders committee wants to consider it now. No one could object to
this, but the motion was introduced in good faith to get the Parliament up and running with
these new procedures.
Mr M. BARNETT': I understand that, but in future matters of this nature should be referred
to the standing committees of this House. The committees are in place to consider these
matters and, having considered them, would probably come up with the same conclusion, but
there is no point in having a standing orders committee to do a job and then supersede its
decisions.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is not the intention of the Government.
Mr M. BARNETT: I thank the Minister for the comment.
Question put and passed.

BILLS (4)- INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Supply Bill
2. Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill
3. Financial Administration Legislation Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.
4. Local Government (Superannuation) Amendment and Appeal Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Omodei (Minister for Local Government), and
read a first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Motion

Debate resumed from 29 June.
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [2.58 pm]: I support the motion. In doing so, I join with other
members of the Chamber in wishing you. Mr Speaker, the best for what will be a long and
illustrious term as a Presiding Officer of this House. A number of previous members,
particularly those on the other side of the House, claim to have known you over long periods
and, in fact, some of them claim to have been your past students. One can only observe from
some of their activities that you cannot be expected to accept all responsibility for those days
that you were in academia. My recollection is that I first met you, Mr Speaker, perhaps 20 or
so years ago when you were in a different position on the floor of the House, and I was one
of the people who sat above the position that you now occupy.
Mr Speaker, throughout those years you have excelled in more than one sphere of activity. I
recall most vividly your great knowledge and great love of history, and you have a sense of
value about the office which you now occupy. Those qualities will result in your filling the
position of Speaker with great credit to yourself, to the party that nominated you, and to the
Parliament that ultimately elected you. A few days ago as coincidence would have it I was
reading a biography of Harold McMillan, the Prime Minister of Great Britain throughout a
particularly difficult period of British history. In the course of chat book the author
commented on the nature of the speakership of the House of Commons. He observed
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something to the effect that the role of the Speaker was to ensure that the minority had its say
and chat the majority had its way. More profound and scholarly cornmenus may have been
written about the speakership in the past 800 or 900 years; however, I doubt whether one has
been more relevant. It is the role of the Speaker - in fact, it is the role of the Parliament - to
ensure that two things occur- Firstly, chat the Opposition, the minority party, has its say; and
secondly, ultimately, because democracy must prevail, the majority or the Government has
its way. Mr Speaker, I welcome your elevation to your office for Mnother reason; that is, the
return to this Chamber of the seat in which you now sit, because it is part of the heritage of
the House. I hope chat you can be persuaded to make that change permanent.
The SPEAKER: I have trouble filling it in two ways.
Mr PENDAL: I am sure chat chat can be accommodated and chat so can you.
Newer and even long serving members may not know that the seat in which you now sit has
a history of its own. I understand chat it was carved from the salvaged remnants of the
original long jetty in Fremantle when it was dismantled at the turn of the century. If
members visited Bathers Beach - which is not my wont - and stood just near Cicerello's they
could still see some remnants of the original long jetty which served Western Australia
before Lord Forrest and C.Y. O'Connor took it upon themselves to put in place what is now
Frenmantle ilarbour. Someone had the foresight to rescue some of the timber. That timber
was fashioned at the turn of the century and now forms the chair which the Speaker occupies.
I have said privately to my friend, the former Speaker, that I regretted the change some years
ago of having something more utilitarian come into the Chamber, although I understood his
motives for doing so. Nonetheless, I hope that your good health, Mr Speaker, and anyone
else's can be accommodated by doing something with the seat instead of throwing the baby
out with the bath water.
An unfortunate oversight occurred in the Governor's speech to Parliament of which we have
now learnt. Many people were mentioned for their service to this and another place, some of
whom had served as members for only a couple of weeks, However, as is often the case in
these instances, the person who had served the longest did not rare a mention. That was
unfortunate and certainly was not the fault of His Excellency. The person whom I replaced
in this Chamber, the former member for South Perth, Hon Bill Grayden. was omitted from
the Governor's speech. That was to the regret of all of us. I take this opportunity to pay my
tribute to Bill Grayclen. who was elected to this House in 1947, the year chat I was born, as
the member for Middle Swan. He later transferred to the Federal Parliament and returned to
Western Australia as the member for South Perth. He was only the third member for South
Perch, which makes me the fourth in a seat that goes back to 1901. Of course, a great gap
occurred when the seat was abolished in 1904. That was a dastardly deed which I hope is
never repeated, at least in the time that I remain in public life. A gap occurred from 1904 to
1950, when the seat was revived and George Yates became the member for six years prior to
Mr Grayden, who then sewved with great distinction as a member in the local community and
with even greater distinction as a member of the Court Cabinet in the 1970s and alien in the
1980s after a short break-
I join with other members in congratulating the new members from both sides of this House
who have spoken in the Address-in-Reply debate. Without wanting in any way to be
patronising, the quality and substance of those speeches when taken as a whole represents a
quantum leap for the Parliament, because the members from both sides of the I-ouse who
have contributed have demonstrated that they bring an enormous background and experience
to this place which will be for the good of their electors and for the people of Western
Australia generally.
I also congratulate the Government on its election. I congratulate the Cabinet, albeit that I
regrettably am not part Of that. Nonetheless1 I will do all in my power, such as it is, to ensure
that the Government is successful leading up to and then beyond the next State election. I
was proud - as the history of the election will show - that among several things that allowed
the then Opposition to take office was its efforts in allaying the fears of the public about
controversial issues such as industrial relations and the environment. The latest Westpoll
prior to the election clearly demonstrated that the coalition parties had won the confidence of
the people in those areas and ultimately persuaded the swinging voters to vote for the
coalition. That was certainly so in the area of industrial relations policy and was
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demonstrated to be so with the environmental policy. In both of those cases I have asked
publicly as late as last Wednesday night for people who want to be most critical of the
Government's record in one or other of those areas to be at least prepared to assess the
Government over a four year period and not over a four month period.
I will touch on only two issues in the 20 minutes remaining to me. The first issue will not
take very long.
I am pleased that both the Premier and Deputy Premier are in the Chamber and I
acknowledge that at the start of anything new all sorts of advice is given. Of course, the
Government has been told its real task is to restore financial accountability; or its real task is
to produce jobs; or its real task is to open up a new era of industrial relations; or its real task
is to make the dispossessed feel they are not left out in the cold. All these things, especially
the economic activities, are important but the greatest task that confronts this Government
right now and over the next four years will be that of restoring people's respect for the
system. Unless that is done there will not be any investment in this Stare or the subsequent
jobs or the other things that flow from people having confidence and maust in and respect for
the parliamentary system. It is not pious to say that everything the Government does in the
next three years and eight months to meet the commendable end of job creation, balanced
budgets and the function of things that Governments have to do is inferior as an objective to
the real underpinning requirement of restoring the orust of people, not only young people, in
government. We are often inclined to say that we must win back the hearts and minds of
young people. Frankly, the middle aged and elderly people in this State and the nation have
been through a period in which even they have lost faith, trust and confidence in government.
That certainly applies to the Labor Government of this State in the last decade. I have
outlined the challenge confronting this Government and I have no doubt that it will rise to the
occasion and restore people's trust in the parliamentary system and when that happens, all
the ocher things will flow.
The second and only other matter I will touch on is some unfinished business left over from
the last Parliament. I am in the unusual position of having helped start a job in the other
place and I hope that we will complete that job in this place. Towards the end of last year we
witnessed what is arguably one of the most scurrilous pieces of activity that has taken place
in the Parliament in the 13 years I have been here. That activity came about in the tabling of
a petition in the other place by Hon John Halden which had the most horrific consequences
that one could possibly imagine. It led to the death of a young woman, Penny Easton. I was
and remain a close friend of her parents. To my knowledge I had never met Penny Easton,
but I certainly know her mother and father who were constituents of mine and were excellent
community workers. They never left one in any doubt of what their opinions were on a
whole range of subjects and for that reason I developed a great affection for them.
Sadly, the petition that was tabled in the Legislative Council, for whatever motives by the
petitioner and the presenter, led to that dreadful situation where Penny Eascon ultimately cook
her life. As a consequence, a Select Committee of Privilege was appointed in the other
House to inquire into and report on the circumstances arising out of not only the tabling of
the petition, but also its preparation. I was one of the members of that committee and we had
to draw on some hundreds of years of precedence and practice in other Parliaments
throughout the world, principally the House of Commons, to ascertain whether there had
been any breach of privilege and, if there had been, to determine what steps needed to be
taken to prevent similar abuses in the future.
Today is the first opportunity I have had to speak since the committee reported and I firmly
believe that this Parliament must take action to outlaw the presentation of petitions of the
kind that preceded Penny Easton's death late last year. I reiterate that the combination of
events had the most dreadful ramifications because within four days of presentation of the
petition in die other place, Mrs Eascon had taken her life.
For the benefit of those members who were here and those who were not it is worth
considering what the Select Committee of Privilege concluded after the Parliament rose in
December. The committee concluded that the petition presented by Brian Easton, the former
husband of Penny Easton, was misleading and unfair. flat conclusion was reached at page
68, item I wherein it observed that the petition was misleading in three respects. The second
conclusion reached by the committee was that the House could order that Mr Easton was
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guilty of a breach of the privilege of the House and that was contained at page 68, item 3 of
the report. The third and fourth conclusions the committee reached were that the House
should order the petition to be struck out and that Mr Easton should unreservedly apologise
to the House for petitioning in a misleading way. These conclusions can be found at page
68, item 4 and page 69, item 6. 1 was the only member of the committee who considered that
Mr Halden had breached parliamentary privilege. I was in a minority and that was reported
a: page 65, paragraph 51.17 of the report.
I am concerned that, since the release of the select committee's report, nothing has been done
to ensure that its conclusions are considered. I was pleased to hear that recently a member of
the committee moved in the other place for consideration of the committee's report to be
made an order of the day. I would like an assurance from this House that the matter will be
referred to the Standing Orders Committee of the Parliament for consideration. Only a few
moments ago the member for Rockingham, the former Speaker, commented on the need to
refer certain issues to the Standing Orders Committee for its consideration. I hope the House
will rake some action in this regard.
The privileges committee made the observation that Mr Halden should apologise to the sister
and the parents of Mrs Easton and I refer to Mrs McAuley and Mr and Mrs Campbell. It was
not acted upon until, I regret to say, I, through the media, took some action to invite the then
Government to put some valid pressure on Mr H-alden on the eve of the State election. I can
only say cynically that it took the calling of a State election for the then Premier to realise
just how serious a millstone this had become around the neck not only of Mr Halden but also
of Cabinet and the Premier of the day, because they were going into a State election carrying
enough baggage as it was and they did nor need any more.
At one stage, Mr Halden made an apology that amounted to no apology at all. I refer to The
West Australian of 4 January, where Mr Halden's unreserved apology, wrenched out of him
only because of the imminence of a State election, was preceded by a less than generous
response when he had the temerity, in the face of that unfortunate woman's death, to say that
he did nor know what he was supposed to apologise for. It appals me to think that, once
again, the system has rewarded someone who was involved in such a despicable action,
because no sooner was the election out of the way and the then Government consigned to the
Opposition benches, as was so justifiable, than Mr Halden received a promotion and now sits
at No 4 in the Opposition's ranks. That reflects upon the whole of the Labor Party, but
particularly upon its leader and upon Mr Halden, at the close, for them at least, of one of the
shabbiest incidents in the life of any Parliament of Western Australia, albeit that it can never
bring a close to the incident so far as the family is concerned, because that family will live
with that piece of political point scoring for as long as it lives.
An urgency is that the Select Committee of Privilege feared that there could be a rash of
petitions in Family Court matters which raise facts which would otherwise be suppressed by
some sort of statutory prohibition. The Select Committee of Privilege recommended also
that future petitioners be given a formal document that stated clearly their obligations in
preparing and presenting petitions. I observe finally that it is imperative that this Parliament
not ignore reports of its own committees, particularly the report which I have in my hand,
which concerns a case that had such tragic consequences. Members are aware of the
circumstances and, therefore, do nor need me to go over them, but every member of this and
the other place would be remiss if we concluded this parliamentary session without making
Penny Easton's life worth at least a reference to the Standing Orders Committee.
Mr Ripper: Are you saying that citizens should be restricted in their right to petition the
Parliament?
Mr PENOAL: The member for Belmont has just compounded what was arguably the
shabbiest, dirtiest episode, because the report of the Select Committee of Privilege does not
say that a citizen's right to petition should be annulled.
Mir Ripper: I am asking you whether that is your position.
Mr PENDAL: Of course it is not my position.
Mr Ripper: It sounds like it from your speech.
Mr PENDAL: It is a great pity that the member for Beimont did not pay more attention to it,
rather than bury his nose in another one of his press releases.
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Mr Ripper: Do you think a citizen's right to petition should be preserved?
Mr PENDAL: A citizen's right to petition last year was nothing compared with a woman's
right to privacy, and the member for Belmont by his intrjections has aligned himself with
the people in his party who helped bring about that woman's death.
Mr Ripper: I have tried to clarify your position. It does not seem to be very clear.
Mr PENDAL: I will tell the member for Belmont my position. Nothing in that report, if
implemented, would impede a citizen's right to petition the Parliament, and nothing in that
report, if implemented, would impede the right of a member of Parliament to do his or her
job. However, it does say - had the member for Belmont taken the trouble to read it; and I
invite every member of the Parliament to read the report - that there must be a few new
ground rules when it comes to the use of the processes of the Parliament in a way that could
have tragic consequences. [ repeat that I cannot think of anything that was more tragic than
the loss of the life of Penny Easton.
Mr Court: Not only did they table it in the Parliament, but also they hawked it around the
media for a day. They made it the most public thing that had ever occurred, because they
thought they had my political scalp. It was an outrageous incident.
Mr Ripper inteiJected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The interjections should ceas.
Mr PENDAJ.: I say in response to that equally shabby remark made by the member for
Belmont that I am not intruding into this family's right to privacy. The reason is that the
family has been in touch with me on numerous occasions since December or January. In
fact, it is grateful for the action that I took as an Opposition member that led ultimately to our
at least getting that rather half-hearted apology out of Mr Halden. I bring the matter to the
attention of the Parliament today on behalf of a family which still believes, rightly so, that it
was grievously wronged by a group of people who had nothing more in mind than getting
political advantage and mileage out of a situation thai never warranted that. I support the
motion.
Government members: Hear, hear!
[Applause.]
MR M. BARNETT (Rockingham) 1 3.27 pm]I: Apart from the short speech I made a few
moments ago, this could almost be considered to be a maiden speech on my part.
[Applause.]
Mr M. BARNETT: I thank the Government for its graciousness. I did not expect it; I was
going to accept the final applause for the member for South Perth as being my initial
applause.
I take this opportunity to congratulate each of the new members who have been elected to
this Parliament and wish them well. About the only unfortunate aspect of the large number
of new members of this Parliament is where they are sitting now. It is because of that that I
am sitting here and you are sitting there, Mr Speaker. I will come to that as part of a number
of points that I will make today about the Parliament. Clearly the new members of this place
have many more opportunities afforded to them early in the piece than did members like you
and me, Mr Speaker, who were in the class of 1974 and who did not get any advice at all,
other than sometimes fairly bad advice from fairly unruly members.
Therefore, the new members by courtesy of the Clerk, Peter McHugh, have recived an
excellent grounding. I am sure they will make a good contribution to Parliament, and here I
refer to new members from both sides of the House.
Briefly, and perhaps unkindly because of the brevity, I want to refer to all of the people who,
over the years of my speakership, made my task and the opportunities I was given to try to
make the Parliament operate in a better way, much easier to achieve. I ani talking about Mr
Vince Pacecca who is in charge of the Joint House Committee, and the changes he made for
the better. I refer also to Mr Ken Foster of the finance department without whom we
certainly would not have been able to achieve many advances; in Hansard, Mr Neil Burrell,
dhe Chief Hansard Reporter who has made many advances which are to the benefit of the
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Parliament. The daily Mansard is simply one of those achievements. I must commend also
Ms Ros Membrey who operates under the most niggardily of budgets. After my examination
of other Parliaments I realised that our library was probably the least resourced of any
Parliament in Australia, and chat included Tasmania. Ros does an excellent job for this
Parliament, although she would be able to do much better were she resourced sufficiently.
She is recognised throughout Australia if not as the best certainly as one of the best
parliamentary librarians. last but certainly not least I refer to the Legislative Assembly
Clerk, Peter McHugh, and his very professional approach over the past few years, an
approach which has beneficed members enormously. Due to all the fine work done by those
people. I should perhaps spend more time on that topic. However, I think they would
appreciate my moving on, especially now that I have reached my chosen topic.
Mr Speaker, I congratulate you on your elevation to the position of Speaker. It would be
remiss of me not to do so. The speakership is a very difficult position to hold down. You,
Sir, have already experienced some of those difficulties. 1 might pass on to you just a couple
of points which were passed to me by colleagues along the way, for you to accept for use in
whatever way you wish, or to reject. I have been asked what it is like to be Speaker in such a
place where so many arguments occur. I have answered that it is like being in charge of a
pressure cooker, and the Speaker acts as a pressure valve. A Speaker can sit comfortably and
firmly on the pressure cooker as a pressure valve and allow it to bubble along above a small
flame. The Speaker can use his influence to keep the pressure within the cooker, but when
the flame grows and the contents become more volatile it is necessary for the Speaker to leap
off the pressure valve more often and release the pressure because if he does not he might get
his backside burnt at least, and at wonst the pot might burst. flat would do no-one any good.
Another point of interest was raised with me and I would like to share it with you, Mr
Speaker, as it came from one of your colleagues, a Liberal Party member who is not now
here although I continue to hold him in high regard. After I had spent a couple of days in the
Chair, he must have thought it timely to comment. Members who have been here for some
time may recall my method of controlling the Chamber at that time because he asked why I
was looking after the Government; it had the numbers and did not need me to look after it.
He said that the Opposition needed me to look after those members because if the
Government did not like a situation it had the numbers to disagree with me and with the
Opposition. He arrived in this place in 1974 so it was all right for hini to ask that I took
note of that advice and it was on that day that I began to look rather differently at the
Parliament. I offer those two points for whatever they are worth.
Mr C-J. Barnett: Why didn't you fix the PA system?
Mr M. BARNEfTT- I will come to that. It is a very good point.
My notes for this speech include "Show cartoon of myself"'. Langoulant was kind enough to
draw two cartoons, one of which shows me as a backbencber shouting and yelling. That
cartoon appeared on television. The other shows me as Speaker looking somewhat similar to
you, Mr Speaker, although not with the same colour hair, growling and looking at the
Opposition, and banging my hammer. However, I forgot to bring in the cartoons. [ will
show them to you later, Mr Speaker.
I want to address my remarks to what I consider the three major areas, which can be
remedied by the Parliament in this session very early in the life of this Government in order
to make this place more effective for the people of Western Australia. It is clear that over the
past 30 or 40 years the role of this Parliament has been usurped. I do not blame the current
Government; it would be foolish to do so because it has not been in power long enough to
blame. However, a succession of Executives have taken the opportunity to ensure, in all
sorts of ways, through the numbers and through financial stringency, that this Parliament
does not operate effectively and in the way that it should.
In 1916 the Legislative Assembly comprised 50 members, and the Legislative Council
comprised 30 members while in the Executive there were 10. Today the Assembly has 57
members, an increase of seven; the Legislative Council 34 members, an increase of four; yet
the Executive comprises 17, an increase of seven. I refer now to the block vote of any
Executive. I emphasise this point because it may be seen as a criticism of the current
Government; it is not. It is a criticism of all past Governments over the past 50 years or so.
The block vote of the Executive in many ways has ensured that the Parliament does not
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operate as an effective safeguard against bad Government decisions, and all parties.
including my own, are to blame. Clearly that is one of the major reasons Parliament is not
working. I will address later an excellent method to resolve the situation.
Another reason is that until I camne to this Parliament - indeed, in my early years some 20
years ago - there was huge interaction between members of Parliament; between members
not only of the same political party but also between both sides of this House.
Sure, there was an adversarial role in here. People fought and argued just as violently and
viciously as they do today. A brief reading of any Hansard will show that. But after those
heated debates people would go into the corridors, into their offices, into the parliamentary
bar - Clod forbid that I should go there too often - into the parliamentary dining room and into
the common room and would discuss all of the mactens of State. Indeed, there was such a
thing as corridor confidences. How many people in this place know what a corridor
conference is?
Mr Minson: Very few.
Mr M. BARNErTT: Exactly, In those days one might have an argument in the Chamber -
fight and carry on - then go outside and discuss it. John Tonkin is a perfect example, as is
the current Premier's father. They would go outside the Chamber and Sir Charles Court
would say to John Tonkin, "Look, John, this is the reason we had to do this. I do not want to
bring that out because it is not good for you, for us or for so and so. That is the justification
behind it. I am telling you that in the corridor so that you understand why we have done
that." 'Those sorts of confidences were never broken. They are very important and
significant to the running of Parliament- Only in the past 20 years have those confidences
been broken. Only in the past 20 years have we seen a situation where members do not get
together. How many times have the new Government members socialised with the members
on the Opposition benches? The only time that new Government members will see
Opposition members is in an adversarial role; they will never get to know the human side of
the people on the other side of the fence. That is a very sad state of affairs.
Mr Ptndal: Would you not agree that every older generation of parliamentarians bemoans
the disappearance of those old traditions only to find that 15 or 20 years down the track, the
next generation does the same; nothing really alters?
Mr M. BARNETT: Sure, but I have said that we are getting progressively worse.
Unfortunately my time will run out long before I get anywhere near what I want to say. I
have not even left the first page of the 10 that I am using in this speech. I am in real trouble.
I wanted to make this an effective contribution; not just look at what is wrong, but also offer
solutions. I believe we can put some solutions into effect this year. Twenty years ago John
Tonkin introduced a system of electorate offices. It was an excellent idea. It allowed
members to go into their electorates and service them effectively, but it took members away
from here, and did not give members the opportun icy to see the human side of other members
and to realise that members were not the monsters that are seen in the Parliament but real
people.
Mr Hill: Name them.
Mr M. BARNETT: I am not the Speaker any more. I want to look at the way in which the
general population perceives members of Parliament and how that reflects on the Parliament,
rather than on the members. It is clear that some members of Parliament bring odium and a
lack of respect on themselves. We all know some who bring that on themselves all of the
time, sonic who bring it some of the time and others who try never to bring it on themselves.
In effect, that odium and lack of respect has jumped from those members to this place, the
very cornerstone of democracy. That is where the lack of respect hurts. It does not hurt by
attaching itself to an individual member of Parliament. The lack of respect for this institution
does humt If the general public has no respect for this institution, the very foundation of our
democratic system will begin to crumble.
Today I wili suggest some things that might be put in place in order to regain that respect.
We do a number of things in this place: We legislate; we examine Government; we grant
supply; and we allow members of Parliament on both sides to represent their constituents.
Because time is short I will deal very briefly with only the firs: two.
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What do we do when we legislate in tis place? I have; sat in the Chair far a long time
watching the debates. We introduce a Bill into this place one day and deal with its ust
reading. On die second day we commence with its second reading. In the week between its
introduction and the second reading debate, all members of this Parliament must dissect and
look very closely at every piece of legislation and determine whether it is satisfactory. A: the
same time they must take it to the consumers in the electorate who are involved with it.
Within that week, members of Parliament must come back to this place, having formed an

opnoand give informed debate as to whether it is a correct piece of legislation for the
beeftof this State. Thai must be done with the multiple number of Bills in this place. As
this session wears on we will find that at any given moment there may be 60 or 70 pieces of
legislation before us.
What do we do? Do we look at each and every one of them and still do our jobs? No. We
specialise and a small group looks at different sections of those Bills. We do it properly and
we hope that other people who are given the task of looking at other sections of the
legislation do their jobs as well. We hope that the things they amc saying in this place are
righL That is the truth of the matter. We simply cannot look closely at all the pieces of
legislation, with the exception of the member for Wagin. His reputation in this place is
incredible. His ability to look at all the pieces of legislation and debate them is well known.
People like the member for Wagin are few and far between; not everyone can achieve that
and still do electorate work.
We should put in place a system that allows that investigation to happen. Why are we
getting six or seven returns of these pieces of legislation? It is because we are not doing the
job properly in the first place. If we did so and we took our time and carefully looked at the
legislation, these pieces of legislation would not be returned again in six months, 12 months,
18 months or two years. Sometimes some pieces of legislation are returned that often and
that quickly because they were not looked at properly in the firt place.
Governments in the past have introduced legislation into this place through the Executive,
knowing that this place could not look at it properly because of a lack of proper resourcing.
We do no: have a decent committee system to look at those sorts of things as forcibly as the
Executive puts its legislative program through here, irrespective of whether the legislation is
correct or whether amendments are proposed. The system I will propose is designed to put
that right. I ani faintly hopeful that ibis might be the first Government in a series of
Governments that have neglected the Parliament that might look at doing this properly.
The second most important role of Parliament that I want to mention is the role of examining
the Government; to examine Ministers, to examine the Ministers' decisions, and to examine
the Ministers' departments. Nowhere in the history of this place in which I have been
involved has any Opposition been able to do its task in that regard effectively. Certainly the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee plays an important role, but it is only a
partial role. It certainly cannot look at all the pieces of legislation;, it cannot look at all the
Ministers' departments, and it must be very selective about what it does. It has been very
good in what it has done in the past. Nonetheless, it is selective and a lot of stuff gets
through without anyone having looked at it.
Mr Trenorden: This morning the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee camne
up with 12 or 13 topics it would like to examine, but it will end up considering only two or
three.
Mr M. BARNETT: Resources are a key aspect of my argument. Because of time restraints I
will have to leave out many points that I wanted to raise in support of my argument, but the
point has been made about this Parliament and many others that Parliament is becoming a
rubber stamp for many of its real tasks.
Mr McGinty: A rubber stamp for the Executive.
Mr M. BARNETT: It is not this Executive nor the one before - it is all of them. This
Parliament and this Executive have a real opportunity to begin to put some of those things
right and to make this one of the few Parliaments - perhaps the first in Australia - to operate
properly and to be something of which the people of Western Australia can be proud. As I
said earlier, unless we earn respect for the very cornerstone of our democratic system it will
begin to crumble as surely as we are all sitting here.
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Mr Speaker. I have only seven minutes left of the short time allocated to me and my
concluding remarks would have taken up a lot more time than that. The House is symbolised
by the position of Speaker. Members in this House know that what I an about to say is
something I said last year, the year before and the year before that. It is not new and I do not
resile from it simply because you are sitting in that Chair. We should have a system in this
Parliament that elects a Speaker for longer than one term. We cannot emulate the Parliament
of the United Kingdom; it is not a similar Parliament, our Parliaments are only basically
alike. We cannot accept a Speaker forever. We cannot have a situation where a Speaker is
not opposed by a major party in his electorate as in the UK. However, we can have a
situation where the Speaker goes from one Parliament to the next irrespective of the change
of Government and knowing that upon election he or she will be there for at least two
Parliaments and will clearly be in a position of having to dispense the authority of that
position impartially because it is on the cards that a Government will change after four, eight
or more years. More importantly, the position of Speaker should gamner some respect. 1 was
disappointed during my period that I could not gamner to the position of Speaker the sort of
respect that it should have received, and the sont of respect that the Parliament should
receive. It is the responsibility of each and every member to make sure that respect comes to
this place - if not to individual members, at least to this place and its Presiding Officer. In
addition to the Presiding Officer being elected for that period, the Deputy Speaker should
come from the opposing party. For example, we now have Speaker Clarko from the Liberal
Party; if this proposal were to be adopted we would have a Deputy Speaker hrorn the
Opposition ranks.
Mr Minson: Deputy Speaker Barnett?
Mr M. BARNETT: Quite so. In addition, the Chairmen of Committees should be a panel of
chairmen selected evenly from both sides of' the House. The position of Speaker should be
determined by secret ballot - not the ballot that was held for the Speaker on the last occasion,
the one before, and the one before that where people in the gallery can see who is voting for
whom. At least four members of the public came to me and said that they saw so and so vote
and they knew which way he voted. Is that a secret ballot? That is a nonsense. Ballots
should be properly secret and the nomination of Presiding Officer should not be made by
members of the Executive, but by members of this Parliament.
I will make this speech again when [ have more time because I have left out so many of the
points about the position of Speaker that I wanted to raise. As I have not had the time to
detail my arguments, my comments may not make as much sense, but a system of standing
committees should be introduced into this place to enable those sons of things which are
already wrong with the Parliament to be put right. I can back that up with a huge argument,
but I do not have the time to present it. I did not want to leave out so many important points.
This Parliament can do something within this session to put some of those things right.
Probably of paramount importance is the financial independence of this Parliament over and
above the Executive. We cannot have a situation where Presiding Officers and the heads of
departments go cap in hand to the Treasury saying, "Do you mind if we have an extra
dollar?" and always being rejected. Presiding Officers and their heads of departments must
be able to come to this House for budgetary approval. Until that is the case this Parliament
will never be able to operate effectively. I am only sorry that my time has virtually expired
and I am unable to put the argument as forcibly and with the supporting documents that I
would like.

Amendment to Motion
Mr M. BARNET I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the Government appears to be
determined to discontinue the previous Government's commitment to Perth's
public transport system.

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [3.58 pm]: I am pleased to second the amendment. I express
my absolute disgust and contempt for the contribution made by the member for South Perth
alluding to the tragic death of a woman last year and attempting to make political capital
from it.
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Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have no objection to the member expressing his view at an
appropriate time, but we are debating an amendment to the Address-in-Reply and I press that
he keep to the amendment.
Mr Thomas: Are we a bit sensitive?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Can the member for Cockburn retur to the amendment?

Debate Resumted
Mr THOMAS: As I said, I would like to place on record my absolute contempt for the
member for South Perth's contribution to that debate, it was gutless.
Few matters of policy better set out the difference between the Government and the
Opposition, between the Liberal Party and the National Party and the Labor Party, than their
policies and records in the area of public transport.
Mr Penda]: The convention is that if you are going to sledge someone at least do it while
they are present. It is typical of the behaviour that I was complaining about.
Mr Hill: Hon John Halden was not here.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I remind members that things were going very well.
Members must allow the member for Cockburn to get on with his address. I ask members to
make their speeches pertinent to the amendment.
Mr THOMAS: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I hope that the Hansard reporter noted the
fact that the member for South Perth accused me of criticising him when he was not present.
He made a speech about Hon John Halden who can never be present in this place. He is
gutless.
Mr Pendal interjected.
Mr THOMAS: I repeat: No other policy shows more greatly the difference between the
Labor and Liberal-National Parties than public transport. The achievements of the Labor
Party between 1983 and 1993 are in sharp contrast to those of the conservative Government
which preceded it. The policies on which the Labor Government went to the election early
this year were completely different from the policies the Liberal-National Party Opposition
took to the electors. The actions of the Liberal-National Party Government since it has been
in power over the past couple of months sharply demonstrate the contrast between the two
sides of this House. The Labor Government's record between 1983 and 1993 has been
canvassed a number of times in this House over the past couple of days and, therefore, does
not need to be set out in any great detail. It is well known that the Labor Party reopened the
Perth to Fremantle railway line, electrified the Perth railway system and built the first new
passenger railway line in Perth for 100 years - to the northern suburbs where a very
substantial proportion of Perth's population now live. Those achievements are visible and
often alluded to by people, particularly me, because I would like to see a railway system in
my electorate.
Other aspects of Perth's public transport system, which should be mentioned, ame also very
significant and are as important as the hardware. I refer to the personnel. When the Labor
Government came to power in 1983, the personnel system within the organisation which
provided public transport was outmoded. The people worked in archaic conditions and
structures. In many cases their morale was very low and they operated with outdated
equipment in outdated organisations. The personnel system within Transperth as it now is,
including Westrail and other organisations, was transformed into a modern, efficient
organisation. The people who work there can feel proud of their organisation. To a large
extent, that is a credit to all the Ministers involved. However, credit should go particularly to
the member for Eyre who, I hope, will contribute to this debate. He oversaw, for example,
the transformation of the staffing str-ucture on Perth's passenger trains to one person operated
trains without, I think, losing a day's service. In other States that was a most traumatic
experience. Members may be aware that Melbourne's rail system was closed for months
when the Government tried to introduce a one operator system rather than have two or three
operators. When the member for Eyre was Minister the same transformation was achieved in
the passenger railway system in Perth by negotiation and persuasion. No doubt it was a very
12313-10
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traumatic and painful experience for the workers involved. The unions would not have
welcomed it because it would mean they would lose membership in the long term.
Nonetheless, the member for Eyre and the Government were able to convince the unions that
if they wanted a long term public transport system in the city it must be cost efficient and
effective and they must accept having fewer people employed. That is precisely how that
change was introuced. It is a credit to the people involved, particularly the member for
Eyre, and many other people.
The Labor Government's approach to down-sizing and adjusting public sector structures can
be contrasted with the present Government's approach when it makes similar decisions. I
refer to the Midland Railway workshops and Robb Jetty and the difference in approaches
between the Liberal-National Party and the Labor Party when they deal with public sector
employees. The present coalition Government is unable to achieve major structural
adjustments or changes in organisations for which it is responsible without abusing the work
force or takring cavalier action or making unilateral decisions. Inevitably, it ends up in a
conflict. That is precisely the situation it is in at the moment with Westrail and the meat
industry.
Last night I asked the Minister for Water Resources if he could give a guarantee that no
reductions or sackings will occur in the Water Authority's work force. I wanted to know
whether that very profitable organisation would be making any redundancies. The Minister
said nothing. That is an organisation for which the member for Kimberley was responsible
over a number of years; before that it was the responsibility of Arthur Tonkin and others. It
was transformed into a model public sector organisation. Its efficiency has increased by a
factor of two over five years and four over 10 years - an enormous increase in productivity.
The work force wants to know - it asked me - whether forced redundancies would occur in
the Water Authority. However, the Minister was not prepared to give me that assurance.
The work force in the Water Authority could feel justifiably insecure as a result of his failure
to answer that question.
I referred earlier to the fact that the public transport system of the city of Perth is a credit to
the former Government. The most obvious aspect of that is the railways, which I have
mentioned. That aspect of transport is easy to see and identify with. However, what is often
referred to as the northern suburbs railway is not in fact just a railway; it is the northern
suburbs transit system, which includes not only the main line trains but also the feeder buses
which deliver passengers to the railway stations where they can board the fast, efficient trains
and travel to wherever they want on that line. The feeder bus network is as much a part of
the northern suburbs transit system as is the railway line. That system is the top of the range
transport network operating in the city of Perth as a result of the policies of the former Labor
Government A number of advantages it creates make it appropriate.
Mr Bloff witch interjected-
Mr THOMAS: One day the system will be extended to Geraldton, but I hope it will go to
Rockingham and Mandurah some time before that. Members should consider how
appropriate is the northern suburbs transit system. One of the problems facing public
transport planners in Perth is the fact that it is a very low density city. Part of the way of life
in Australia is to live on what axe known in the vernacular as quarter acre blocks, although
blocks have been getting a lot smaller in recent times. However, the freestanding house on a
quarter acre block is part of the cultural norm to which most people in Australia aspire. That
makes it very difficult for government to provide many services. It makes it very difficult to
provide sewerage and water and all sorts of other services because people are spread out so
thinly compared with the densities in which people in other cities live. That is one of the
costs of the way of life that Australians seek to enjoy and that cost must be paid for, whether
it is paid for in sewerage rates, waxer rates or the provision of public transport infrastructure.
If we do not want to pay it, we will have to live in higher density; we will have to make that
choice. However, most people in Australia for the moment at least will continue to enjoy a
house on a quarter acre block as the way of life to which we aspire.
The northern suburbs transit system as a model shows how we can provide good public
transport services to such areas. It also makes possible transit across suburbs. Under the old
system, all buses fed into the central business district. If I wanted to travel from one suburb
to another - for example, from Whitfords to Tuart Hill - I would have to travel into Perth and
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go back out again. However, under the system that we have with the circulating feeder buses
at four or five paints up and down the northern suburbs line, it is possible for people to travel
across suburbs because the feeder system which circulates around the various stations makes
it possible for people to travel, if they are in one cell, across suburbs. If they want to travel
up and down die line, they can do that also, and then go out on what is effectively a lateral
service to visit people in other suburbs. People who are involved in the administration of
that system have told me that one factor that has come about as a result of the increased
patronage which has exceeded the most optimistic projections of the planners when the
system was being designed is the increased usage during the day by people wbo want to visit
people in other suburbs. Whereas previously that would have involved a journey into Perth
and back out again -

Mr Bloffwizch: I wonder whether it would not be cheaper to give them a family car so that
they can drive from one side to another.
Mr THOMAS: That is the vision typified by the Liberal Party. The member for Geraldton's
solution is to say, "People have to get around, why don't we buy them all a car?" I probably
should mention that, by profession, he sold cars for a living before he became a member of
Parliament. Therefore, it is not unexpected that his vision is very limited to providing cars
for everybody. I guess we could all buy them from Bloffwitch Ford in Geraldton and we
would be a lot better off. However, his comment lacks vision.
The paint has been made in this House on a number of occasions that, as cities get beyond a
certain size, it becomes impossible for everyone to make all the journeys they want without a
private vehicle. Certainly, the private vehicle will continue to be an important part of our
way of life for a long time.
Mr Bloffwitch: How big does it have to get?
Mr THOMAS: A city of about one million people is about the threshold.
Mr Bloffwitch: We have not reached that yet.
Mr THOMAS: No, we have passed it.
Mr Bloffwitch: I am talking about my town.
Mr THOMAS: Ceraldton has some way to go. It will not be the member's problem when
Cleraldton hits a million people.
We cannot continue to rely on freeways as our major form of transport. We must
supplement them and provide good, efficient public transport systems otherwise the city will
choke up. I do not know whether the member for Geraldton who lacks vision in this area has
had the opportunity of visiting the United States.
Mr Bloffwitch: Many times.
Mr THOMAS: Okay. If so, he has probably been to California.
Mr Bloffwirch: Many times.
Mr THOMAS: Then I suggest that he compare Los Angeles with San Francisco.
Mr Bloffwitch: I hope we never end up like Los Angeles.
Mr THOMAS: That is right. San Francisco has a top of the range public transport system.
It has always had a good public transport system. Basically, that city has been planned
around a public transport system even though greater San Francisco, the conurbation around
the bay, including Oakland and places like that, is quite spread out - it is not a single
agglomeration. However, it has been based around public transport which has made San
Francisco one of the nicest places in the world.
Mr Bloffwitch: When I was there, its fares were about five times what they axe in Australia.
Mr THOMAS: The fact that it has public transport makes the quality of life a lot better. On
the other hand, Los Angeles pulled up its rail system in the 1940s or 1950s making a decision
to go almost completely to the private vehicle. The city grew and now is one of the most
awful places on earth in which to live. No doubt there are many other factors involved, but if
we want an illustration - the member for Geraldton seems to lack vision in these matters and
therefore we must provide tangible and easy to understand examples - we have only to make
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a comparison between San Francisco and Los Angeles and ask ourselves where we would
prefer to live and then ask why. To a large extent our decision would depend on the fact that
one has a decent public transport system and the other has not.
Apart from the provision of services, the other difference between the Opposition and the
Government in the provision of public transport is the amount the public is charged to avail
themselves of those services. Other speakers in this debate will allude to that aspect.
However, we have been absolutely astounded to learn, firstly, of the increases announced by
the Government some time ago -

Mr Bloffwitch: Moderate increases.
Mr THOMAS: Yes, 33.3 per cent is said to be a moderate increase! In a year in which
inflation has been at a rate of two per cent we have imposed a 33.3 per cent increase on a
number of zones, depending on the zone.
Mr Bloffwitch: How many millions of dollars do we spend to subsidise the local transport
system?
Mr THOMAS: It costs a lot, the same as the provision of sewerage costs a lot in a city where
people live on quarter acre blocks and the same as the building of roads costs a lot of money.
All of those things cost a lot of money. It is a matter of whether we want to have the sort of
city that provides those services or whether we do not; I do. However, what I do not want to
do is tax the poor highly to provide those services. The Minister announced a 33.3 per cent
increase in fares in a number of zones effective from I July. We all thought that was pretty
awful. My constituents who live in zone 3 will have to pay a 33.3 per cent increase if they
catch the bus into Perth. Unfortunately, they cannot catch a train because there is no such
service. As I said, if they catch a bus they will have to pay a 33.3 per cent increase although
inflation over the past year has been at a rate of two per cent. It is a tax slug for the provision
of what is an essential service for a great many people.
If that was not bad enough, I understand that yesterday in the other place the Minister for
Transport informed Hon John Halden, a colleague of mine and someone whom I am proud to
have as a colleague, that therm would be further increases over and above those increases to
take in the concession fares which are paid by pensioners and students who must travel some
distance from their homes to attend schools and institutions, a situation which very often
exists in a city as spread out as ours. That means that the Government will compound the
33.3 per cent increase by introducing a further increase of 4 per cent. That is an absolutely
disgraceful situation.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Leader of the Opposition) t4.20 pm]: This is a matter
about which a great many people in our community feel very strongly, not the least of whom
arc members on this side of the House. As the previous speaker indicated, it is a matter of
very significant public and social policy. The implications of getting public transport policy
wrong are that the decisions tend to revisit one some time after the decisions were made.
The decisions made in 1993 will have effects long after that time, and will reach the peak of
their effect probably long after we are members of this Parliament. During the past decade
when the Labor Party was in Government it made a special effort on the public transport
system, which had been allowed to run down. There was a clear deterioration of the rolling
stock, the Fremantle to Perth line had been closed, the Midland line was under threat, and
there was a suggestion that the Armadale line would also be closed. In other words, we were
moving towards the Los Angeles solution of eliminating trains altogether. The trolley buses
had been removed, and Perth was relying on the buses and the private car. An inevitable
consequence of that is an expansion of the road network with all its attendant costs. In this
debate the conservatives very often overlook the substantial costs associated with road
building and maintenance, and expansion of that network in all parts of the State but
particularly in dhe metropolitan area. A balance is needed between the use of private motor
vehicles and making public transport very attractive. In Perth it has not been attractive for
people to use public transport because it has been easy for them to travel on a road system
which is well maintained and on which they can without too much trouble - except in
extreme difficulties during some peak hours - get whene they are going within a reasonable
time. That rime has long since passed in some of the larger cities in Australia, such as
Sydney and Melbourne, and we would be foolish to ignore the possibility of Perth ending up
in the same position.
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The policy of the former Government was forward planning. We knew we must have a good
road system available to both city and country dwellers but we knew its costs in road
building, road maintenance and policing. A very elaborate legal system is needed to control
the behaviour of people who drive vehicles on our roads. In addition are the costs in road
trauma and road deaths, so the health system must be expanded. With more people on the
roads and more kilometres travelled, there is a significant social and health cost. The reasons
for the fanner Government's policy were straightforward: To protect the community from a
very serious deterioration in its amenity, enabling people to travel freely within the
community without considerable costs, and taking into account the very significant problems
of air pollution, which are rarely put into a balance sheet when comparing private and public
transpot
A lot of the argument about how much of the cost of the public transport system should come
from the fare box and how much from other forms of taxation is quite misleading. How
much of the cost of road building and maintenance comes from the State fuel tax? Not a
large proportion of those funds is used for that purpose, but in the end it is a question of who
pays, who can afford to pay, and what is the balance between them. The previous Labor
Government took the view that we should have a high quality system, it should be as cheap
as possible, and should be expanded to meet the needs of a growing community. That meant
we should ensure we were moving with the growth in the population. That is why the
northern suburbs railway line was built. The popularity of that service is beyond question,
although at the time we decided to undertake that construction there was considerable doubt
from members opposite. I am sure the members who represent those northern suburbs will
be surprised at just how little enthusiasm there was on the ocher side of the House for this
very important project.
I am critical of the present Government because it has failed to enunciate a clear policy of its
own. The Labor Government both enunciated a clear policy and acted upon it, in termns of
capital investment, improvements to the efficiency of the organisation, and a balance
between the public and private transport which has stood it in such good stead. This
Government has failed to enunciate a clear policy. It seems to be hostile to public transport
use and users. It is a curious attitude that seems to suggest that people who use public
transport are somehow second class citizens who do not deserve to be taken into
consideration. This Government does not understand the need for a balance sheet between
public and private transport. The Opposition is lookdig to the Govemnment for a clearly
enunciated public policy and for some reasonable assessment of the balance sheet. What
does it cost to have more and more cars on the road, more pollution, more damage to
individuals through road trauma, more policing and the type of congestion we see in other
cities?
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Do you drive a car?
Dr LAWRENCE: Yes, but I also use public transport. Many people living in the inner city
area do not have motor vehicles. The latest figures from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
indicate that in my area approximately 22 to 30 per cent of people do not have motor
vehicles but use public transport as their sole means of transport. Of course, some probably
walk, ride motorcycles and so on.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you know why Western Australia has the highest level of car ownership
in the world?
Dr LAWRENCE: The reason Western Australia has the highest level of car ownership is
that it has been possible for people to use their motor vehicles in a comfortable way, until the
city reached its present stage of development. There has not been a decent system of public
trnsport until the last decade, and it still has not reached a satisfactory level for those living
in the southern part of the metropolitan area. That is why the former Labor Government
made the next part of its planning for Perth's needs the extension of the electrified rail link to
the Rockingham and Mandurah areas. Without that we shall have a continuation of the
freeway building and the proliferation of connecting roads which have destroyed whole
suburbs. As a member representing inner suburbs of Perth I am very conscious of the effects
of excessive road building. In central Sydney and central Melbourne one sees the damage
that can be done to otherwise beautiful cities by die proliferation of roads, which in many
cases would not have been necessary had there been proper planning for public transport in
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those cities. The farmer Government indicated its intention to extend the rail system in a
responsible way over two successive terms. It did not try to achieve it in one four year term
but wanted to extend the rail system gradually to the south over the next decade. The
Opposition may ask how it would be funded. How can the Government afford not to fund it,
when otherwise it must spend enormous sums of money on additional roads, road
maintenance, and associated motor vehicle costs, such as road trauma, damage and policing,
not to mention pollution and loss of social amenities? The present Government put up only
one side of the balance sheet for inspection and, therefore, came up with a very simple
minded answer. I am critical of the Government - that is indicated in this amendment - for
its inability to enunciate so far a decent public transport policy. That has been epitomnised in
recent days by its substantial increase in fares. Government members will say that these
people should pay more for the privilege of riding on public transport. The same argument
could be made about people using woads, or people using country buses and trains. I note
that the fares did not go up in the country. What happened? It was an interesting omission.
Mr Bloffwitch: If you look at the services in the country you would know why they did not
go up. They are nonexistent.
Dr LAWRENCE: Is there not a train to Kalgoorlie or a train to Bunbury? As far as I can see
there was no examination of the costs being applied in the metropolitan area -

Mr Bloffwitch: Try going to work catching the bus in Geraldton and see how good the
service is. People must walk.
Dr LAWRENCE: I lived in that area and a conservative Government ripped out the rail
system. We have seen an increase in fares and the rationale for that increase has been very
misleading; that is, that Western Australia has the cheapest public transport system in
Australia and, therefore, we should increase the level of fares charged up to the level of those
charged in cities such as Sydney and Melbourne. I thought that we in Western Australia
aimed for the best and tried to make our service operate efficiently with the burden of cost
being spread throughout the whole community, so that those people on pensions or low
incomes did not pay a high cost- That is why this is such an awful decision by the
Government. It is not just that the fare increases were considerably above those stated. Most
of the fare increases for people in the metropolitan area who use public transport, rather than
those who live next door to all the facilities, were in the order of 30 per cent, and in some
cases they were as high as 70 per cent for people on pensioner or student concession cards.
For example, students travelling from Mandurah to Perth will pay 70 per cent morn. That is
hitting the people who can least afford to pay for a very marginal benefit from the increased
revenue to Transperth. It would be far better thwough the general tax take to encourage the
use of public transport of a high quality which meets the needs of people throughout the city.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Which tax would you use to correct the Transperth deficit?
Dr LAWRENCE: Some very misleading statements have been made by the Minister about
the so-called debt of Transperth. I seriously suggest that he go back to basic accounting
school, and read his own annual reports. He should not confuse debt, whkch I am sure the
member speaking to me understands -

Mr CiJ. Barnett: It is the deficit.
Dr LAWRENCE: He keeps talking about debt. He should not confuse debt with deficit, nor
with various liabilities such as superannuation liabilities that the public transport system, like
every other arm of Government, has incurred over the years.
It is obvious that the very substantial increases applied to bus fares recently, particularly to
the outer metropolitan regions - the inter-suburban links - have a couple of purposes. Firstly,
it may be seen that they increase the take for Transperth. but in this case so marginally one
must wonder why the organisation bothered to recommend it to Government. So one starts
to look for other reasons, and the example that is close at hand is in New South Wales. The
Minister himself has confirmed in recent days the Government's intention to ptvatise all the
outer metropolitan suburban bus services in Western Australia. The Government is certainly
examining it, but if one listens to the Minister's rhetoric and statements in the Press it is clear
that he thinks it is a good thing and should go ahead. flis is in advance, by the way, of any
serious examination of the question in a public way. Some task force in the Department of
Transport is doing it at the moment, and Hon Eric Charlton has said that he will then involve
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industry groups; but what about the community? The community should have a say about
that, particularly to make same comparisons with what exists here in the way of a service and
how it would compare, for instance, with the privatisation that has taken place in New South
Wales and that which already exists in the United Kingdom. In the United Kingdom and
New South Wales - and incidentally, they used the same consultant to do this work - a
reduction occurred in the service.
Mr Lewis: Which consultant?
Dr LAWRENCE: Not here; I am talking about New South Wales. I will give the Minister
for Planning the name in a minute. A reduction in the frequency of services was experienced
in New South Wales in the suburbs where privatisation took place. A reduction in the
quality of the service also occurred, particularly for those people on concessions and
benefits, because they were denied many of those concessions and benefits. This issue is a
political hot potato in New South Wales and I warn the Government politically against doing
it, because people do not take kindly to having services reduced and paying more for them
when it is being done for clearly ideological reasons, as would be the case here.
One problem with privatisation is that tickets bought on a private bus route cannot be
transferred to public transport, so the integrated system will be lost. As the member for
Cockburn indicated earlier, the ability to transfer between routes is one of the benefits now of
the integrated system. Pensioner and student concessions have been very severely restricted
following the introduction of privatisation, bus services are less frequent, and travel generally
on private services is much more expensive than on public transport. So we are seeing in the
very considerable imposts added to the outer metropolitan bus service a preparation for
privatisation. The Minister for Transport has not denied it; in fact, this morning he extolled
the virtues of a system such as that.
How does this make economic sense? We are told these are the very links that are most
expensive for Transpertk to maintain and run. I am sure we have all had die experience of
seeing in the outer metropolitan areas buses which do not enjoy substantial patronage except
during peak hours. Transperth already has a very significant capital investment in buses. If a
private sector organisation is to be involved, will Transperth sell some of its assets to that
organisation, or will the private organisation invest in the necessary capital equipment to
ensure it can cover those routes? Is this a backdoor way of increasing revenue to the
Government, or simply a duplication of the purchase of capital equipment which would not
make economic sense in the broader community?
What will happen with the subsidies? Those routes are subsidised very considerably at the
moment;, in fact, they axe the most subsidised of all. The major spines of the network with
very frequent high patronage are quite profitable in themselves, but the less densely
populated areas with less frequent services during off peak times certainly would not be
worth a private operator's maintaining them. As has happened in New South Wales, we
would get the payment of subsidies from the taxpayer to a private organisation - and that has
not been denied, that is how it would work. The Government would pay a subsidy to a
private sector operator to run the buses in Cockburn, Armadale or Whitford.
The assumption made by the Government is always that it will be more efficient if it is done
by the private sector. That is not the experience in New South Wales or the United
Kingdom. The experience there is that a less frequent, lower quality service is provided with
fewer concessions and no ability to transfer. It may not cost the taxpayers as much in the
long term - and I am not even sure of that; I will check on the New South Wales figures over
time as it is early days yet - but they are certainly receiving much less. For people in those
outer metropolitan areas it is a very considerable reduction in their service. So subsidies will
be necessary, and there is nothing surer, knowing the Public Service, than that a whole level
of inspection and audit will be needed to make sure that those subsidies amt not being rorted
and exploited in some way by the private sector operators. I am not saying all businessmen
are bad; I do not have that attitude. However, I do know that when contracting to
Government, many contractors see the Government coming and a 10 per cent inflation factor
is added on and Government must be very frm. with them to make sume -

Mr Kierath: Contractors always saw you coming.
Dr LAWRENCE: I do not think so. What about $500 000 for the McCarrey report?
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I repeat that subsidies will be necessary and they will have to be monitored. No-one will be
in a position to be absolutely certain that they are justified. Transperth's very considerable
capital investment will either be duplicated by private operators or its resources will be sold
off. If that is the case and the assets are sold, it will give less flexibility to meet changes of
demand, particularly in peak times, because those buses are used across the whole system. If
the assets are sold off, a likely outcome is that Transpenth will be left short in its core
operations. I am told that has happened in New South Wales.
Mr Hll: They will go further.
Dr LAWRENCE: They could. We could well see an increased cost to the consumer. There
is a very real likelihood of increased costs to the Government and Transperth, and
concessions and quality of service will be significantly reduced.
The announcement of these fare increases which, in many cases, will hit families very hard,
particularly low income families, has caused a flurry of activity as people tried to get
multirider tickets, in particular, before the 1 July imposition of the new fares. In announcing
the increases in charges the Government engaged in a considerable sleight of hand. It did not
put the actual fare schedule into the public arena on the day it announced the fares. It
purported to provide a description of the average increase, which was totally misleading
because the range went from zero to 80 per cent and for most people the cost impact was
considerably higher than the Government indicated. It is in stark contrast to what we did last
year.
Mr Lewis: What was the range?
Dr LAWRENCE: From zero to 75 or 80 per cent.
Mr Lewis: You said 80 per cent.
Dr LAWRENCE: I amn sorry. It was seventy something per cent, almost 80 per cent.
Mr Lewis: It was 71 per cent. You have bent the truth again.
Dr LAWRENCE: What did the Minister say the increase was? He tried to tell us it was 10
per cent. Tell the people for whom it was 70 per cent that that was the case!
When we put up charges last year - and I might say they were aDl below the inflation rate -
we put out on the day the charges were announced all the increases in relation to public
transport and the precise charges that applied in every level of concession and every zone; all
the country increases to the extent that there were such increases; and some assessment to
enable families to plan what it might cost an avenage family to meet the additional charges.
This Government has dribbled it out over time with a charge here and a fare there and no
information in the public arena or commitment to provide people with the necessary
knowledge for them to budget and plan. As is always the case, the Government has shown a
totally arrogant attitude towards the people of this State.
I seek leave to incorporate in Mansard graphs showing the increases in bus and train fares for
the various categories of user - the adult, pensioner and child student concession holder - for
the major zones in the metropolitan area. This will indicate very clearly the huge increases
that we have seen under this Government, and it proposes to increase them even further.
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.]
[See page No 837.]
MR RIEPPER (Belmont) [4.40 pm]: The electorate of Belmont has a dependency on public
transport. I am made aware of this dependency on a weekly, sometimes daily, basis as
whenever a change in the bus routes occurs constituents immediately come to my electorate
office to tell Me about it. These people depend on buses to take them to the shops, the
doctors and senior citizens' centres to enable them to live the life they choose. Therefore,
whenever a change occurs in the public transport arrangement, an immediate meacdion is felt
in my electorate office. You are nodding your head, Mr Deputy Speaker; you must have the
same sort of electorate.
The reaction to public transport changes in my electorate is understandable when considering
the percentages of car ownership in the suburbs which 1 proudly represent in this Parliament.
These figures indicate that many people use public transport as their sole means of transport.
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Mr Bradshaw: It now takes people in Doubleview twice as long to travel to the city thanks to
you people - you scuffed it up!
Ms RIPPER: Would the member close the northern suburbs railway?
Mr Bradshaw: I am saying that the previous Government did not do things correctly for
these people.
Mr RIPPER: What sort of changes would the member make?
Mr Bradshaw: These people need a bus which travels straight to the city; it is a few
kilomnetres. They must now change from bus to the railway line.
Mr RIPPER: The member would like to see less patronage of the northern suburbs railway
line. However, his comment does not have much relevance to the point I make.
People in my electorate are heavily dependent on public transport. That fact is supported by
the proportion of car ownership in these suburbs. The figures published in The West
Australian recently were drawn from work conducted by the Australian Bureau of Census
and Statistics. They indicate that 14 per cent of households in Belmont do not own a motor
vehicle; 11I per cent in Cloverdalie are in the same position, as are 20 per cent in Rivervale, 19
per cent in Redcliffe, and 22 per cent in Carlisle. Therefore, nearly a quarter of households
in Carlisle do not own a motor vehicle. and for those people public transport is an important
determinant of their quality of life.
The previous Government had a social justice strategy. However, the current Government is
not interested in a social justice strategy - if anything, it has a social injustice strategy! The
social justice strategy of the previous Government was designed to bolster the living
standards of people on the lowest incomes in our society.
Mr Pendal: You robbed them of $1 500m! Where is the social justice in that? You gave
buckets of money to Bond, Connell and your other Labor mates.
Mr RIPPER: Where is the social justice in not raking care of the most disadvantaged
members of our community? If the member for South Perth listens, he will understand that
the basis of support for people on low incomes is being attacked by changes made by the
Government, particularly in the transport area. People on low incomes have already
experienced a direct cut in living standards as a result of reductions in emergency financial
relief - otherwise known as help in an unforeseen financial crisis. If people are in that
situation now, $1m less is available to help them than was the case in 1992-93. This is a
shameful funding cut! The principal support for people on low incomes is through State
Government concessions, and under the previous Government about $170m was allocated to
concessions.
Mr Pendal: Nobody believes what you crowd say.
Mr RIPPER: The member for South Perth should look at the publicly available figures; he
obviously has not bothered.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We were going along nicely. Members on both sides of
the House may by all means make the odd interjection, but they must not interject over each
other- Also, the member should keep to the point. I do not see the relevance of the money
available for emergency relief to the debate about public transport.
Mr RIPPER: If people on low incomes are hit in the wallet through public transport fare
increases, and other charge increases, by this Government, people are more likely to have an
unforeseen financial crisis. However1 when such people pop along to receive some
assistance from this Government, they will be told, "Sorry, we have $lmn less. Perhaps you
wvould like some advice and words instead.' In the past the principal form of support for low
income people provided by the Government has been concessions, of which transport
concessions are an important part.
It is worthwhile noting the recipients of transport concessions: The people to be hit by these
increases will be holders of the health benefit card; recipients of sickness allowances and
their dependants; and people aged between 60 and 64 years receiving the Newstant
allowance. Jobsearch or special benefits for 12 months - in other words, the older long ternm
unemployed. The second category relates to holders of transport concession cards which arc
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issued to pensioners, and their dependants, whose incomes are below certain limits. The
third category is holders of the health card issued to people on low incomes, for example
those earning less than $199 a week who are single with no dependants. This category also
includes students, recipients of the Newatart and Jobsearch allowances and special benefits.
Other categoiries include the 6 021 war widow pension recipients in this State, as well as
holders of the Seniors' Card. These people will be hit by fare increases. These people have
had living conditions and standards undermined by the Minister for Transport's scheme.
For example, the suburb of Rivervale within my electorate has 20 per cent of households
without a car. We have seen increases in fares from Rivervale to the city for a multirider
ticket from $10.40 to $11.05, an increase of 6.25 per cent. However, the situation is much
worse for Cloverdale and Kewdale. More than one in 10 households in Cloverdale does not
own a car and people must travel to the city by public transport. Nevertheless, a multirider
ticket for these people has increased from $13.20 to $16.15, which is a 22.35 per cent
increase. Wait for it! I have referred to increases in the standard fare, but the adult
concession fare for the same nrip has increased by 18.6 per centt, and the student fare has
increased by 13.33 per cent? In other cases, the increase in concession fares is greater than
that for standard fanes. This situation applies in other electorates.
I notice that the member for Whitford is in the Chamber. Does he support the increases in
public tansport fares?
Mr Johnson: You asked me this question yesterday, but I will answer it again: I do support
them.
Mr RIPPER: The member for Whitford goes on the record supporting increases in public
transport fanes.
Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: The member for Whitford supports an increase of 23.73 per cent in the fares
that his constituents must pay to travel to the city. He supports an increase of 32.04 per cent
if his constituents happen to be disadvantaged or have access to concessional fanes. I would
like to see an indication in the local newspaper that the member for Whitford supports that
fare increase.
Mr Johnson interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: The situation is the same for the member for Wanneroo. it is a pity he is not
here. I believe he will also support substantial fare increases for his constituents. For them
to nravel to the city using a multirider ticket, the standard fare will increase by 24.39 per cent.
Here is the rub for people on low incomes: The fee increases for the disadvantaged in
Wannerco will be 48.54 per cent. That represents almost a 50 per cent increase in fares for
disadvantaged Wanneroo constituents. Coalition members representing outer suburbs have
indicated their support for massive increases in public transport fares for their mast
disadvantaged constituents. That is not the way in which I would seek to represent an
electorate if I were them.
An important question is raised by the disparity between the increases for concessional fares
and those for standard fanes. The Minister for the Family has responsibility for policies and
Government decisions which impact on the wellbeing. of the family; he is also the Minister
for Community Development. What is his attitude to these fane increases? Does he accept
responsibility for examining the impact of Government decisions on the wellbeing of
families in general, particularly those families most disadvantaged? Has he made an
assessment of the impact of those decisions? If so, what was the outcome? Has he taken any
action? If not, why not?
These initial fare increases are not the end of the matter. The Minister for Transport has
further proposals in the pipeline which will impact on the most disadvantaged families in this
State. I am referring to the families for whom I want the Minister for the Family and
Community Development to advocate; to take up their case in Cabinet by exercising his
responsibility as he should, given the portfolios he holds. According to statistics on married
couples, in 16 300 families the husband is unemployed and the wife is either unemployed or
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not in the labour force. In 68 700 families from which the husband is not in the labour force,
die wife is either unemployed or also not in the work force.
Mr Pendal interjected.
Mr RIPPER: I am talking about the labour force. The figures come from the Australian
Bureau of Statistics. The families I have just referred to are the ones I want the Minister for
the Family to properly represent with regard to the decision makcing processes of this
Government. I would be delighted if he entered into this debate either on this amendment or
at a later stage and explain to the House what responsibility he accepts for Government
decisions which impact on the well being of families generally and which impact particularly
on families on low incomes or who are otherwise disadvantaged. The figures 1 have
mentioned indicate that in most cases the increases in concessional fares have been greater
than increases in the standard fanes.
I have said that there is worse to come. The Minister for Transport told the upper House that
he would like to see a general increase in concessional fares to half that of the standard fare.
It is worthwhile examining what that would do to the constituents I have been talking about.
If the Minister's proposals axe accepted, disadvantaged people in my electorate, particularly
those in Kewdale and Cloverdale, will be affected by a 58 per- cent increase in the cost of
their concessions] fares. That is not 58 per cent on the present fares but in addition to the
increase on which the Government has already decided. I am talking about a further 58 per
cent increase.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I draw members' attention to the fact that about six
conversations are going on all around the Chamber. It is difficult for mne and for the Hansard
reporter to hear. If members want to hold a conversation, the opportunity is provided behind
the Chair.
Mr RIPPER: There seems to be a regrettable lack of interest from members on the other side
in the level of fares charged to disadvantaged families and constituents.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: That appears to be the problem. Members opposite do not have any care and
concern for people on low incomes or who are otherwise disadvantaged. That is
demonstrated by the difference between the increases in concessional fares and in standard
fares. If the proposals by the Minister for Transport are accepted, the constituents of the
member for Whitford will face a further increase beyond the one they already face, of 44 per
cent; those people are already facing an increase of 32 per cent. In addition to a 48.5 per cent
increase, the disadvantaged constituents of the member for Wannerno - he is here at last -
will face another increase of 50 per cent. That is what I call a phasing in policy - 50 per cent
now and 50 per cent in the future if the Minister's proposals are accepted.
The Mfinister for Transport bears prime responsibility for these changes. Unfortunately, he
resides in another place. However, in this House is the Minister who has responsibility for
examining the effect of Government policies on the wellbeing of families and on those
people in our community most disadvantaged, and I refer to the Minister for the Family and
for Community Development. He should cell this House whether he has made an assessment
of the impact of those policies on families, If so what is the outcome and what action has he
taken? If he does not do that, he is not meeting his responsibilities as the Minister for the
Family.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [4.59 pm]: The proposed fare increases ane absolutely
appalling. What justification could there possibly be to penalise people on pensions and
students with such hefty increases?
Mr Bloffwicch interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Thbe member for Geraldton inanely interjects. Earlier in this debate he
said that we should give all people cars. I presume that is because he thought he would
personally benefit being a Ford dealer, otherwise, how could such insanity be explained?
Why does the Court coalition Government penalise students and pensioners? All the fares
will increase far too much; however, why hit pensioners and students to such an excessive
extent?
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Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs HALLAHAN: In zone 3 people in the seat of Arrnadale who catch the train or bus from
die Keirascott area to die city will be faced with a hefty increase. Those with student or adult
concessions will be paying 33 per cent more. I cannot see the logic in that. I defy any
member opposite, despite inane inteijections, to justify that increase Not one of them tries
to do so; they do not face the issue at all. The member for Roleystone will have a tough job
explaining the increases to people in his electorate. In zone 4 are the Challis. Sherwood and
Armadale stations and the areas of Westfield, Wungong and Roleystone. The people from
Westfield and Roleystone who live in zone 4 often travel on feeder buses to die Kelmscont
station. Those poor pensioners and students will have to pay an increase of 50 per cent in
their fares. If they ive out in Jarrabdale, in zone 6, they will have to pay a fare increase of
57.14 per cent. I do not know how members opposite can interject without having some
measure of embarrassment about their position in this issue. All their interjections are on
some other subject; they do not address this matter because they cannot. There is no logic to
these increases. Why would the Government hit pensioners? We all know that students,
pensioners, people on supporting parents' benefits and all Department of Social Security
benefit recipients are on the lowest incomes in this country. What do they get? They are
faced with the highest increase in their fares on buses and trains. Members today are
debating a disgusting spectacle. It is no wonder that members opposite want to digress onto
other topics.
Members all know that conservative Governments have a problem in dealing with big
business such as petrol and rubber companies. They have demolished the public transport
systems in many cities of the world. That is because coalition conservative Governments
have been in the pockets of those companies, and what a hash those cities are. Let not
metropolitan Perth and Western Australia fall into the same trap of demolishing the public
transport system and destroying the whole social fabric of transport and communication
systems.
Thme West Australian on 23 June contained a good article -

Government members interjec ted.
Mrs HALLAN4AN: Members opposite should listen and learn, from a journalist from The
West Australian. The article on Wednesday, 23 June 1993 was written by Dennis Lingane
and was headed "Joondalup demand forces rail review". It states -

The number of people using the Joondalup railway has almost doubled expectations
and is about seven years ahead of predictions.
The unprecedented success has forced Westrail to ask for a reassessment by the
consulting engineers who did the original survey.

They must now assess what the future needs will be. So great is the demand and so much
have people responded to the opportunity for an improved, quality public transport system,
that it has exceeded all predictions. It is a marvellous success story in anybody's terms; so
much so that the article reported that the spokesman for Westrail, Tony Field, said -

"The question is, where do we go from here?'
The electrified trains are such a success, how do we meet the demand that has been created?
The article further states -

The dramatic rise has also been mirrored on the Arinadale, Fremantle and Midland
lines on which passengers loads are 30 per cent higher than before electrification.

That is a huge response from the community and it is a huge success story for public
transport. The article continues -

Transpcrth spokesman Ted Hussey said electric trains carried 11.8 million passengers
over the past year, compared with 7.5 million annually two years ago.
'There is no doubt that when you give people quality, it pays off," he said.
'The clean, modemn rail cars and the new passenger service assistants have combined
to give train travel a new quality image.
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"The electrification program has been an unprecedented success.
"The northern corridor is the most successful, but even the other services art carrying
record numbers."

This marvellous, quality, attractive, effective and efficient public transport system was
developed by the Labor Government. People are responding to it by travelling on it and
enjoying that. However, this Government has hit them with horrendous increases. It is not
so long ago that I was a Minister in Government. One can always make a case for increases.
However, the size of these increases is outrageous. The people living in the electorate of
Armadale will not be impressed about the increases at all. They did not think this
Government was about better management anyway, and this will confirm their view that it is
not. People in and around Armadale will see their muiltirider tickets increase by about 24 per
cent from $18.45 to $22.95 from tomorrow. That is a $4.50 increase. That adds a real cost
to a family's expenditure, and many families are struggling already. A trip to Perth will now
cost 22.73 per cent mome wish single vrain tickets increasing by 500 from $2.20 to $2.70.
They are huge increases. The member for Roleystone will have fun explaining to people in
his electorate why those increases are necessary.
I return to my previous question: What about students and people on pensions, and
supporting parents who must take their children to medical appointments and a range of other
activities? They will feel it the most. I would not have thought that any conservative
Government could be as callous as this Government. In a short time its degree of
carelessness about the wellbeing of people is staggering. This is another classic, clear
example of why nobody should ever vote for a Liberal-National coalition Government in this
State.
A new member in this place, the member for Swan Hills, is here under false pretences. The
people in her seat will be hit by enormous charges. Those people reside mainly in zone 4.
Mr Shave: What do you mean she is in here under false pretences? She won her seat in the
election fair and square.
Mrs HALLAHAN: What about her campaigning about retaining the heavy engineering
institute at Westrail?
Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: What is the member's name? Mr Melville? Or is it Mr Stupid Melville
or Mr Misleading Melville? He should not object when his team - even if he did not - made
promises that were wiped away. It is an embarrassment to the member for Swan Hills.
People thought she was doing her best to honour her end of the deal for the member's crazy
company and her crazy Government. However, now she will have to explain to all those
people -

Mr Pendal: She said she was very angry about it.
Mrs HALLAHAN: She should be angry about it. She should be angry about all the
Government front bench. She should be so angry that she should leave and join Liz
Constable. The member for Swan Hills will have a real problem explaining to the residents,
including pensioners and students, of Wooroloo and Chidlow, which are in zones 5 and 6 of
Transpenth's network, that for them public transport fares will increase by 57.14 per cent.
Mr Trenorden: Your Government would not give those people any services. I tried to get
them.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The member for Avon should not talk rubbish.
Mr Ripper: With respect, you are new to this House - this is his normal pattern.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The least the Government can do is table in this House the reasons for
the increase in the fares for students and those people who have adult concessions.
Governments make decisions and they will stand or fall by them. The increases are a
savage blow to the low income families in this State and the least the Premier can do is table
in this Parliament the reasons for the increases. What is the reason for a fare increase which
will hit hardest the most needy in the community? I ask the Premier to sable the reasons so
that members on this side of the House can make a judgment.
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For some people fares for public transport are a necessity they can not avoid paying. Many
of these people do not have the wherewithal to buy their own vehicles and they do not have
friends with a vehicle to drive them. They rely on public transport. Why should we make
life more intolerable for a group of people who already are faced with a range of life's
problems.
I suppont the amendment. I condemn the Government and I hope it will take into account the
needs of the lower income groups in our society when it makes decisions in the future.
MR LEWIS (Applecross - Minister assisting the Minister for Transport) [5.13 pm]: In the
last couple of hours we have listened to a pathetic contribution from the Opposition.
Mr Ripper: Thai is because you do not care about the wellbeing of disadvantaged families.
Mr LEWIS: The member should listen to me. The Opposition's argument had no structure
or theme to it. Its performance was absolutely pitiful. It is obvious the Opposition either
does not understand die situation or is not aware of the financial position of Transperth. The
Opposition is advocating that there should be no change to the fare structure, notwithstanding
that Transperth, in a technical sense, is bankrupt. The Opposition made no suggestions to
rectify the situation. The bottom line is that the Opposition's contribution to this debate has
been like a dog's breakfast.
The member for Cockburn did at least contribute to the debate by referring to vision and
policy. He asked this Government to explain its position. The Government is more than
cognisant of the need to put in place the communication corridors within the Perth
metropolitan region. The Government does not shrink from its previous commitment that it
will continue research to identify the transit routes that will be required in the future.
Planning is proceeding to identify these routes, nor on the basis of politics or shallow
argument to win political points as the previous Government did - it served up a dishonest
proposition to build a railway from Fremantle to Mandurah. It said that the Fremantle to
Rockingham section would be operating by 31 December 1995. Can members opposite, by
way of interjection, say with any conscience that if they had been rn-elected to Government it
would have done that?
Mr Thomas: Yes.
Mr LEWIS: The member for Cockburn knows jolly well there was no chance of that
happening.
Mr Thomas: Have you closed off that option? -
Mr LEWIS: The option which has been closed is that there will not be a railway built from
Fremantle to Rockinghamn and Rockingham to Mandurah. What will happen is what the

prvosGovernment's advisers told it. However, politics was involved and the previous
Goenent discounted the advice of Transperrh engineers, the planners and other

international advice. They did not know what technology would be used.
Prior to the last election Opposition members were making statements about building a
railway from Fremantle to Mandurab by the year 2000 and from Fremantle to Rockingham
by 31 December 1995 because they thought it would help diem to win seats. It appears that
no cost benefit analysis had been done. It was all about politics and it was an absolute
charade.
The findings of the south west area transit steering conmmiutee study are that it will cost
$300m-plus to build the Fremantle to Rockingham line and the fare box will be $5m per
annum. I remind members that Transperrh is getting only a 90 return in every dollar spent in
fares by the passengers using the electrified rail system. The coalition Government's vision -

Mr Thomas: Your vision is freeways.
Mr LEWIS: No, it is not. What is wrong with members opposite is that they are disciples of
Peter Newman. They talk about consultancies. Members opposite should wait until I drag
out the consultancies they gave Peter Newman, who is supposed to be an associate professor
at Murdoch University, but he was never there; he was preparing briefs for the previous
Government. I will trot out the details next week and advise members opposite what they
paid Peter Newman. The trouble was, of course, that his argument was flawed because he
thought transport was all about moving people. He said we do not need to have roads. We
should have uam s - or access rail, the euphemism for trains. However, he forgot the
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fundamental fact that the economy of this State and nation is dependent upon the efficient
movement of goods and services round this State and nation. If we do not build roads, our
economy will collapse. He said we should put in trarns and move goods and services by way
of access roads. This tramway, which would be the longest tramway in the world, would
cost $300m just to get to Rockingham, and the return would be $5m per annum. There was
no cost benefit analysis and no advice from transport engineers or planners. The previous
Government had a political agenda; that is all it was worried about. Opposition members
now say piously that they had a grand plan and vision! Their vision was all about their re-
election to Government, and that backfired on them because they were caught out.
This Government will introduce an omnibus anmendmient which will put on the Statute book
those transport corridors that will be required for transit in the future. That planning work is
being undertaken now. The Line will not go from Frem antic, by the way, and members
opposite know it will never go from Fremantle. It will go via Perth, perhaps down the
freeway, or perhaps down the existing system, but it will end up in Rockingham, and it will
end up in Mandurah at some time in the future when the population of Mandumah can justify
it.
We are looking also at the north east corridor. There are two or three different options from
the line to Midland: One at Success Hill, to get into the development that is occurring to the
west of the Swan Valley, and one up the Tonkin Highway. Those options are currently being
examined and those reservations will be put into the metropolitan region scheme so that they
will be there for future generations and when the cost benefit analysis indicates that it is
economic to build those rail lines. Members opposite should not talk about this Government
having no vision about transport planning. There has been a lot of carping by members
opposite about costs and the like, and the Leader of the Opposition carped about how we
were looking at perhaps using the private sector to provide bus services. She said we could
not have an integrated public and private system because people would not be able to take a
ticket from a public system to a private system. All we heard were negatives.
Mr Shave: Dr Knock Knock.
Mr LEWIS: Yes - classic Opposition knock, knock, knock: You cannot do this and you
cannot do that. This Government does not believe that it cannot do this and it cannot do that.
We can do anything if we try hard enough. We know that we must try jolly hard to make our
public transport system work, because at this time it is not working.
The member for Cockburn referred to Los Angeles and San Francisco. I remind the House
that last July 1 travelled around the world. I went to the Docklands in London, where one of
the most sophisticated transport systems in the world is in operation. 1 then went to inspect
the Paris Metro, the London Underground, the Vancouver Skytrain, the Metro in Los
Angeles and the Bay Area Transit system in San Francisco. I did a lot of work. I spoke to
the management of those transport systems and analysed their costs. Do members opposite
know what is the norm for fare box return in the world?
Mr Thiomas: It is a lot higher than ours.
Mr LEWIS: The norm is over 50 per cent. The London Greater Transport Board is looking
at a return from the fare box of around 85 per cent. Our public transport system, which the
previous Government got into such a disgraceful state of affairs, returns 15.5$t in every dollar
from the fare box, and members opposite boast about what a great job they did! Are they
proud of that? Do they not think that a fundamental responsibility of a responsible - and I
emphasise the word responsible, because the previous Government was not - Government
should be to make the urban transport system more efficient? The previous Government did
not know what it wanted to do. The Opposition has some person at Transperth who is
feeding it all this garbage. I want to touch on the morality of that, by the way. The previous
Government parachuted all of its people into various Government departments.
Mr Thomas: That is not right.
Mr LEWIS: Those people are feeding stuff to the Opposition, and the Opposition is leaking
it out and is trying to pre-call what the Government will do. If the Opposition had any
morality at all, it would say to those people, "Do you not have any self respect? Are you not
professional public servants? Should you do that?" Those people are dishonouring the
service of which they are a part.
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The Opposition claims that we should not look at ways of perhaps providing some
concessions for private bus operators. Prior to 1954 or 1955, a private bus system operated
in the Perth region. Because that system was private, it worked. It paid wages and salaries,
and I dare say it made a small profit. However, along came a Labor Government with its
work practices and demarcation problems, and we had the bus drivers tell the patrons where
they could get on and off the bus and what routes they could travel, rather than provide a
service to the patrons. Over those years, under Labor Government Administrations, and with
all the rorts that have gone on, the bus service has returned only 220 in every dollar. What a
disgrace! Are members opposite proud of that? Are they saying we should not look at
efficiency and try to make it a better service?
Mr Thomas: It returns more than the Main Roads Department. Why don't you put tolls on
the roads? Put a roll on the Narrows Bridge; it is not making a quid. A lot of capital is tied
up with the Narrows Bridge.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order!
Mr LEWIS: All I can do here is perhaps re-emphasise what I said last night. The House
obviously does not know that 60 per cent of all passengers who travel on Transperth services
pay concession fazes.
Mr Catania: Is there anything wrong with that?
Mr LEWIS: No, but we have been accused of cutting out concessions. Currently the
concessions on fares range from 20 per cent through to 50 per cent, up to half of the standard
fare. The Opposition is crying to draw a long bow. The Leader of the Opposition in her
usual way has told untruths. She said that we are increasing fares by up to 80 per cent. The
top fare increase is 71.3 per cent for an eight zone multirider. It is a small proportion of the
whole fare structure. My point is that the fare box for Transperth is increasing by S4.74m on
a base of $36.62m which bottoms out at 11.9 per cent.
Transperth came to the Government, as it came to the previous Government, two years in a
row and told the then Minister for Transport, Mrs Beggs, that she must increase the fares
because the fare box return, compared to ratios in Australia and around the world, was
intolerable. The subsidy for Transperth in the 1992-93 Budget was $198m; that is, it was
subsidised by more than 85 per cent.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [5.34 pmn]: I wish to make a few remarks about this
matter because if anything has ever affected the Scarborough electorate in recent years it is
the actions of the previous Labor Government in the area of public transport. During
January, prior to the recent election, parents and children in my electorate received a message
from Transperth that the bus service that used to take students to colleges and schools would
no longer be available. We have spent a large amount of time working with Transperth
officials, as well as the Minister for Transport, to help repair that damage. Today members
have been talking about dollars and cents; I want to talk about service. People were told that
they would not receive a service. All students, including nine year olds carrying large bags,
would have to travel from Karrinyup to Warwick to board a train to Perth; they would travel
from Perth to Claremont by train, and from Claremont on a bus to their colleges and schools.
That exercise would probably double the travelling time, and four modes of transport would
be used. The situation was totally unacceptable to the parents. I am pleased to say that the
present Government has been able to repair that damage. Half the number of buses have
been returned to that service, and the service will be a little more efficient because more
students will nravel on the buses.
Anyone living in my district would be aware that over the past three months local
newspapers have been full of letters complaining about the service imposed on people
because of the introduction of the new northern suburbs railway. The truth of the matter is
that we do not have a "you beauit" railway service for people who live in Doubleview,
Scarborough, Innaloo and many other areas. Those suburbs are classified as inner city
suburbs. One gentleman who rang me said that 35 years ago it took 40 minutes to reach
Perth by bus. That time was reduced to 20 minutes with the introduction of the express
service. We have gone backwards 35 years because it now takes him 45 minutes to reach
Perth by public transport.
The public transport system has changed throughout the metropolitan area. It depends upon
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the suburb in which one lives whether one regards the service as better. The service was
implemented by the previous Labor Government, and we are flat out trying to fix up the
problem. In discussions with officials from Transperth I was told that the previous Minister
said that Liberal members of Parliament, when in Opposition, were not to know about these
matters. T'herefore we faced a situation with many upset parents and students, in preat
anguish; it was totally wrong for the former Government to have cancelled the bus service.
If we believe in equity and in fairness - the things we preach - every member of Parliament is
entitled to know the details that may affect their electorates. I found it a disgusting situation.
Mr Catania: I have the same problem in my electorate.
Mr STRICKLAND: The member has not done much about it. I do not want to take up the
time of the House. However, I point out to members opposite that the changes that were
implemented when they were in power were not positive. They affected people in an adverse
way in my district. The newspapers revealed all of it. Fortunately the current Governiment
and the current Minister for Transport will conduct a survey on the bus service this week to
let people know they have an opportunity for input. Following that, further adjustments will
be made to the service which will help alleviate the problem.
Mr Catania: Will we get the service again?
Mr STRICKLAND: The service will improve as a result of the actions of this Government,
and the Minister for Transport, both of whom are prepared to consult and to take action -
although we are stuck with the northern suburbs railway line. Everyone in the northern
suburbs must live with the situation. It is unfortunate but it is a fact of life. Some people
will have a better service but others will have a worse service.

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

Ayes (20)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Graham Mr Marlborough
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr McG inty
Mr Brown Mrs Halahan Mr Ripper
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Thomnas
Mr Cunningham Mr Hill Dr Watson
Dr Edwards Mir Kobelke Ms Warnock (Teller)
Dr Gallop DT Lawrence

Noes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Dr Harres Mr Osborne
Mr Blaikie My House Mr Pendal
My Board Mr Kierath Mr Prince
Mr Bradshaw Mr Lewis Mr Shave
Dr Constable Mr Marshall Mr W. Smith
Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Strickland
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Trenorden
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omodei Mr Bloffwiich (Teller)

Pairs
Mr Taylor Mr Wiese
Mr D.L. Smith Mr C.J. Barnett
Mr Riebeling Mrs van de Kiashorst
Mr Leahy Mr Tubby

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [5.44 pm]: I would like to address a few important matters in
the fairly limited rime available to me. Mr Acting Speaker, I extend to you my
congratulations on your appointment to your present position. It is a responsible one. I am
sure you will treat it with the responsibility and importance attached to it. Similarly, would
you convey my congratulations and my recognition of the importance of their positions to the
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Deputy Speaker and to the Speaker, who I had hoped would be here. I incended to join with
him in an exchange of ideas about the wisdom and knowledge that might be important to the
deliberations in debate in this place.
I would also like to congratulate the new members on both sides of this Assembly who are in
the early stages of representing their constituents. They all have my best wishes and
congratulations on their success. I hope that they will take on the importance of the
responsibility that is required of them. I hope they understand that they are seen by members
of the public at large as being important people in society.
That leads me to speak very briefly, but importantly, about sharing with those in this
Legislative Assembly the pride and pleasure I have recently experienced in receiving the
Order of Australia medal.
[Applause.]
Mr BRIDGE: Naturally I attach a great sense of pride to receiving it. I share that pride and
pleasure with my family and very close associates. I would like each member in this
Assembly to share in the recognition of this important award As members we should set an
example for the community. Too often it is the case that most of us are seen by the
community to be less than responsible and less than trustworthy. That is a tragedy. There is
no doubt in my mind that for every time we have departed from being absolutely fair
dinkum, there are many occasions when politicians have made a genuine commitment and
dedication to the job in hand. I would feel very good if members shared with me the
recognition of my receiving the award. I want to turn to a couple of points.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Don't forget your concert. It is very important.
Mr BRIDGE: I was hoping the Minister would have publicisted it here last night.
Mr Ci. Barnett: I did not have the opportunity to do so, but I will give it to you now.
Mr Pendal: I think Mr Barnett would appreciate a couple of tickets.
Mr BRID)GE: Because of the graphic nature of the document, the illustrations on it and the
details surrounding a very famous legendary Australian, Slim Dusty? and the performers who
will appear with him - including me and my band - I ask that the document be tabled.
[The document was tabled for the information of members.]
Mr BRIDGE: The concert will be a great success. If members have time away from the
House and are able to visit Kununurra and Carlton Hill Station on 10 July? I urge them to do
so. I extend that invitation on behalf of the organisers and the people of the Kimberley.
I turn now to the issue of Mabo. It is a wonderful opportunity for us to get an important part
of our history in place. It is important that people absolutely and unhesitatingly accept the
Hligh Court's ruling on Mabo because it states a fact in law. We should have no hesitation in
embracing that judgment. If we start with that premise, and if we as a nation simply say that
we am not going to reflect on the High Court's ruling or dispense with it, we are capable of
doing something which is absolutely necessary and must follow. That is, we must be able to
extract from our society a preparedness to exhibit goodwill. If we are not able to call upon
the goodwill of our society we will continue to experience difficulties in the resolution of this
matter. It is an issue far beyond individuals and is capable of bringing the ideals of
individuals to the forefront. However, those who represent such ideals alone will not bring
about the resolution of this issue. That will occur through the preparedness of the citizens of
Australia to draw upon their own goodwill and demonstrate commonsense.
First and foremost we must accept the ruling of the High Court because it refers to the rights
of people. I disagree with the comments of a number of people who have been prominent in
public debate on the issue and in the media over the past few weeks who say that grey areas,
uncertainties and areas for real concern exist. The High Court did not say that uncertainties
existed; it spelt out clear conclusions about Mabo. in the main, Aboriginal people are not
talkcing about uncertainties either. We must accept the High Court's ruling, remove the
uncertainties that are associated with that judgment, and take it as being something that
clearly defines its conclusions. Aboriginal people in the main - notwithstanding some claims
which will be made and which are part and parcel of society - ame not saying that
tremendously difficult areas exist. As a society we have reached a situation where we have
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used the word 'we'. "We" are saying chat uncertainties exist. I asked a person a little while
ago. "When you use the word "we", is it the High Court judges saying that or have the
Aboriginal people said that?" He could not say that that was the case. That is the sort of
thing chat we must take on board when considering the Mabo decision.
It could be an exciting part of our history because if the rights of people to be acknowledged
exists in law, what is wrong with that? That is capable of enriching part of the processes of
Australia. Indeed, by pursuing that attitude as a nation we are doing nothing more than other
countries of the world which have contemplated, embarked upon, and effectively put in place
such a process. We are not being special by embracing the important fundamental of
acknowledgment of human rights at law. We are merely doing just what is right
I fail to understand why Australia today is having such difficulties with the Mabo decision. I
fail to understand char when I chink about the commonsense and goodwill approach, but I do
not have any difficulty in understanding why these problems have occurred when one turns
to the preferences and priorities of those who seek to address Mabo from an ideological
position. We must not allow this issue to be driven, and the debate must not be allowed to
manifest itself, by chose who are seeking to drive their own ideals; the ideals of people who
perhaps have a vested interest which is predominant in their mind. The issue goes far
beyond that. It impacts upon the 17 or so million people of the nation, not only on some
sections of society.
Several things must be done in addressing this issue. First and foremost we must, as I said
earlier, accept the Mabo ruling and not question it. That will then create the right sort of
environment to dispense with the grey areas and the so-called lack of clarity - the
uncertainty. Secondly, it should be recognised that the Commonwealth is supreme in the
process which must follow in setting the right sorts of mechanisms in place. That should not
be in dispute. The States must take on the responsibility and duty of acknowledging the
Commonwealth Government's rightful role to lead in this matter and to be given the
responsibility of setting the mechanism in place. If that were to occur we would quickly
remove much of the anxiety that is evident in the community now.
I see a tragedy occurring when I look at people in the suburbs of the cities around Australia
because the tension is greater in the cities than in the bush. [ see people referring to this
uncertanty and questioning the security and permanency of their occupation of their land
and their ownership and property rights. Quite clearly, that is not a matter for debate. It is
wrong to put those people under that stress. The quicker that we as legislators, as politicians
and as advocates of the community at large accept and acknowledge that that is not the way
we must lead this debate, the sooner we will be able to rein in Mabo and direct it down the
path that associates itself with human rights - a proper right - and obtain an acknowledgment
of that.
Above all, it is an exciting part of this nation's heritage. Something which existed in a
fictional form for the best part of a couple of hundred years should now be dispensed with by
those of us who believe that this is the right way to deal with an important matter, That is the
way we must approach Mabo. That is the basis upon which we should deal with this matter
so that all people's interests - not selective interests - can be adequately and reasonably
recognised, supported and protected. That is the basis upon which I believe we should
proceed with the issue.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm
Mr BRIDGE: I have been speaking in the Address-in-Reply in your absence, Mr Speaker.
However, I was ably looked after by the Acting Speaker (Mr Johnson). I asked him to
convey to you my congratulations on your appointment as Speaker. One thing I did say to
him is that with the job goes a requirement for great wisdom. I am sure that you have gained
chat during your lengthy time in this Parliament because it has always been my view that
knowledge comes from experience. I wish you well and I hope chat your ability to control
the Parliament will be supported by all members of the Legislative Assembly.
I was also indicating that the Mabo decision was the decision of the umpire, the High Court.
That is the foundation upon which we can now extract from this society the goodwill which
will be required for us to finalise the question of Aboriginal rights and to assist Governments
in designing a mechanism that will ensure that the decision on Mabo is finalised.
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Undoubtedly the Commonwealth has a major role in achieving that, and rightly so, because it
is a matter of law within the Commonwealth's jurisdiction. However, the Stares need to
work with the Commonwealth. The sooner that comes about the better off we will all be.
Only then can we lay the foundations upon which the many people I speak to in Australia
want this issue settled. The longer the uncertainties continue, the longer we will allow
groups of people in our society with special interests to continue to run dhe. debate.
My final point on Mabo is that the people of this nation understand fully the importance of
development and the importance of not having major impediments placed in the way of
opportunities for development in this country. I do not think anybody in this country
disagrees with that; certainly from my experience the Aboriginal people do not. However,
when the priorities are being worked out it should be understood that Mabo is about human
rights, something which, in the end, should be the highest priority of all. Nothing surpasses
people's rights, fairness and equity. Our obligation is to ensure that they exist.
One subject that I have thought for a long time is most important for this State's future is the
Kimberley pipeline.
Mr Lewis: Come on, Ernie!
Mr BRIDGE: People question the value that I place on that project. However, people should
understand that the Kimberley pipeline was not only designed to bring water from the north
to the south but also was the catalyst upon which the big picture of Western Australia could
be focused. I have no doubts that the project has played its part already. For example,
members should examine the study that was conducted by the about to be disbanded
Kimberley water resources office. A study was undertaken recently into the Fitzroy Valley
and its potential for irrigation development. It was so important because no Government
could reasonably expect individual departments to put it together. It is difficult to understand
why people whom I judge to have plenty of commonsense would suddenly put in place a
study that warranted special expenditure when other agencies could quite easily do it.
Mr Omnodei: Who do you think should pay for the study?
Mr BRIDGE: The taxpayers of this State. The Water Authority will pick that up.
Mr Omodei: Isn't it true that you did a deal for the water consumers of the State to pay for
it?
Mr BRIDGE: No, I did not.
Mr Omodei: I think you did.
Mr BRIDGE: A deal?
Mr Omodei: Didn't you hand it over to the Department of Resources Development?
Mir BRIDGE: No, I did not hand it over. I handed nothing over.
Mr Omodei: It is implicit that somebody else handed it over, then.
Mr BRIDGE: I anm not aware of that at all.
The SPEAK]ER: Order! The cross-Chamber conversations will cease.
Mr BRIDGE: This is not a matter of importance now because the reality is that the board
and the office set up under my administration and the previous State Government's
Administration have been brought to a conclusion. To all intents and purposes, whatever I
might think of that project, it is not currently being supported.
Mr Omodei: It was not set up under your administration but under the Department of
Resources Development.
Mr BRIDGE: Nevertheless, if we took a sensible view of the report which represents a
database for this State, it could be said that that study alone was sufficient to justify the
setting up of the board. Already major investors in New South Wales are asking for copies
of that report for study and analysis with a view to investing in this Stare. We must continue
to look at the big picture in this State. I ask members to remember my words and in four
years' time to note whether I was right or wrong: If we as a nation become so embroiled in
the constraints and endeavours to contain expenditure because of the economics of our
nation, we shall put this nation on a downward spiral.
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Mr Lewis: You socialists have already done that.
Mr BRIDGE: No we have not. At the end of the day we must continue to look at the big
picture and the Government must be prepared to embrace those goals wherever it can.
Mr Lewis: Who pays?
Mr BRIDGE: It is a cost that, of course, must be met. There are always costs associated
with development and looking at the big picture, particularly in rua Austrlia. If the
Minister thinks he can develop and capture the potential of niral Australia without cost, he is
kidding himself and everyone around him.
Mr Lewis: You will never get water through that pipeline.
Mr BRIDGE: I said that it is not just a question of water through the pipeline.
The most appropriate way I can describe my electorate of Kimberley is to say that it has a
very great and exciting future. I would like to think that the potential which is so evident
will be supported by the effective administration and policies of the present Government.
One of the ways to do that is to embrace many of the initiatives already in place, many of
which have been determined by the people of the Kimberley. If this Government is prepared
to do that, the electorate will rapidly become one of the most significant parts of Australia,
which is able to supply many of the needs of other countries. We must continue to move
ahead with the large scale operations now capable of being set up. One of the ways in which
I hope I was able to stimulate that awareness and in which the previous Government was able
to create the awareness that such a situation presented itself, was through the continued
reference to the importance of schemes such as the Kimberley pipeline. I hope this is not the
end of the line and that the Government will not say there is no further use for such a
scheme.
Mr Lewis: It was a pipedream.
Mr BRIDGE: T'his evening I have tried to provide the House with a reasonable, responsible,
and genuine account of the things I feel are important. Somehow I have been annoyed and
disrupted by a noise coming from my left. I must liken it to an event in my life. Some years
ago I was at an event and one person was not exactly giving me a difficult time but was.
interrupting as I was presenting my case. I then had occasion straight afterwards to go out
and recover a bunch of goats that had been feeding.
Government members: We have heard this before.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am most interested in this story.
Mr BRIDGE: As I was bringing back the flock of goats to be yarded, one kept running out
and I hit him on the side with a stick to retrieve him. My dad said it was a pity I had done
that because that billy goat would come back to haunt me in a few years. I have a feeling
that the billy goat has returned!

Amnendmtenr to Motion
Mr BRIDGE: I move the following amendment.-

That the following words be added to the motion -
but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the Government has reneged on its
promise to provide diversity in housing and adequate rental accommodation to
ensure all West Australians have suitable living options.

DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [7.48 pm]: Earlier this year the coalition Government said
pretty much what is contained in the amendment; that is, it would focus on providing
diversity in housing and adequate rental accommodation to ensure that all Western
Australians had suitable living options. Immediately after hearing that the Fremantle
Woolstores were axed; the policy on evictions was drastically altered with no consultation;
architects were thrown out of public housing; and rental assistance for students was cut.
Homeswest was banned from Hepburn Heights, the maintenance division was axed and,
finally, the Homeswest Independent Appeals Tribunal has today been abolished. Who
suffers in all of this? The poor old Homeswest tenant. Why has it been done? For money.
It is a cold-hearted way to bring about change.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are too many interjections coming from my right.
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Dr EDWARDS: Who is doing all of this? The front person is the executive director of
Homeswest because the Minister has not been keen to talk about some of these nudtes.
Where is the impact? It is on people who are already in Homeswest accommodation and
have already passed that means test which proves same disadvantage in society.
Let us consider some of the developments today with the abolition of the independent
appeals tribunal. We are told that a saving of $800 000 will be made each year. However,
this is a little like the situation at the maintenance division. From where will the savings
come? This afternoon the Minister in answering a question spelt out that the costs added up
to $514 000, but it is unclear how an extra $300 000 will be saved. 1 look forward to hearing
that explanation.
The independent appeals tribunal was instituted in June 1990 under the Lawrence Labor
Government as part of the Commonwealth-State housing agreement. Therefore, an
independent avenue was provided for people who had problems with the housing system.
The tribunal was to be reviewed a year later, and that was appropriate following the
introduction of a new mechanism. However, the review, which allegedly over consulted, did
not recommend its abolition, but its retention and strengthening. In fact, the review indicated
that some of the problems alleged to have originated with the tribunal actually lay with
Homeswest. For example, the delays result from obtaining information from Homeswest so
that the appeal could be heard.
The issue of efficiency has not been considered properly, but the more visible side of the
mechanism has been chopped out. What were the costs? We are told that it cost $2 000 a
case at the tribunal. We agree that that figure is a lot as the Social Security Appeals Tribunal
costs $550 per case.
Mr Blotfwitch interjected.
Dr EDWARDS: It is interesting that they are paid less than Dr Meagher who works for the
Minister for the Environment. The appeals tribunal worked out its costs to be $548 a case,
which is very different from $2 000. Complaints were made about delays. However, if I
ring the tribunal tomorrow - assuming it will take my call, over which a question mark
hangs - I will be able to make an appointment for within two weeks. The problem is
obtaining the files from Homeswest. I am told that can take up to a year. The problem is not
within the tribunal, as it has a reasonably fast turnover rate. It is difficult to get Homeswest
to pick up the information and implement the decisions. True, 400 cases are waiting to be
heard, but I would not blamne the tribunal.
Mr Bradshaw: Whom would you blame?
Dr EDWARDS: I have said so; the member was not listening. The proposed changes will
not do much about the outstanding cases. We were also told today that this matter was
awaiting final approval from the Federal Minister for Housing. His office was interested to
hear about this this afternoon, and we will be hearing more from that Minister and how the
new mechanism fits into the Commonwealth-State housing agreement. One must question
the erosion of the independence of the tribunal.
T'he new mechanism has been worked out into three stages. The first stage is that of local
review, which could be claimed to be reasonable. This is the first step in a matter and is
similar to the Social Security Appeals Tribunal system in which the Department of Social
Security has a local case review officer at each branch. However, if a review is conducted in
a small Homeswest buanch in, say, Broome to the north or Albany to the south, human nature
as it is, it is less likely to be independent than one conducted in a large office. This
mechanism must be monitored closely to maintain that independence and so that a culture
does not develop by which workers are supported. The other problem of the first stage is that
objections must be lodged within one month, which is unusual when compared with other
review systems. The time should be extended to at least three months, which is a more
standard time.
I welcome the establishment of a consumer complaints and liaison unit, which we will watch
with interest. This can provide feedback to Homeswest on the services it offers. The second
stage is based on a revamp of the practice review committee - it needs to be revamped
considerably. Currently, consumer groups which approach the committee with advocates say
they have little faith in the committee. They refer to problems such as the time taken for the
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committee to make a decision and the lack of documentation and recording of decisions
made by the committee. I hope the revamp takes into account those concerns. Also, it is
unclear in reading the few lines provided on this matter what the community input will
involve. I would like to hear more about this to ensure adequate community representation.
Perhaps that is what is needed to change the committee.
However, the real problem arises with the next stage of the new mechanism. The third tier of
the system is a faceless ministerial arbitrator who will review the work done by the review
committee without meeting those involved face to face. This is most unusual. I spent same
years on the Social Security Appeals Tribunal, and every night I would read the files and
form a view on the case. The next day, upon seeing the person involved, I invariably
discovered something significantly different. Also, a system is advantaged if it will accept
new evidence which is significant to the appeal. It appears that the new mechanism will not
allow that to occur at the third tier. Another problem is the claim that the rule of the third tier
is "to resolve serious disputes"; it is unclear who defines this. Given that this aspect is so
strongly expressed in the outlining document, it must be a policy matter. Therefore, it is
fairly certain that Homneswest will make its decision on whether a person can take a matter to
the third tier. That is not acceptable; it is neither independent nor natural justice.
Throughout the document outlining the mechanism it says that feedback loops will be
available to Homeswest. Given the experience of the tribunal - until today - same doubt
must arise about this. Experience shows that Homeswest has not been overly keen on
accepting feedback from the tribunal. This is where some of the tension lies. It may be
healthy to have some tension with consumer complaint mechanisms as it shows an
independent tribunal is picking up problems which need to be resolved.
The final problem with the third tier of the mechanism is the fact that the arbitrator reviews
the documented evidence. Homneswest has highly skilled professionals on its staff and will
be able to mount a better argument than the hapless Honieswest tenant. Therefore, the tenant
will be frozen out of the process at that stage. Homneswest will win most cases, and that does
not represent an independent appeals tribunal.
A big question mark hangs over who will be the ministerial arbitrtor. Whom does the
Minister have in mind? How is the person appointed? What powers will he have? What
will be his relationship to the Minister and to Homeawest? It appears that the arbitrator will
sit in some high place and look only at documents which a previous review at a previous tier
of the mechanism passes to him. It appears they probably will not be able to call for more
evidence, given the model. Is it fair and just? Does it increase Homeswest's accountability?
The answer to those questions is no. The other problem is that it is no answer to the delays
that are currently occurring. It does not explain how Homeswest will hurry up its
documentation process and have the cases pushed through the system more quickly. This is
something the Opposition will be watching carefully.
The way this matter has been handled does not demonstrate the better management that we
were promised by the coalition Government. Two of the people who can chair the tribunal
were this morning apparently given what is known as the DOIT - don't come in tomorrow.
Their contracts expire tomorrow so they were told today not to come in tomorrow, despite
the chairperson of this tribunal having sought meetings with Homeswest to clear up what was
going on. First thing this morning the staff at the tribunal were told they could not take any
more new cases and they should start packing. By this afternoon the folly of that had been
realised and they were told they could take and list new cases, but the problem now is they
have lost half their chairpersons - two out of four - so they will have some difficulty in
scheduling new cases and hearing cases that are currently scheduled. This will not do
anything to speed up the throughput in this process.
It may well be that the independent appeals tribunal has made people feel uncomfortable. In
the first year of its operation 907 people appealed-, of those cases, 102 lapsed and a healthy
171 were resolved before they went to the hearing. In general, the cases were resolved
because Homeswest recognised that it had made a mistake. There were 266 cases heard and
the waiting list seems to have been around the 300 mark, but when I speak to the various
people involved it appears the process of documentation slows the resolution process. Like
many other things that have happened in the housing arena since February of this year, things
are going backwards.
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The clock is slowly turning back and public housing is being rundown. A classic example of
this is the folly of getting rid of architects in public housing design. In recent years, in
particular during the recession, Homeswest drove a really hard! bargain with the architects it
used. If one speaks to them they talk about the financial difficulty of doing this work.
However, the work has been excellent and members have only to drive around their
electorates to see some of the newer Homeswest work to realise how good it is. Homeswest
has won architectural awards for its public housing, and that is something of which we
should all feel proud. Members on this side of the House - perhaps unlike those on the other
side - believe that public housing tenants have a right to feel proud of where they live and the
type of accommodation they have. My electorate has an example of a particularly nasty site
being utilised by Homeswest, with the architect making clever use of the site to make an
amenity out of a drain that would otherwise have been a big problem. I wonder what the
Government means when it talks of diversity? My fear is that we will get more Clare Courts,
more Lockridges and more fringe developments. We will certainly not get the innovative
housing we have been given, particularly in the last three to five years.
Let us talk more about some of the Homeswest beneficiaries, like students. A decision was
announced 10 days ago to cut rental assistance to students. Students are quite an unusual
group in society. They are a very small group who, while they ane studying, have real needs,
but who ultimately after a short period of poverty mostly go on and get jobs and do well in
society because they have had extra opportunities. What has this Government done? With
no notice it has cut the rental assistance to these students. To be a student and to qualify for
rental assistance one must either receive Austudy or Abstudy and have already passed a very
stringent means test and have some legitimate reason for living away from home. A person
could be from a poor family in the country and have had the chance to further his education,
but that assistance has been cut. A number of students approached me because of their
concerns about that process. I guess they were even more concerned that it happened in the
middle of their exams.
Mr Bradsbaw: You have not told me why Homeswest's waiting list got larger under a
socialist Government?
Dr EDWARDS: More people wanted to go into public housing because the quality of the
housing was better. If the member for Wellington goes around the countryside he will find
that out.
Homeswest's maintenance division is another example of the Government's running down
the asset of the 35 000 public housing units in this State. The Homeswest maintenance
division review showed that wages had gone down over the past IS months, chat oncosts
associated with wages had gone down, and that the cost blowout had been in the material
used to carry out the maintenance. What happened? The Government got rid of 77 workers.
That will cost the Government around $900 000, but as well as that 25 of the workers will be
redeployed, almost certainly to other Government deparments, which means Homneswest
will not be getting the benefit of their productivity but will be paying up to $625 000 a year
for workers that it is farming out to other departments. That is very nice for the other
departments, but it does not help public housing in this State. I guess we might have some
hope of Mr McCarrey and the Premier talking to maintenance contractors and having them
donate their materials; so we will get work done at a really cheap pnice.
I have outlined just some of the issues and ways in which the clock has been turned back.
They arm stark examples of the facts. We will not see diversity; instead, we will see
sameness, ordinariness and shabbiness. I fear for public housing in this State. I hope that the
Government will spell out what is contained in this policy document, but I guess I really
doubt that it will.
MR McGINTV (Fremantle) [8.07 pml: Horneswest under the Labor Government became
one of the great social institutions in Western Australia. As the Minister responsible for
Homeswest for the past two years of that Government during 1991 and 1992, it gave me and
most members on this side of the House a great deal of pride to see the organisation prosper
in the way in which it did and to make such outstanding steps towards achieving something
which is very close to our hearts; that is, an egalitarian society. I do not know that any other
Government department in Western Australia is more capable of reducing the gap between
the extremes of the haves and the have nots in this State. Homeswest plays an absolutely
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essential pant in ensuring a truer sense of equality among citizens in Western Australia, It
does that by picking out those very low income earners in our society and providing them
with one of the most fundamental of all human needs - an affordable good quality roof over
their heads. Homeswest, as I am sure most members are aware, has a rental stock of some
36 000 housing units. It provides 36 000 families throughout Western Australia with an
opportunity which would not be available to them if they were left to the vagaries of the
private rental market. It provides those people with a chance for some degree of economic
independence. It also provides the opportunity for a quality of life that a reliance on the
private market would not provide. It is a fact that approximately 81 per cent of Homeswest
tenants' sole, source of income is a social security income.
Mr Shave: Eighty three per cent.
Mr McGlINTY: I thank the member for pointing it out. That figure has changed because of
sales of Homeswest properties to some of the existing Homeswest tenants who could afford
to buy their own home and who could afford the cost rental charged by HomeswesL That
means that only 17 per cent of Homeswesr tenants can afford to pay the rent on their
property. The other 83 per cent of tenants cannot afford to pay the cost rent. As social
security recipients they need housing heavily subsidised by the State in order to meet their
day to day living requirements. As our society ages, those tenants, in rapidly increasing
numbers, are age pensioners. They are people of my parents' generation who retired from
the work force without the benefit of superannuation.
One of the great structural changes that has occurred in our society has been as a result of
superannuation becoming universal. All workers will receive the benefit of superannuation
contributions made on their behalf. They will, therefore, have the capacity in 10 or 15 years,
if they have not had the benefit of acquiring their own house during their working life, to
make a significant contribution towards their own housing needs. That benefit arises from
compulsory superannuation as a condition of employment initiated by the Federal Labor
Government. At present retirees do not benefit from that. I guess people who are retiring
today do so with a very modest superannuation benefit. I am referring to ordinary workers
who have traditionally not been part of the superannuation process. If the great bulk of
people who have retired in recent years and who are now age pensioners without
superannuation have not acquired their own house during their working life, they are
basically condemned to a life of poverty in retirement.
A single age pensioner on approximately $155 a week would have to pay $80 to $100 rental
and would therefore be living well and truly below the poverty line. Honieswest has
accepted responsibility for providing accommodation to those people who have made a great
contribution to this State and this country during their lives if they do not have
superannuation or their own house. It is of considerable interest to note that Homeswest
construction programs in recent years have involved approximately 50 per cent of all houses
being purpose built for senior citizens. The reason for that is the great number of people
retiring who need those services. I am also await that, at least in my area of Fremantle, the
longest waiting list is for senior citizens to come into Homeswest accommodation. I believe
the State owes a responsibility to those people for whom, in their retirement years, we can do
something tangible towards their quality of life and their standard of living - something we
should be doing.
I refer also to handicapped people who are in receipt of social security payments because of
their mental or physical impairment. I am pleased to see at least some acknowledgment by
the current inister of the need to do more to provide them with appropriate housing. It is a
great challenge for any inister for Housing to ensure that purpose built housing is provided
for the disabled. I refer also to the unfortunate plight of the great number of single parents in
this State. Unfortunately some adverse comments have come from conservative politicians
in other States about the plight of single mothers in particular. I reject any notion that they
have brought that situation on their own heads and that they deserve to pay the price for that.
The State has a responsibility to provide for people in less fortunate circumstances than those
of us in this House. That is one area where we can tangibly assist in the quality of life of
people to whom, quite frankly, life has not been very kind.
Although Aboriginal people represent approximately 2.5 per cent of the population, they
represent 18 or 19 per cent of 1-omeswest tenants. They are without doubt a most
underprivileged and disadvantaged group in our society. The responsibility for providing
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one of the most basic of human needs - that of housing - falls very heavily on the shoulders
of HomCSeset The needs of these low income eare and others must be met by
Homeawest. This issue is very close to the beans of everyone on this side of the House and
to anyone who believes that the social responsibility of Government is to provide an
egalitarian society to the extent that the Government is capable of providing that.
Housing is one of the most basic areas of need. As I have said, Homeswest is one of our
preat social institutions which has been established on two fundamental principles: First, the
accommodation it provides should be affordable. As I have pointed out approximately 83
per cent of Homneswest tenants' sole source of income is a social security payment. Those
people cannot survive in a private rental market. One of the great things about Homeswesc is
that the rent paid by its tenants is a percentage of income. That is based on a very simple
notion that people should pay according to their means. It is remarkable that that very simple
concept which embodies so much of what I regard as being equitable in the way in which our
society should operate has survived the rigours of economic rationalism, the concept of user
pays and other Government priorities. Nonetheless, I urge this Government to continue to
endorse it.
A single age pensioner on $155 a week is charged rent of approximately 20 per cent of that
income which amounts to approximately $30 a week. The rent is very heavily subsidised,
but it needs to be in order to provide that recipient with anything like a standard of living
which one would regard as economically reasonable. In this sense this is a very tangible way
of doing something for the economic well-being of the 36 000 families who use Homeswest
accommodation. That is the reason the Labor Party, when it was in Government, gave such
an enormous priority to housing. It was always its priority to reduce the waiting list and to
get more and more of the lower income people -

Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr McGINTY: For the financial year which ends today we were building 2 800 houses in
this Staze, taking into account wise choice, community housing and Homeswest rental
construction. I will be very interested to see whether the Minister has met that target. The
Labor Party regarded it as a top priority.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You created the social hardship, then ran around trying to patch it up, and
then you pat yourselves on the hack.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McGINTY: The Government of the day has the responsibility to provide some solutions
for those unfortunate people who are the very low income earners in our society and who do
not own a house. There will always be low income earners, regardless of who is in power or
the nature of the Government and its policies. The responsibility of the State Government is
to pick that up and run with it in order to look after the needs of those people. I anm very
proud to say that we on this side of the House wholeheartedly accept that responsibility.
From what I have seen so far members on the opposite side have been denying the arguments
made by the member for Maylands in her speech earlier. We are seeing too many examples
of the Government's detracting from that institution.
Mr M~inson: Give us an example.
Mr McGIIITY: The Minister should have listened to what the member for Maylands said.
She listed a dozen breaches of the Government's election commitments.
Mr Minson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McGINTY: One of them was today's announcement of the disbanding of the Honieswest
Independent Appeals Tribunal. It was one of the empowering bodies which gave the
ordinary battlers who are H-omeswest tenants a say in one of the most important things in
their life; that is, a say in their accommodation. In effect, that right has been taken from
them. I will not continue to list these issues and I suggest to members opposite that they read
the speech of the member for Maylands to find out what they are. For most Homeswest
tenants being in a Homeswest home is the difference between being above or below the
poverty line. That is the most fundamental issue at stake and is the reason that any
Government should give priority to Homeswest housing.
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Mr Lewis: That is why you did not allocate $1 from the CRF for housing.
Mr MeGINTY: The Minister should tell the truth. I suggest that he refer to last year's
Budget papers. He will find that there was a significant allocation from the consolidated
revenue fund in last year's Budget.
Mr Lewis: It is not true.
Mr McGINT Y: It is, and the Minister should read the papers before he makes absurd
suggestions because he is inlcorrect. I might add that it is not the first time. Most
importantly, the commitment of loan funds into Homeswest enabled the wise choice scheme
to operate -

The SPEAKER: Order! The cross-Chamber conversation will cease.
Mr McGINTY: - to enable the record levels of construction to be undertaken to meet this
important need and it reflected the then Government's priority. It put its money where its
mouth is and I bet that the same sort of commitment is not made by this Government when
we see this year's Budget.
The first great pillar on which Homneswess is erected is the question of affordability and the
second is quality. T'he State can do a great deal to influence the lives of lower income
earners in our society by providing quality homes. The member for Maylands has already
outlined the retrograde step which has been taken by this Government to remove architects
from the process of designing Homeswest houses. That process made sure that Homeswest
housing was not spec housing, but was good quality, architect-designed housing which made
an enormous impact on the tenants of those houses, Many architects have told me that it kept
them in business during the course of the recession and if they had not had that work their
businesses would have gone to the wall. There was also a spin-off in jobs.
The area where I will be most critical of the Minister is if he does not make sure that the
housing is relevant to the people who live in it. The sort of housing built by Homeswest
recently has been purpose-built for the people who are to live in it. In the private housing
market there is a real disjunction between housing needs and the housing being built. The
bulk of our housing today continues to be the three or four bedroom home, with an en suite,
built on a large block of land on the fringe of the metropolitan area. However, it is not being
built for the sort of society we have today. One of the great things flomeswest did was to
recognise that the make-up of our households in Western Australia is fundamentally different
from the housing that is being built. In Western Australia today almost 50 per cent of the
households have only one or two people living in them. By the year 2006, thre-quarters of
all households in Western Australia will have no children in them. These are the
demographic changes which are occurring and which should be telling people that there is a
need to build a different type of housing from the traditional homes being built by the private
sector. l am pleased that Homeswesr has picked this up through its wise chokce program and
its program for seniors. It is designing houses relevant to the needs of the people who must
live in them rather than building what is the great Australian dream and an expensive option.
The demographics in Australia reveal that people have been marrying later, or not at all.
They have been having fewer children, or no children at all. Single living is more acceptable
now than it was a number of years ago. A number of people are living on their own. Inner
city living is now desired by a significant proportion of the population when it was frowned
upon some years ago.
Homneswest is looking at providing housing linkages to employment, services, families and
social supports. This means that llomeswest is leading the market in building smaller
housing, on smaller lots, and in better locations. I am fearful it is something that will take a
back seat under the new Government. We have already seen a push against a number of the
great initiatives of the Labor Government. The Minister has put on hold the Willagee
redevelopment by banning any Homneswest involvement where urban densities are proposed
to be anything greater than R.20. It is an absurdity if we are serious about the concept of
urban consolidation. The Hamilton Hill redevelopment has been put on hold as has the
Palmyra wool stores redevelopment. This development would have given the people of
Palmyra a reasonable amount of open space in their suburb. Thirty per cent of the total
development was to be open space, but that has gone by the board.
Mr Lewis: You had four years to put it in place.
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Mr McGIINTY: It was about to start.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McGINTY: All the planning approvals were obtained but this Government has canned it
and it should be ashamed of itself.
The railway institute building opposite the Entertainment Centre, which will provide inner
city accommodation, is well under way because it could not be stopped by this Government.
The Goderich Street development to provide housing for seniors in the inner city area was
also under way and could not be stopped by this Government. The Aston Clinic
development in West Perth is also proceeding. The project which I thought no incoming
Liberal Government, no matter how Neanderthal in its approach to this question, would stop
has been stopped and I refer to the Fremantle wool stores project It was stopped for devious
political reasons and the Government told a number of fibs to inflate the project cost It said
the Homeswest housing component had to include a factor for agents' commission. To
whom was the Government going to sell it? It belonged to Homeswest. In this way it
managed to bump up the price of a unit from $117000 to $139000. It was dishonest and
misleading. The Government used that as a basis to can what would have been a great
project for the City of Fremantle and the low income earners in this State. I am fearful for
the low income earners in this State who will be relying on this Government in the years
ahead.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [8128 pm]: I support the amendment which refers to the
Government's reneging on its promise to provide diversity in housing in Western Australia.
This reneging reflects the fact that this Government does not understand Western
Australians' needs for housing. It is certainly most unfortunate that we have in power a
Government which has little or no understanding of a whole range of issues which are central
to the provision of housing.
I will refer to the previous L-abor Government's record and then outline why this
Government has no idea whatsoever when it comes to housing. In the past 10 years in
Western Australia we have seen a great increase in the provision of housing. It was the result
of a combination of Commonwealth and State moves which recognised that housing was not
only essential to the quality of life of Western Australians, but also an important way of
providing jobs for Western Australians. The housing industry in this State is an extmely
important part of the economy. Under the previous Government not only was there a rapid
expansion in the number of houses, but also a marked change in the quality of public housing
provided by Homeswest.
We can see that improvement in the quality of housing when we go around the suburbs of
Perth and pick out the Homeswest developments. They are a quantum leap ahead of what
was produced 10 years ago. There has been a remarkable improvement in the quality of
public housing, which matches to some extent the generally increased affluence in our
society, which is reflected in an improved standard of general housing. The high standard of
housing in Western Australia is attributable to a number of factors, which the limited time in
this debate will not allow me to go into. The quality of housing reflects not only the size and
the facilities that are available in both the general housing sector and the public housing
sector, but also the moves taken by the previous Government to ensure that a mix of housing
is available across a range of suburbs. Unfortunately, this Government has no understanding
of the social issues involved in providing appropriate housing for those people who need
assistance. It has no policy to address the social needs of people. It does not regard planning
and housing policy as an integral pant of social policy, which any Government needs if it is to
care for the people of this State.
In looking at the composition of our community - the demographic structure, the family type,
and the other factors which determine the composition of our community - we must
recognise that our society is a society in change. It is a society where what may have been
adequate 20 or 30 years ago does not meet the needs of today. In order to demonstrate why
that is important, I refer to an Australian Industry Commission report of April 1993 entitled
'Taxation and Financial Policy Impacts on Urban Settlement", which states -

The average size of households has fallen from 3.6 persons in 1961 to 2.9 in 1986.
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By 2006 almost 50 per cent of all income units will consist of childless couples aged
over 35 or single persons, compared with around 40 per cent at present, By the same
year the population aged 65 year and over is projected to increase by 32 per cent.
These changes would have implications for housing patterns because people's need
for, and use of, housing changes as their circumstances change.

The statistics indicate clearly that Government policy must change to meet the diversity of
need which currently exists in our housing market. We clearly have an aging population. A
married retired couple or a widow or widower may not warnt a large, quarter acre block, but
accommodation that is more appropriare for someone who wants to live art independent
lifestyle without the responsibility of maintaining a large block. We also have within our
community young single people and childless couples, whose lifestyle may not cenwre around
the home and who do not want to spend a great deal of their time maintaining a garden and
looking after a home, but who nonetheless have a level of affluence which affords them a
comfortable home. We also have a large increase in the number of single parent families.
This composition of our community reflects a wide diversity of family types, whose housing
needs do not necessarily fit the stereotypes that existed in this State in the 1950s or 1960s.
This diversity of family types means that we must provide a variety of house sizes in a range
of suburbs, and the houses that am built must be designed to meet the needs of their
occupants and the restrictions which smaller lot sizes place upon developmenL. However, the
overriding aim of any housing development must be the provision of quality housing. What
people expect today is very different from what they expected 30 or 40 years ago, when the
only appliances in the home were a small refigerator and perhaps an electric or wood stove.
Today the number of appliances and the quality of facilities has advanced considerably, and
housing design and style must meet those changes. The cost factors which are now involved
in housing and the various sundry items which accompany housing are different from what
they were a few years ago.
The urban sprawl, with quarter acre blocks, can no longer be continued without a realisation
of the considerable costs involved in the provision of housing lots on the urban fringe, flat
involves not only the cost of the actual development and the headworks involved, but also
the hidden costs which accrue to Government; namely, the cost of providing addtional
schools, police stations, hospitals and highways. The previous Government in no way
suggested that large building lots would not be available or that lots would not be made
available on the urban fringe. It sought to provide a diversity of housing trough urban
consolidation. The present Government has not yet sorted out that policy. It has made a
number of decisions which contradict that policy. The Government cannot get its act
together in respect of land development and the type of housing that might be appropriately
built on that land.
The Government is in deep water. It is in over its head. It has no idea about the importance
of quality housing for individual residents, nor about the need for a mix of housing
throughout various suburbs. It is no longer acceptable to the people of this State to provide
public housing in only a limited number of suburbs, where there is a mass of public housing,
a lack of community services, and a stereotyping of the people in that area. One of the great
advances made by the Labor Government over the last 10 years was the integration of public
housing in a range of suburbs. That has lead to an improvement in the quality of life in our
urban environment. To give a simple example, Mirrabooka, which lies within my electorate
and in the electorate of Marangaroo, is a new suburb. In the early years of its development it
comprised almost exclusively young families with children. That led to a distorted
population in the suburb, where people were all of the samne type. Over the last 12 months,
that community has matured because Homeswest has provided a reasonable number of
pensioner units. That has led to a greater diversity of age within that community, where
there are people with different skills and interests arnd with the time to get involved in
community-building. The previous Government sought to achieve quality of life for the
citizens of this State. We were not about just counting dollars. Members opposite may pride
themselves on their ability to count dollars, but that does not do anything for the quality of
life in this State. We are not saying that we must disregard economics, because obviously
that must come into it,, but we need people to look at issues which will provide quality of
housing and quality of life in the suburbs of this city and throughout the State.
Mr Lewis: Put some more people on the waiting list. That is what you are all about.
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Mr KOBELKE: Thai interjection clearly indicates what the Government is all about. It is
simply about numbers and waiting lists. From that perspective we can provide tin shacks
which might be built for $5 000 or $10 000. fle Government could put people in chook
houses. That would certainly reduce the waiting lists for housing but it would do nothing for
our quality of life. The Government could put people in ghettos, but it would not be treating
people as citizens of Western Australia. That is the situation provided by this Government.
The Government consists of bean counters who have no idea about quality. The Government
is not familiar with the word. It is obvious from the performance of the Government in
recent times that its members do not understand what quality is all about in the presentation
of Government, in the quality of housing or the quality of life for the people of this State.
The Government is concerned about getting rid of the waiting lists; it will put people in
chook houses and in ghettos. That is the major difference between the former Government
and the current Government. The Liberal Government believes in free market welfare; tt
is, let the user pay, and if we must have charity or welfare the crumbs will fall from the table.
The Government does not mind a few hand-outs to people who are not well off - the
Government is big hearted - but as long as the dollar rules it wishes to give prominence to an
efficient economy and not worry about the quality of life.
Unfortunately, the Government has not even reached the point of enlightened self interest.
Members opposite do not realise that the quality of lire in this city, indeed in Western
Australia, rests on the standards in the total community. The Government is happy to adopt
the point of view that if people are good enough, or strong or bold enough, or selfish enough,
those people will do well. If one does not possess those attributes, that is bad luck. My
opinion is that our society is more like a steel chain which may be used by a tractor to draw
another vehicle behind it. The strength of the chain rests clearly on the strength of the
weakest link. The chain has no value; if the weakest link has no strength, the chain has no
strength. In many respects, our society is like that. If we are not willing to accept the needs
of people less strong than ourselves, those people who contribute to our society but need a
hand up, if we are not willing to give them a chance for a rightful place in society, our
society will be the less for it.
We can see that in a number of decisions made by the current Government. The Hepburn
Heights development was to be of high quality. It was to provide housing lots at a fixed
price, to be sold by ballot not at the bottom of the market but as lower priced residential lots.
They were to be balloted to the ordinary Western Australians who seek to own their own
home. That mix was also to involve a percentage of Homeswest rental housing and a small
percentage to be sold by public auction so that those people who wish to be more upmarket
could be part of the suburb, a suburb which would have a diversity of people, one with
quality buildings and offering a quality lifestyle. However, the Government took a very old
approach from the 1970s. flat approach was that we cannot have Homeswest housing in an
area where other people may buy their homes. The Government is at least 20 years behind
the times. It has no idea about social policies which provide a quality of life. The
Government scrapped the sale by ballot idea. It was an arrangement that would have made
money for LandCorp and brought in more money for a Government instrumentality. The
Government did not believe in the project. It put up the lots for public auction in order to
receive the maximum amount and to make sure that only the people who could afford top
dollar would buy into the area. The Government did not worry about a social policy, or a
mixed type of residential area. The Government is riot interested in quality of life; it is
interested only in people who can produce the money.
That position was reflected in a minor way at the recent sales at Kiara in the northern suburbs
and at other sales in southern suburbs where people queued for a week outside a real estate
agency to buy a block at a fixed price. The Government should not move away from a ballot
system as it has given no indication that it will provide a fair and proper system. Perhaps it is
just incompetence. We have seen so much of that. A ballot system should have been
maintained for those lots to give people at the lower end of the market a fair go. That system
would stop people taking time off from work and queuing for a week or more. In some
cases, people paid other people to stand in the queue.
A more sinister motivation suggested to me is that the Government is happy to see an
escalation in land prices. Government members represent people who own their own homes,
and if the land prices go up. they have no worries. They are not interested in the provision of
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housing for ordinary people. Many mares of Government members do very well from land
development if land prices go up. Why not let people queue? The pictures on television
create an image which indicates a possible shortage of land. This type of system helps to
push up the price of land. This Government has no understanding of quality of life issues, or
of the need to produce quality housing.
That point was made by two previous speakers when they referred to the decision by this
Government in respect of architects. If the Government is to ensure the provision of low cost
housing through a range of suburbs on smaller blocks it must use architects. We cannot
simply have a standard built home, plonked on any arrangement of blocks in any orientation,
in a range of suburbs, and still provide quality housing at a low cost. We see no quality in
this Government; it has no understanding of quality in the community or in public housing.
The Government is bereft of ideas and policies which could provide houses at a reasonable
price for ordinary Western Australians.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [8.48 pm]): Members may notice that I used part of the
afternoon to have a haircut. On my way to the hairdresser I met a former Under Secretary
for Law, for whom I have a high regard. I asked him where he was going. He said that
because today is 30 June and it is the last day of existence for the Crown Law Department he
was going down to join his former fellow staff for a few drinks. He said that it was also
retirement day for a former under secretary, Don Doig, and he warnted to have a few drinks
with him to wish him well. I told that former under secrtary that I would be pleased if he
would convey to Mr Doig my apology for the fact that I had not made contact with him since
the election. The reason I have not made contact with him since the election was that I did
not want to put him in an embarrassing position where it might be thought that I was
obtaining information about what the Government was up to or, alternatively, I did not want
to be responsible for his being punished by this Government for being seen to be having
contact with the Opposition. I mention that event because in this State under this
Government we are in danger of having substantial changes in the way in which our society
directs itself and in the values to which we have aspired for a long time.
When we have the administration of justice messed up to save $3m and 40 jobs, when we
have a man who 1 believe is of absolute integrity, a real public servant who has contributed
enormously to the State, having to seek redundancy because there is no place for him under
this Government, I think we need to be very concerned. The member for Nollamara has
correctly identified the subtle change that is occurring in Homneswesr administration.
Mr Shave: That is a long bow.
Mr D.L. SMIT1H: It is a long bow, but I want to identify where it is happening. Under
various Administrations over the past 20 years. but especially under the Administration of
the past 1O years, we have sought to look at the provision of rental accommodation as being
not welfare but equity.
In terms of equity a number of factors have to be considered. As the member for Nollamara
has rightly identified, we can put up tin sheds, a shanty town, and say that we have
accommodated the waiting list for Homeswest housing. We can doctor the figures and say
that we have accommodated the waiting list of Homeswest. Let us lust think of some of the
things that have occurred in recent years.
One of the reasons I became a member of Parliament 10 years ago was my belief that all
Australians were entitled to be properly housed. I spent the furs 15 years of my life in a
family of 12 in Homeswesr accommodation. Five boys were housed in a back sleepout, not
much bigger than the rooms we occupy as members of Parliament in this place, with five
beds. In those days that was regarded as adequate accommodation. I can tell members that it
was inadequate accommodation.
People who live in Homeswest accommodation are entitled to feel that as Australian citizens,
they have a right to share in the wealth of this community. When I became a member of
Parliament age pensioners would probably finish up in a bedsitter unit; thaxis, a combined
kitchen, bedroom and lounge in one room, where they would sit alongside electric heaters.
Unfortunately, that was the situation they were in at that time. In the 10 years that we were
in Government we ensured that bedsitters became one bedroom units and we also provided
two bedroom units for pensioner couples. When I became a member of Parliament there was
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no such thing as providing crossovers and driveways as a matter of course in I-omeswest
housing; no such thing as a carport; no such thing as a side fence that separated the front of
the house from t back.
Mr Lewis: That is not true.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It is true. For instance, one only has to look at the Radburn scheme in
Bunbury which was constructed by previous Liberal Governments to have same idea of what
I am talking about. I am pleased that as a Government we spent $3m or $4m crying to better
that Radburn area. We also ensured that we did not look at Homeswest suburbs just on the
basis of housing but also tried to put into them the various facilities that people need to
develop a community feeling and pride and with which to have their needs met.
More importantly, in terms of design and construction, we adopted a system where private
builders were encouraged to tender (or Homeswest contracts with their own designs so that
Homneswesr housing was designed in the same style as those houses the builders were
constructing for private customers. We also ensured that we broke up the ghettos by going
out of the Homeswesx areas and identifying individual lots in normal suburbs, so to speak,
where we could buy vacant land and build and construct these houses or where we could buy
existing private stock and use it for rentals. I can tell members that that was not easy.
Unfortunately, it was opposed by many of the neighbours of those houses being selected or
the lots being constructed. We persevered on the basis that that was the way to break up the
ghettos and that we should have a policy in I-omeswest areas of having one rental to seven
freehold lots and in other areas of trying to provide housing where normay there was no
Homneswest housing. That was all about enhancing the status of Homeswest tenants.
We endeavoured to demonstrate to those tenants that we were genuinely concerned about
their rights. In question time this evening the current Minister for Housing targeted the
former Government on the basis that it had established a tribunal where lawyers were
provided to hear tenants' complaints. The Minister's answer is, "That is too expensive. The
way to arbitrate these rights is to set up some sort of administrative review tribunal system."
He did not tell us how it would be established, but I guess it would compnise some senior
staff member at Homeswesc or someone from outside I-omeswesr who is favoured by the
Government at this time, who has no professional qualifications to do the job but who was
probably a financial contributor to the Liberal Party.
Mr C.I. Barnett: Substantiate that or withdraw it.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I will watch this Minister for Housing avidly to see the nature of the
committee that is set up as a substitute for the one that we established to guarantee and
protect tenants' rights in relation to their dealings with Homeswest. Every time a tough
decision is made, this Government dissemibles.
Mr Shave: Assembles?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Dissembles. The member would not know the meaning of the word. They
make decisions based on their philosophical view of Government and then look for excuses
to justify what they are doing. They do that in three ways. Firstly, they say that it is all the
fault of the previous Government. Secondly, they say that it will be better for people for a
range of reasons, and then set up a number of reasons which are all totally untrue.
Mr Shave: You are dissembling.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Minister may think that I am dissembling, but I will be interested to
hear his contribution to the debate. The member should be interested in rental
accommodation for the electorate which he represents.
Mr Shave interjected.
Mr D.L. SMITH: He has not learnt yet that talking to the Minister for Housing is a waste of
time.
Thirdly, Government members say that it is fair enough because Victoria and New South
Wales have done it.
Mr Shave: Done what?
Mr D.L. SMiTH: They have done what we are doing now. Therefore, ipso facto, because
New South Wales and Victoria have done it, it must somehow be fair enough to do it in
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Western Australia. Despite that dissembling, we know that the only reason Government
members are doing this is that they know that by reducing taxation they will benefit
financially their supporters. Members opposite have a small view of government. The
reason they favour that view has nothing to do with efficiency or quality of service, but the
cost of government. They preach the message all the time. They say that the cost of
government must be reduced and that it must be more efficient. What they really mean is
that they do not care about the quality of Government service because they have no belief in
the Government's delivering service.
Let us consider the way in which the Minister for Housing deals with people and the officers
who represent him. An article in The West Australian on 24 March 1993 titled "Homeswest
cuts $2.4m NW project" states that the Government is axing a housing development in
Karratha. It is interesting to note that when the Minister does not want to be involved in
decisions he calls on Mr Greg Joyce to say the things which he is not prepared to say because
he might be criticised or found to be telling untruths, and woe betide that he would be shown
to be telling untruths. The justification which Homeswest gave in part through Mr Joyce was
as follows -

"The initiative came solely from me - it's purely an executive decision made by
myself ... I can't afford to spend that sort of money in one town when them is
demand throughout the state."
"Ultimately the decision is made by the board and the Minister, but it is made on my
recommendation.'

The article further states -

Mr Joyce said the need for housing was more urgent in the metropolitan area,
Mandurali, Busselton and Bunbury.

One would think from that statement that Honieswest was going to spend the $2.4m in
Mandurafi, Busselton and Bunbury. Part (4) of a question I asked the Minister on this issue
this week states -

Was there any increase in the 1992-1993 building program in Bunbury as a result of
the reductions in the programs in Fremantle and the Pilbara?

The answer I received today was no.
Mr McGinty: That is a surprise.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It is a surprise. The other interesting factor about this answer is that the
Minister was asked to provide numbers on the waiting lists for various categories of housing;
however, his figures excluded transfers. He well knows that when transfers are excluded the
gross figures are substantially changed and the true waiting list is minimised.
Mr Shave: Why don't you frame your questions a bit better instead of trying to be deceitful?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Let us look at the issue of equity in this system. The Minister today
abolished a tribunal on the basis of cost; however, he as a Minister uses Homeswest staff in
his electorate office to service his constituents. Therefore, people in his electorate know that
if they want service they do not go to the Homeswest office; they hop down to the local
member's office who just happens to be the Minister for Housing and who uses Government
staff in that way. How can it be too expensive on the one hand to have a proper tribunal, but
on the other hand not so expensive to have preferential treatmnent in his office? If that were
the system to operate he would offer that service to all members of Parliament to enable
Homeswest staff to sit in their offices and dispense housing assistance. One would not
expect that from a Minister.
Dr Hames: The previous Government spent $87 000 on a unit in Nedlands for one of my
patients.
Mr Marlborough: What is wrong with that?
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr D.L. SMITH: Perhaps the member could tell me the name of that constituent so that I
could send him a copy of the member's remarks.
12313.-I
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Dr Namres: I would like to do that. but he has passed away.
Mr DL. SMITH: The member should not speak ill of the dead.
Dr Hantes: I was not speaking ill of die dead.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr D.L. SMITH: Members need only go through the other decisions which this Minister has
been making. Wherever land offers a view or provides an extra comfort for Homeswesc
tenants the Minister sells it. Wherever a location may be available in the inner city, whether
it be inner Fremantle or inner Perth, where the convenience of the inner city may apply and
people may be able to use the services - because they are elderly or otherwise, or because
they like that lifestyle - the Minister says that inner city land is too expensive for Homeswest
tenants and it should be sold off to private enterprise and the money used for the ghetto
system. We are only five months into the life of this Government; however, it is changing
the face of this State to one which I dislike. The electors of this State, if they had the
opportunity now, would vote this Government out of office.
MR SHAVE (Melville - Minister for Housing) [9.08 pm]: If that is the level of ability
sitting on the other side of the House, the Government is in for a pretty easy time over the
next four years. It is quite appropriate that in The West Australian this morning the
gentleman who edits 'Inside Cover' referred to them as a bunch of rabble, or something
along those lines.
Mr W. Smith: It was organised rabble.
Mr SHAVE: Organised rabble. The member for Peel and the member for Eyre must move
to the front bench and help a few of the members opposite because they are dreadful. A
number of issues have been raised. I will deal firstly with the maintenance trades personnel
division. When I took over as the Minister for Housing, I told the executive at Homeswest
that I wanted to discuss all the areas of Homeswest's operation which the executive and its
board thought should be reviewed or improved, and asked them to give me an overview of
all of those areas. I said that, unlike the case with my predecessor, there would not be any
political interference and I told him that if there were any areas which he thought we could
run more efficiently he should tell me. One of those areas was the maintenance trades
personnel division. I had a look at a number of reports, one done in 1987 and one done
subsequent to that, I think in 1991 or 1992. The clear recommendation from the board of
Homeswest - the board that this Government appointed, many members of which are
sympathetic to the Labor Party's political views - was that the maintenance trades personnel
division should go. The last report that I looked at had a little memo on it marked
"Confidential. Keep on file. Not to be released." Having seen the contents of that documnent
I understand fully why the Minister of the day would not have wanted it released because it
was an indictment of the inefficiencies of the maintenance trades personnel division at
Homeswest. The people on the board who rejected the operation of the maintenance trades
personnel division were appointed by the former Labor Government; no-one else.
I accepted the recommendation. I asked the chief executive what would be a fair and
equitable way of dealing with people's entitlements. In the private sector, if something is
wound down or a company goes broke, employees lose their jobs. People in the public
sector expect a different arrangement. We set about providing options for people in the
maintenance wrades personnel division. All were offered redundancies. Those who accepted
redundancies made it clear to the executive officers that they could not understand why that
division had not closed sooner. Some of them were happy to cake the redundancies that were
offered. Out of 77 employees. 45 accepted redundancies. The figures can be varied by two
or three either way, but 15 were redeployed within Horneswest, five or six went to other
departments and 12 others are having discussions about what will happen to them.
The apprentices who worked in the division have gone to builders and wil obtain much
wider experience in their apprenticeships. They will be far better off now than they were
working in the maintenance trades personnel division.
Mr McGinty: Were the apprentices given a choice of staying in Government or were they
only given the option of being relocated?
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Mr SHAVE: I understand that where it was possible to redeploy them, it was the intent of
the executive director to absorb them.
Mr McGinty: How many weir redeployed?
Mr SHAVE: All have gone to the private sector. They are lucky; they will obtain wider
experience in the private sector because they will be working in a competitive industry. One
day those apprentices, with a bit of luck, will run their own businesses and will be able to
thank the experience they gained in the private sector.
Mr Thomas: Have they gone to tradesmen or builders?
Mr SHAVE: They are working in building companies under the direction of tradesmen.
Mr Thomas: Who has employed them; tradesmen or builders?
Mr SHAVE: Companies that do work for Homeswest have taken on the apprentices and
assurances have been given to those apprentices - the member for Maylands should not leave
the Chamber because there are a few things that I wish to take issue with her on.
Mr Kobelke: You will be your normal, nasty self, will you?
Mr SHAVE: I am not a nasty person. I am being as nice as I can this evening.
The Opposition does not like the fact that we have improved efficiencies in that area or that
we will save a lot of money. Members opposite might not also understand that if a business
is run efficiently, everyone benefits. That is the rationale behind what we have done in that
area.
Dr Edwards: Given that plumbers am cheaper in the private sector -

Mr SHAVE: The member for Maylands has made the outlandish assertion that tradesmen
are cheaper here and someone is cheaper somewhere else. A lot of what she said can be
questioned and I will come to that in a moment.
Reference was made to Homeswest evictions. The executive of Homeswest told me that
arrears in rents owed to Homeswest totalled between $7mn and $9m and there was a real
problem about addressing that issue.
Mr W. Smith: They would have taken the soft option.
Mr SHAVE: Yes, that would have been my suggestion being the compassionate person that
I am. I do not know who writes the member for Maylands' press releases. However, that
person must be a freedom fighter. I thought she had come straight out of Bosnia.
Mr Kobelke: Plagiarist! The member for Peel said that.
Mr SHAVE: Did he say that?
Mr Marlborough: Everybody steals my good sayings.
Mr SHAVE: This press release referred to 200 hungry people being thrown out onto the
street by June and Homeswest running rampant through the housing industry putting people
onto the street. The member for Maylands frightened many elderly ladies, the people she
purports to represent. They rang my office in tears asking what they could do. I wrote to the
executive officer of Homeswest -

Mrs Hallahan: You wrote to him?
Mr SHAVE: Yes, I sent him a memo and said I wanted advice. That is my responsibility as
Minister. The executive officer wrote back to me and outlined the process under which
Homeswest operates. The member for Maylands may be interested to know that what she
said in her press release about people being thrown out after three weeks was dishonest and
incorrect. It takes between 10 and 12 weeks to evict someone from Homeswest
accommodation. Nothing has changed.
Dr Edwards interjected.
Mr SHAVE: I read the memo that that gentleman wrote. I have never spoken to that
gentleman. That memo was written without any authority from me; it was a decision that he
made.
Dr Edwards: Shame on you. It says clearly that it is on your recommendation following
consultation with you.
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Mr SHAVE: I cannot apologise if someone writes something about me that is incorrect. I
can only tell the truth, which I am now doing, unlike the member for Maylands.
I suggested during discussions that, instead of allowing everyone to run into arrears - getting
$1 500, $1 800, N4 000 behind in their rent - as the previous Government had done, we
should contact these people in the early stages and suggest to them that there may be a way
for them to reduce their arrears and overcome their problems. It is called compassion.
Homeswest did that; but with all the fright and terror created by the member for Maylands
there was a flood of calls from people working in Homeswest offices around Western
Australia and a large increase in rent arrears payments. Just about every office rang the
executive officer. I am told chat rent arrears in the last month were reduced by between
$200 000 and $500 000, and that one gentleman who had not been paying his rent came in
with a substantial payment of $3 000 or $4 000. It was put to me that he had been working
the system but now thought there had been a change in policy as a result of the comments by
the member for Maylands.
Several members interjected.
Mr SHAVE: I have always said that the member for Maylands is a rose among thorns.
Mr Blaikie: You will now be able to help more disadvantaged people.
Mr SHAVE: Yes, and to build some more houses. That is the sort of thing the member for
Mitchell is discouraging me from doing, as I understand it. He wants it both ways: He does
not want people on the waiting list but he does not want me to build more houses. Where is
die logic in that? That only vindicates the concerns I expressed earlier about the legal
profession.
Mr McGinty: Tell us about the eviction of the Rottnest Island Board member. I thought you
were an expert in evictions.
Mr SHAVE: I have not evicted anyone.
Mr McGinty: She did not enjoy a very good holiday, did she? You have an excellent rack
record on evictions.
Mr SHAVE: The member for Fremantle is trying to divert me because the Opposition has
done very badly in this debate.
I turn now to the architects. When I became the Minister for Housing I was concerned about
the architects designing for Homeswest. Homeswest, not being the owner but rather a
Government instrumentality, was giving these architects virtually a free run of the designs
they were doing and I was conscious of cost. In fact, I attended one public meeting where a
shire member told me that Homeswest spent $10 000 per unit more on constructing units
than did his shire. I have raised that issue with the architects and have given them the brief
of showing me how we can reduce costs and produce more houses yet still produce houses of
design quality. I make no apology for giving them that brief, because that is sensible and
wise. It is not wise to give an open cheque book to architects, just as it is not wise to give an
open cheque book to rotten Labor Governments like the previous Government of this State,
members of which are sitting on the other side of the House.
I tur now to the Homeswest Independent Appeals Tribunal, which is another interesting
issue I raised earlier. The member for Mitchell talked about the Liberal stooges I might
appoint to that tribunal. Let us talk about Brendan MacDowell, now resigned, who this year
earned $52 266. I ask the member for Fremantle which faction of the Labor Party he comes
from; or is he not tied up with the Labor Party?
Mr McGinty: I don't think so.
Mr SHAVE: Does the member not think so? Let us try Penelope Giles, a relative of Labor
Senator Pat Giles, appointed by the member for Thonilie in June 1991. iler earnings this
year were $24 483. 1 bet she is not a Labor lawyer either! Let us try Philip Vincent, a
former Labor candidate, appointed by the member for Thornlie in June 1991. His earnings
this year were $19 995. What a joke the member for Fremantle is! The member for Mitchell
sits there and talks about political stooges. He is unbelievable.
Mr D.L. Smith: What axe you replacing it with?
Mr SHAVE: We are replacing it with an appeals mechanism recommended by the Kent
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committee which was established by the Federal Government. It proposes three stages. I am
quite happy to table this paper so that members can look at it.
[See paper No 166.]
Mr SHAVE: I do not have time to read the document if I am to get through the rest of the
issues which members opposite have raised. Let us now get to what the member for
Fremantle said about 2 800 houses being constructed. He really is in dreanmland. I am told
his figure last year was 2 350.
Mr McGinty interjected.
Mr SHAVE: Houses for construction total 2 350. This year, prior to my taking over as
Minister, the member for Fremantle's proposal was for about 2 000 houses. Homeswest is
meeting that proposal and plans to build 1 950.
Let us talk about redevelopment such as is occurring in the suburb of Willagee where the
rating is R20. In the member for Fremianule's deceit, he did not say that building pensioner
units gives one a 50 per cent bonus and allows one to build at an R30 rating. Many of the
redevelopments in Willagee are done on that basis. Furthermore, they are still going ahead,
so the member should get his facts str-aight. In relation to the development in Karratha,
Homeswest officers came to me after the election and said, "We have to build these houses in
Karratha. There are waiting lists in all other areas. It is not warranted and in our view they
should not be built in that area." I believe those units were to be built in that area at the
direction and insistence of the former Government for political reasons. Let us talk now
about Homeswest officers being in electorate offices. The member for Frenmantle went
running to his mate Aslan at the CSA office and said. "Quick, put a bit of pressure on this
bloke Shave because he has officers working in his electorate office helping with Homeswest
matters." I thought that that was what Homeswest officers were supposed to do.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Prince): Order! Order! One interjection at a time I can hear,
several I cannot.
Mr SHAVE: Worse than that, I will show how stupid the member for Fremantle is. During
the four years prior to my becoming Minister, every time I wanted a Homeswest officer in
my electorate office to help me with problems I rang up the member for Fremanule and he
would supply an officer. The former Minister for Housing supplied me with an officer. Can
members believe that? God, he is stupid!
Mr Mccinty: You couldn't lie straight in bed.
Mr SHAVE: The only thing I can say is: Will the idiots opposite get their facts right in
future before they bother me with their idiotic comments.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (18)
Mr M. Barnetu Mr Grill Mr Ripper
Mr Catania Mrs Hiailahan Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mi Tomas
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Ms Wanock
Dr Gallop Mr Mct~inty Dr Watson
Mr Graham Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)

Noes (25)
Mr Ainsworthi Dr Hames Mr Pentil
Mr Cj. Barnett Mr Johnson Mr Shave
Mr Blaikie Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Marshall Mr Strickland
Mr Bmadshaw Mr McNee Mr Treuiordefl
Dr Constable Mr Minson DrTurnbull
Mr Cowan Mr Nicholls Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
Mr Day Mr Omodei
Mrs Edwardes Mr Osborne
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Mr Taylor Mr Wies
Mr Hill Mrs van die Kiashorsi
Wr Bridge Mr Kiemath
Mr Brown Mr Tubby
Dr Lawrence Mr Court
Mrs Henderson M~r House

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate (on motion) Resumed

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [9.34 pmn]: Firstly, I refer to the speech of His Excellency at
the opening of our Parliament on 17 June 1993. 1 have been in this Parliament for only a
short rime - since 1986 - but I have had the opportunity to listen to a number of speeches at
the opening of Parliament, and I regret to say that this speech was clearly the worst!I have
heard in my time in this Parliament. The speech started on a very bad note as it failed to
mention one of our members who retired at the last election; namely, Mr Bill Grayden, the
former member for South Perth. He was a member of this House from 1947 to 1949, and
then fromn 1956 to 1993.
Mr Pendal: That matter has been dealt with.
Dr GALLO)P: I realise that, but I am making the point that the speech started in a very bad
way; whoever wrote it should be hauled over the coals for that serious mistake.
More importantly, this speech was completely devoid of any intellectual content, let alone
any vision for the State of Western Australia in 1993. The only part which might be roughly
described as a vision was the following -

What is required is a fundamental change in the attitude and behaviour by
government to give private enterprise its rightful place as the generator of economic
development and full employment. The Government is totally committed to this
change. It believes that private enterprise alone can build a secure economic future
and it will govern accordingly.

Thtis not a vision for the State of Western Australia but a prejudice.
Inasmuch as our Aboriginal people were mentioned in the Governor's speech, it is implied
that every effort will be made to deny them their rights under the Mabo decision; since the
Governor's speech was delivered, that agenda has been clearer. Inasmuch as workers were
mnentioned in the speech, it is implied that they will not need trade. unions to represent them
in their workplace; since the Governor's speech was delivered that agenda has become
clearer. Inasmuch as the environment was mentioned in the speech, it is easy to see that the
major defender of the general environment, the EPA, will be reduced in its power and
influence, It becomes clearer by the day that the Minister has been forced by his colleagues
to prepare the ground for the demise of not only him, but also the environmental interest
within our political system.
The Governor's speech has no concept of community within it, and makes no mention of the
integration through social justice which makes the concept of community a reality. The
bottom line is that this Government is a Government of vested interest. It is not governing
for all the people of this State, it is governing on behalf of some of the people. This
Government is an unholy coalition between free traders and rural protectionists, and the aim
and function of this coalition is to carry out the will of their political supporters. This is a
Government which will inevitably involve conflict and frustration. The rural protectionists
on one side and the free traders on the other making concessions one to the other and vice
versa will keep this ship of ministerial privilege afloat. That is all this Government can do
while occupying the Treasury benches of this State.
If this Government had any vision at all, it would fall apart. Consequently, the only way it
can define itself is through what it opposes. The only way it knows how to move is
negatively. Put simply, it knows what it opposes: It opposes, firstly, Aboriginal land rights;
secondly, trade unionism; thirdly, environmentalism; and fourthly, of course, its number one
archenemy, Canberra, which is a catch all for all sorts of conservative criticism. This
Government actually believes that out of the rubble of conflict it will create in this
community will emerge a stronger and wealthier Western Australia. Of course, the truth is
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thai the only way to build a stronger and wealthier Western Australia is through the concept
of community, by integrating all of the interests chat exist in this State into a vision for the
future. This Government does not have that vision.
Interestingly, those who rule the Liberal Party in this State, who all live within a two
kilometre radius of the Dallceith Town Hall, knew exactly what they were doing when they
bumped off Barry MacKinnon as Leader of the Opposition: Poor old Banry, the boy from the
bush, who forged himself a constituency in Western Australian politics in the suburbs of
small business, in particular, in the southern suburbs. To the rulers of the Liberal Party Barry
MacKinnon represented suburban mediocrity. They meant by that prejudice that Barry
MacKinnon was capable of being honest and of being stubborn about some of the views he
held. The last thing the Liberal Party wanted was someone like that in the leadership
position of their party. We must also remember the role that the former member for Jandakot
played in the ill fated Liberal preselection for Floreac. One thing is certain, the power
brokers in the Liberal Party of this State never forgot about the role Barry MacKinnon
played, so he became expendable. They had to get rid of the suburban honesty that he
represented because they wanted an empty vessel in the leadership, and they got one in the
member for Nedlands. In an empty vessel one can dump anything. That is precisely what
the member for Nedlands represents. Unfortunately for the former member for Jandakor he
lacked the political and presentation skills to adequately fight off his political enemies within
the Liberal Party. They had to dump him from the leadership and put into the leadership of
the Liberal Party an empty vessel into which they could pour what they desired.
Let us look at three issues which indicate the negativity of this coalition Government about
the future of this State: The republic, the Mabo decision and electoral reform. One of the
most important issues facing the Australian people in the 1990s is the question of the
republic. A simple question has been asked by many citizens in this country: Why should
the Queen of England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland be the Queen of Australia?
Australian politics and society have changed dramatically over the past 25 years. Firstly,
political changes have meant that our political and constitutional arrangements are
effectively separate from Great Britain. The Australia Act 1986, agreed upon by all the
States and the Commonwealth, was the linchpin of that political separation from Great
Britain. All we have left are the final vestiges of connection with Great Britain by way of the
shared monarchy. Secondly, our society has changed significantly. British influence in
Australia has declined dramatically. We are now a multicultural community and we need a
new symbol of national unity and our own Head of State so that we can go into the
international community as an Australian nation and not some sort of offshoot of the British
Empire. This is a major issue of Australian politics which was not mentioned in the
Governor's speech. Did the Premier of this State indicate in that speech where this
Government stands on that debate? No, he ignored it. Inasmuch as he wishes to participate,
it will be by way of opposition. We will see needless conflict and confusion of the debate
because the conservative forces will not accept that Australian society has changed.
The only mention of the Mabo decision in the Governor's speech is a reference to legislation
to validate land titles since 1975. There was no mention of the philosophical stance that will
be taken by the coalition Government on this major issue, no mention of the attitude and
policy of the coalition to this major issue of national debate. Of course, we now see that the
agenda of this Government is to overturn the Hi1gb Court decision to give Aboriginal people
legal rights to land that was taken from them two centuries ago. The decision of the High
Court allows the Australian people to enter a new era in their history. Terra nullius is an
offensive concept to the original inhabitants of this country. It is an offensive concept both
legally and morally. We see another example of criticism of the High Court from the Chief
Executive Officer of Western Mining Corporation only today. In criticising the High Court,
these reactionary influences in our community talk of the "guilt complex" and the "guilt
industry". I am not so concerned with that but with the "denial complex" and the "denial
industry". That is what worries me about the conservative forces in this country, because
that "denial complex" and "denial industry" when translated into the political scene in 1993
will mean enormous uncertainty that will not only harm our economic futur but also lead to
unnecessary litigation and a failure to settle what is a major issue in our State and nation. Of
course, the conservatives do not look at it that way. They want the division and the conflict
because they can feed off it thinking they can earn a few votes.
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The Governor's speech makes no mention of electoral reform, of that unmentionable concept
of one-vote-one-value. The Governor's speech makes some vague reference to the setting up
of the Commission on Government, but no mention of its terms of reference or who the
commissioners will be. However, in the public debate we see that the coalition cannot accept
one-vowe-one-value, cannot accept electoral reform,. because the National Party will not allow
it to invoke that concept. How can we justify a system in which the National Party earned
just over five per cenc of the vote at the lasc election and holds six out of the 57 seats in this
Assembly; that is, over 10 per cent of the seats in this Chamber with just five per cent of the
vote? It is to their political credit that they then obtained four of the 17 Cabinet positions. I
think it was the historian Fred Alexander who once said about Arthur Calwell that he
inherited an impossible position which he did very little to improve. Of the National Party
we could say it has inherited a favourable position which it has done everything to maximnise.
Indeed, it has been very effective in using the electoral base provided by the electoral system
and maximising the role that it plays in the political system. Of course, the justice contained
in the democratic principle of equality of rights can no longer be denied in the 1990s, nor the
injustice of a situation in which the National Party is clearly over-represented in this
Parliament accepted any more. I am sure that many Liberal members will see the inherent
logic and plausibility of one-vote-one-value reform in our Parliament.
I refer now to important economic issues in the Governor's speech. We must give credit to
the new Government for its recognition of the importance of Asia as a major market for
Australia. That is acknowledged in the Governor's speech. Without doubt, Asia is the
fastest growing region in the world. By the middle of the next century it is expected that
over half of the world's gross domestic product will come from that region. Western
Australia has become increasingly integrated into that Asian marker. The value of our trade
with Asia has increased by over 300 per cent in the past 10 years. Given our geographic
location and early success in that market, it is important that we further develop our links
with that area. I note, however, that there is a connection between the need to develop our
links with Asia, the republic debate and the acceptance that we need to build a new and
authentic national identity. A link also exists between our desire to develop our Asian
markets and the Mabo debate. People in Asia do not respect a country that does nor respect
its original inhabitants. They do not respect a country whose national identity is not formed
from its own history and its own people.
I refer now to economic questions and the overall nature of the economic development of
this Stare. I was most concerned to read the comments of the Minister for Resources
Development when he outlined his vision for Western Australian economic development.
The Bulletin of 27 April 1993 said of the Minister for Resources Development.-

For Barnett, the days of trying to diversify the WA economy by chasing unachievable
aspirations have "come and gone". The diversity he wants to see is in the range of
natural resources in which the state can specialise.

Therefore, according to the Minister for Resources Development, our diversification should
be only within the resource sector. I quote the Minister from an article in the Business News
of 25 10 27 March 1993 -

The Government and business community must accept the reality that Western
Australia is a small regional economy and cannot expect to be a scaled-down version
of the large industrialised economies of the world.

How can we guarantee a future for our young people or hope to achieve full employment in
our State with that outlook? I refer to global trends in the economy. In the past 30 years
primary products have declined from nearly half to less than a quarter of international trade.
Consumer goods and complex manufactures have increased from about one third to 60 per
cent of international trade. Semi-manufactures have increased only slightly, If we adopt the
outlook that we must concentrate solely on our resource sector and project that in the future,
this Stare will not be able to provide future employment and opportunities for our young
people. Let us narrow down the perspective and look to the shorter term scenario. I refer to
The Australian Financial Review of 23 June 1993. A report from the Australian Bureau of
Agricultural and Resource Economics indicates that the picture in the short term for
commodity prices is not good. This leads the journalist who prepared this article, Christine
Wallace, to conclude -
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it intensifies pressure on the Government to find new home-grown ways to kick the
economy up onto a job-generating growth plane after six consecutive quarters
paddling along in a stare of "jobless growth".

This particular Government may be able to offer us economic growth, but will that growth
bring with it employment opportunities and the achievement of full employment? I refer also
to an article in The West Australian of 25 June 1993 in which Professor Brian Mackenzie, a
Canadian-based mineral economist, is quoted as saying that in the medium term, world
mineral prices are set to remain soft- He said that industry would have to learn to live with
long term softness in world mineral commodity prices. The conclusion of that analysis is not
that we should not put effort into improving our resource sector. The conclusion that should
be reached is that if we take a medium to long term view we must diversify our economy in
Western Australia. When the Minister for Resources Development talks about such
diversification, he speaks as though it would impose non-market design on the economy; it
would try to force the economy into a pattern it could nor achieve. The truth is that
manufacturing exports in Western Australia have been expanding. It is actually happening in
Western Australia. Between 1983 and 1991 the value of State manufactured exports rose by
185 per cent compared with 112 per cent for Australia. In 1991 manufactured exports
exceeded $900m. They now exceed $1lb. If the rate of growth is sustained throughout the
1990s manufactures are likely to comprise 20 per cent of Western Australia's exports by the
turn of the century.
What sort of products are we talking about? We are talking about not only processed mineral
and agricultural products, but also more complex fabricated products. Investors have picked
up on the new skills available in our community and on the overall infrastructure available
for manufacturers, as well as on the support and development mechanisms available through
both the State and Federal Governments. Indeed, in the past two years in Western Australia
over $178m has been invested in new manufacturing projects. New investment has occurred
in high precision turbine blades and mining and electronic equipment. Exports of mining
equipment in 1991-92 amounted to $88m. Investment is now occurring in the
pharmaceutical area at Technology Park in my own electorate. Our shipbuilding industry has
seen major expansion with a turnover in 1992 of $253m. Its projected turnover by the year
2000 is over 5600m. What is the lesson in this? Talking about diversifying our economy,
about policies for manufacturing, about moving away from our resource based economy is
not an attempt to impose direction on the economy that moves against the market forces; it is
about direction that goes with the market forces. At the turn of the century, in the 1 890s,
when the Government of Western Australia was worried about unemployment as numbers of
goldields people began to drift to the city, what did the Government of that day do? It set
itself a direction to diversify into agriculture; it passed the Homestead Act; it reformed the
Land Act; it introduced an agricultural bank and changed the credit policies associated with
that bank. it allowed the Department of Agricultur to institute major research within the
agricultural industry. It encouraged people to come to this State, invested in infrastructure
and built the rabbit proof fence, railway lines and ports. When that first started, the people of
the goldfields said Western Australia could not diversify in that way because it would rake
resources from a productive sector to an unproductive sector. What happened in the first
decade of the twentieth century? The agricultural industry of Western Australia took shape
as a major economic force and I imagine the grandfathers and grandmothers of many
members of this Parliament were involved in agicultural development in those years.
With regard to the views of the Minister for Resources Development and his vision for the
future of Western Australia, where is there in the Governor's speech any reference to these
developments in general or to manufacturing? Indeed, there is no reference whatsoever in
the Governor's speech to the manufacturing sector. It indicates this Government's bias and
prejudice; a bias which renders it incapable of leading this State into the twenty-first century.
In the Governor's speech there is no acknowledgment of the need to diversify this State's
economy to provide full employment to the young people of this State. One of the ironies of
politics in Western Australia is that the very portfolio which can bring about the change from
a resource-based economy to a manufacturing economy is in the hands of the Leader of the
National Party; the Minister for Commerce and Trade. I have great hopes that this Minister
will be a force in the coalition Government in promoting the future of Western Australia.
Perhaps he will play the role that Black Jack MeEwan played in the Menzies Government to
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bring about manufacturing development in Australia in the 1950s and 1960s. I hope the
Minister will see to it that support is given to the diversification of the economy and hope to
the public.
If the Governor's speech had been delivered on behalf of the Labor Government one of the
first statements that would have been made would have conic from the policy document
presented to the people of Western Australia at the 1993 election campaign. I will quote
from Labor's policy -

However, to secure the future of Western Australia into the next century. we must
take a dramatic new direction to generate enough jobs for those who will join the
worlcforce during the next decade.
We must transform our economy from one dependent on the export of raw materials
to a broadly-based economy based on real growth in downstream processing and
manufacturing industries.

A Labor Government would have then gone on to point out the policies that would have
brought that vision to realisation. The policies would have outlined the funds required to
achieve that end in the areas of infrastructure, marketing, and education and training.
The Governor's speech of 1993 is a disgrace. It started in a had way by failing to mention
the former member for South Perth's achievements and it continued by ignoring the major
questions facing the people of Western Australia in terms of this great nation's future
identity, the relationships we have with the original Aboriginal people, the need for major
political reform and the need for electoral reform in this State. But primarily. it failed
because the economic philosophy contained in the document offers no hope for a future of
economic opportunity for the young people of this Stare.
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [10.03 pm]: 1 have pleasure in contributing to the
Address-in-Reply debate this evening and I direct my comments at what must be the most
arrogant and unprecedented action by a Minister in this Parliament that I have seen in the 10
years I have been in this place.
This afternoon a Minister walked into the Chamber and announced, by a stroke of a pen, that
thousands of Western Australians would lose their right to common law claims for workers'
compensation for injuries sustained at work. He said that from four o'clock this afternoon
anyone whose claim had not been lodged would lose his right to claim benefits under the
common law system. It is unprecedented arrogance. The Minister's decision requires
legislation and it is an insult to the Parliament that the Minister should walk into the
Chamber, make an announcement and expect to come back to this place in one or two
months' rime and introduce retrospective legislation which will cut out people's rights. The
Minister said with pride that his decision would cut out 90 per cent of the claims of people
who lodge common law claims for benefits as a result of injuries received at work. So much
for the many tines I have heard the Government, when in Opposition, decry retrospectivity.
It said it was an assault on people's rights to bring retrospective legislation to this Parliament.
No other mechanism can he used to put into effect the Government's announcement this
afternoon,
The Minister based his announcement on a very brief review of workers' compensation
carried out by the member for Avon. The member was given three or four weeks in which to
undertake that review. I have not seen the results of the review and I am not aware that the
document has been tabled in this House. In fact, I do not know whether it has been publicly
released. There has been no discussion or consultation in the community to lead to today's
announcement. However, that has not held back this Minister, In three minutes he wiped
out the rights of thousands of Western Australians. The Western Australian public will not
cop it and the thousands of people who have been injured at work and have been working on
their claims, through their lawyers, in the past 12 to 18 months will accept that their rights
have been chopped off as at four o'clock this afternoon. The Government assumes that it can
walk into this House and do whatever it likes without consulting with anyone. The Minister
announced that because there is a projected increase in workers' compensation insurance he
will cut off dhe rights of those people. He comes into this Chamber as an apologist for the
insurance industry. It is significant that those people who were sitting in the Public Gallery
to hear the announcement were the insurers. I did not see any injured workers there. They
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have not been told that their rights have been chopped off. The Minister pointed to a
projected increase of 32 per cent in the cost of workers' compensation claims over the next
12 months, but he did not produce any evidence to support his announcement
Over the past 12 months workers' compensation premiums decreased by five per cent. What
does the Minister really mean when he says that his projections are that over the next 12
months workers' compensation claims will increase by 32 per cent? What he must mean is
that he thinks there will be 32 per cent more accidents over the next 12 months. Where is the
evidence to support that? Why will there be a sudden change in the accident rate? The only
reason there could be a change in the accident rate is that this Minister has been busy
dismantling the health and safety regulations which were put in place by the former
Government. He knows it will result in more accidents; blind Freddy can see that by
weakening occupational health and safety regulations there will be more accidents. Will the
Minister have the concern of the injured workers at heart? Does he try to reduce the number
of accidents? No, all he does is cut off their right to workers' compensation. It is a right
which employees have enjoyed for over 100 years.
We heard this afternoon that the threshold for common law claims for workers'
compensation will be a 30 per cent loss of bodily function. What is a 30 per cent loss? I am
told that the loss of a leg does nor represent a 30 per cent loss of bodily function.
Therefore, if a person lost a leg at work because of an accident that was not his fault, as of
4.00 pm today he would not be able to claim common law damages. Loss of a leg can cause
a major change in a person's lifestyle. I understand that whether a person could claim
damages for the loss of an arm would depend upon which arm that person lost, If a person
lost his left arm and were right-handed, that would not amount to a 30 per cent loss of bodily
function, but if he lost his right arm and used that arm as a significant part of his
employment - perhaps his employment involved a lot of writing or using the right hand - that
might constitute a 30 per cent loss in bodily function. I say "might", because the advice I
have received from the lawyers I have contacted is that it might be 30 per cent. It is more
likely that a person would have to lose his right arm and the little finger on his left hand in
order to have a 30 per cent loss of bodily function. The way that injured people will be
treated will be to put up a chart on the wall and work out how many bits they have had
chopped off!
I understand that one of the most common injuries in the workplace is a back injury. I am
told that a severe back injury is usually when the last two vertebrae on the spine are so
severely damaged that the person needs to have an operation to fuse them together. A person
with such a back injury loses flexibility of' movement, but I am told that will nor amount to
30 per cent. Such a back injury drastically reduces the range of occupations in which that
person can work and dramatically alters his lifestyle. Many constituents who suffer from
such an injury come into my office, as I am sure they come into the offices of other
members, and they are not able to sit on a chair in front of me for more than five minutes at a
time because they are so uncomfortable; they get up and walk around my office because they
are in constant pain, and they rake Codral Forte by the packet. However, from 4.00 pm
today, because of the arrogance of this Government, those people will lose their right to take
common law action and to claim damages.
This Minister stated proudly in this House that this action will cut out 90 per cent of common
law claims. This Minister is acting on behalf of the insurance companies. He did not present
any evidence or documentation. He had only a projection - which I am told was put out by
the insurance companies - which claims that insurance premiums will increase dramatically.
I have been told that because there are so many insurance companies in this State and there is
such a small market, they have been undercutting each other and have been discounting their
premiums. The chickens are now coming home to moost and those insurance companies are
not making the profits that they think they should be making. Therefore, they said to the
Minister, "Next year we will jack up our premiums. We will make the kind of money that
we think we are entitled to make." The Minister said to them. "Do not worry about it. I will
fix it for you. I will go to the Parliament and cut off those people's rights. I will ensure that
you will not lose any money over the next 12 months, and if several thousand people who
have been injured over the last three or four years lose out, that will not matter. I will issue a
ministerial edict tomorrow, and in a couple of months' time when I bring a Bill into the
Parliament [ will make it retrospective to 4.00 pm on the day that I made my announcement."
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Over the last two years we have conducted a major review of workers' compensation. That
review was chaired by Robert Guthric, who was assisted by a panel comprising
representatives from workers' groups, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western
Australia, the Trades and Labor Council of Western Austr-alia, the Australian Medical
Association and the Law Society of Western Australia. Those people put in a solid six
months' work. They held discussions with people in the field. They called for oral and
written submissions. They held hearings. They produced the most comprehensive report
ever produced in Western Australia on workers' compensation. They made extensive
recommendations. Some of those recommendations have now been put in place. Some of
them were put in place by the legislation which I brought to this Parliament at the end of last
year. Other recommendations were put in place by administrative action. Those
recommendations were supported by all the parties. There was consultation, discussion and
negotiation. There was no arbitrary announcement by mec. I did not walk into this House
and say, "I have got a solution. I know the answer to the problem." Some of those
recommendations have not yet been put in place, and much more in that report needs to be
done.
The Minister for Labour Relations walked into this House today and said, "I will sec up a
new inquiry, but in the meantime I will make the most far reaching changes to the system,
and I will announce them today. I will pay a person to conduct an inquiry, but I will pre-
empt that inquiry. I know what the outcome should be because I know more about workers'
compensation than anybody else knows. I will tell you what the outcome should be. I will
cut off 90 per cent of the common law claims from 4.00 pm today." What kind of individual
is that?
Mrs Hallahan: A monster!
Mrs HENDERSON: This Minister has picked on the most vulnerable group in the
community. How many injured workers will demonstrate against him? How can they
demonstrate? Most of them are in pain. What kind of voice do they have to assert their
democratic rights? They do not have a strong voice. There are several ways to get around
the problem of lawyers charging too much. One simple way is to issue a scale of fees for
personal injury claims. There are plenty of scales of fees in other areas, and there is no
reason that this Government could not put in place a process that will result in a scale of fees
and chat would send out a strong message to the lawyers who practise in this area about what
are the appropriate fees. A structure is already in place which sets those kinds of fees.
However, the Minister did not do that. He grabbed the nearest sledgehammer and sought to
crack the problem by taking away people's rights. There is no doubt that there is a problem
in respect of legal fees, but that is not the way to resolve the problem.
I brought to this Parliament some of the recommendations of the Guthrie inquiry, which
would have reduced the cost of legal fees in workers' compensation matters and would have
made it more likely that a greater number of cases were taken forward by lay advocates, who
are a cheaper option and who dominated the workers' compensation system for many years,
but who in recent times have declined in numbers as lawyers have taken over the system.
The recommendations which I brought forward had the support of all parties - the Chamber
of Commerce and Industry, the Law Society, the Trades and Labor Council and the
Australian Medical Association. However, the then Opposition opposed them and told me
chat I would not get my Bill through the House unless I took out those recommendations
because the Opposition did not support them and would never support them. Therefore,
chose recommendations were killed off at the end of last year. Those recommendations
would have done more to reduce legal costs than will the arbitrary action that was announced
today by the Minister.
Mr Bloffwitch: You suggested that we knock back claims, and we are doing the same thing
now.
Mrs Hallahan: She did not say that. Just listen.
Mrs HENDERSON: I did not say that. When I was the inister responsible for this area,
we engaged consultants. The tripartite body engaged the Trowbridge company -

Mr Bloffwitch: How much did that cost?
Mrs HENDERSON: That cost $64 000 for a six month project. They produced a report in
which they examined a number of mathematical models to change the spread of costs in
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workers' compensation matters. They came up with three or four options. I took those
options 10 the tripartite body, which comprised representatives from employers, and unions
representing injured workers, and they had extensive discussions about them. We did not
finish chat process, but everyone on that body was of the view that no action would be taken
in this area precipitately because it affected the basic, fundamental human rights of thousands
of Western Australians. No sudden action would have been taken by us in Government.
Theme would perhaps have been a discussion paper about the options and there would have
been further consultation with the affected parties, but there would never have been the
arrogant dismissal of people's rights chat we have seen today, just because one Minister has a
view about a way to resolve a problem. I am concerned for those people whose rights were
chopped off today at 4.00 pm. I know that for many people who are injured at work it takes
up to 12 months before their case comes before the courts; sometimes it is 18 months or two
years. Part of the reason Car that is not negligent conduct; it is not just tardiness. For
instance, if someone injures himself at work often the injury takes time to stabilise, so it is
impossible to work out the final injury for which the person needs to be compensated until
through the process of medical treatment. physiotherapy and occupational therapy, the
person recovers those functions. It is only at the point that the process is exhausted that a
sensible lawyer will take forward a case on behalf of the lifelong damage that a person
carries forward. At four o'clock today people had their claims cut short, people who might
have been injured a year ago, 18 months ago or two years ago. They might have been
preparing a case, gathering their medical evidence, Their lawyer might have been
investigating and asking questions -

Mrs Edwardes: I have never heard the member speak so kindly about solicitors.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am not speaking kindly, I am stating the facts. As the Attorney
General knows, that is the way investigations are conducted. I am talking on behalf of the
injured worker for whom a lawyer has been gathering information. From today, the people
whose cases might have been lodged tomorrow will not be able to lodge any case.
Mrs Hallahan: How does the Attorney General justify chat?
Mrs Edwardes: It was justified by the Minister.
Mrs Hallahan: Pontius Pilate!
Mrs Edwardes: We will increase schedule 2; we will increase the weekly earnings. People
will be far better off.
Mrs HENDERSON: Will they? We have not received any details on schedule 2. People
have had their rights cut off today. Members of Parliament need special briefings; the public
need special briefings about the rights they will enjoy under these so called expanded
benefits.
Mrs Edwardes: You should have listened.
Mrs HENDERSON: I listened well. I read the Minister's paper which Government
members probably have not read. This issue will come back to haunt the Government team.
People will not take this lying down.
Mr Nicholls: That is a pun, obviously.
Mrs HEN DERSON: Many people are lying down because they are so injured. Currently,
people who are injured at work have two avenues through which to claim compensation.
One is under the statutory benefits, under a no fault system. if people are injured at work it
is irrelevant whether it was their fault or the employer's fault. The employees are entitled to
certain limited benefits. People enjoy another entitlement under common law; that is, the
right to claim damages based on the negligence of the employer. For example, if an
employer had six or seven people slip over on the same floor and injure themselves and the
employer takes no action, there should be a mechanism to give the employer a clear message
that he is liable for the damage. That is, he has been negligent and people are entitled to
additional benefits. That is worse than a normal accident which may be no-one's fault. It is
particularly worse when an employer is aware of a danger that has been brought to his or her
attention on a number of occasions; where perhaps the employer has decided that the cost to
rectify the danger is too great to take the trouble to improve the situation.
The common law benefits enable a person to take forward a case to demonstrate the
negligence of the employer, and to claim damages as a result. That cannot be done except by
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showing clearly that the employer failed to reach the required standard of care. The
employer has a duty to show care and to exercise care in the working environment for each
and every employee. If an employer fails to exercise that care and is negligent he or she can
be taken to court and damages can be claimed. That is the right that exists in all common
law countries which has been cut short today, to the extent that 90 per cent of people who
previously had claims under common law will now have those claims extinguished.
During my 10 years io this place [ do nut remember any previous action by any previous
Minister that has been so arbitarmy, so arrogant, so contemptuous of the Parliament as the
announcement by the Minister that people's rights will be cut short. He said that he will later
bring in retrospective legislation in order to cut off the rights of the people. No evidence,
figures, facts or inquiry; we will have an inquiry after the Minister has made this dramatic
change to the workers' compensation system.
Mr Nicholls: You weren't interested in listening to him.
Mrs HENDERSON: [ was, and I have read his statement. This afternoon the Minister did
t bidding of the insurers, those companies who undoubtedly assisted the Liberals to occupy
the Government benches. The insurers are now calling in their debts.
Mr Trenorden: When Minister, you tried to bring in similar legislation.
Mrs HENDERSON: No I did nOL
Mr Trenorden: Yes you did.
Mrs Hallahan: She said she did not.
Mr Shave: We do not believe her.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs HENDERSON: 1 will be pleased if the member for Avon can show me anywhere in any
legislation where I sought to cut off the common law rights of any injured workers in this
State.
Mr Trenoiten: Common law is not the only area. There are medical panels.
Mrs HENDERSON: Can the member show me any case in any legislation where I have ever
sought to cut off common law rights? I never did, and I would not. I brought to this
Parliament legislation to make more efficient and effective the workers' compensation
system and to speed up the cases. A section of legislation sought to reduce the role of
lawyers. It was not supported by the then Opposition. However it did not seek to take away
people's rights; it did not seek to extinguish common law claims. It never would. The
Opposition is not supportive of the process which arbitrarily takes away the democratic
rights of people in this State. We support people's rights.
The fact that the Minister has walked into the Parliament and arbitrarily taken this action
without evidence is an insult to the Parliament. He will stand condemned for his actions. I
guarantee that tomorrow will see the beginning of a cry which will become louder and
louder. It will be the voice not only of injured people whose rights have been extinguished
but also of others in the community who will speak up for people who have been injured at
work.
My colleague will elaborate on a similar extinction of people's rights in the area of motor
vehicle accidents. I do not think that most members opposite appreciate what the Minister
has done. I give members opposite the benef it of the doubt; I do not think they understand.
Mr Trenorden: The member's appearance on television was disgraceful. She should be
ashamed.
Mrs HENDERSON: Why should I be ashamed?
Mr Trenorden: For the statement that if someone loses a leg that person will receive no
compensation. It is hatred on the member's part; it is absolute blind hatred!
Mrs HENDERSON: Does the member for Avon need a reference to confirm my statement?
I will supply it because I have not only spoken to lawyers but also looked at the schedules.
The loss of a leg is not 30 per cent of bodily function.
Mr Trenorden: it is 42 per cent.
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Mrs HENDERSON: It is not a clear cut amount. It is dependent on the job the person did.
For example, if a person lost the right arm and the job involved the use of the right hand it
could be regarded as a 30 per cent loss of bodily function. However, if a person lost the left
arm and did not use the left arm to write, I am advised by several sources that that would not
represent a 30 per cent loss of bodily function.
Mr Trenorden: The member was a Minister for years and she should not have to ask
anybody. She should know.
Mrs HENDERSON: What is the schedule that the Minister has quoted today? Is it from an
Australian authority?
Mr Trenorden: No. It is the worldwide standard.
Mrs HENDERSON: It is an American authority on which people can go into court and
argue about to how much, what percentage, of the body a claim relates. Will those people
take into the court a diagram similar to that found in a butcher's shop of a cow that is
dissected into various parts in varying percentages? The people will have to show what
percentage of bodily function has been lost.
Mr Trenorden: No. They will not. You are showing your ignorance again. You were a
Minister for years. You should know better.
Mrs HENDERSON: I know exactly what those people will have to do. The assessment wI
depend on where the limb is severed or on the loss of bodily function suffered. Those people
whose rights have been extinguished today will come back to haunt this Government. I hope
that other members here, whom I do not believe understood what the Minister was doing
today, will use their influence within their party rooms before the legislation comes back.
Mr Trenorden: You are ignorant about this.
Mrs HENDERSON: I know the member speaks on behalf of the insurers, and he will get the
chance to do that later. He has every right to put that view. As far as I ani aware, the
Minister's report has not seen the light of day, has not come into this Parliament, has not
been seen by me, and has not been seen by the public. Has it been publicly released?
Mr Trenorden: Yes. Of course it has been publicly released.
Mrs HENDERSON: Has it been brought into this Parliament?
Mr Trenorden: Yes.
Mr Nicholls: I got it this morning.
Mrs HENDERSON: Did the member get it today, the very day of the announcement? I
thought the member would have a copy already.
Mr Nicholls: Did you get a copy?
Mrs HENDERSON: I do not have a copy. Perhaps it went to my electorate office this
morning; perhaps it went this afternoon. Perhaps it was deliberately sent out on the day the
announcement was made so that no-one could look at it.
Mr Grill: Was it sent to all members?
Mr Trenorden: I got a copy on my desk this morning. I opened an envelope, and it was
there.
Mrs HENDERSON: I did not get a copy. I do not know whether any other members got a
copy today. I have spoken to people in the community and they have not seen it. To whom
was it sent? To what organisations?
Mr Nicholls: Are you saying that you would like a copy?
Mrs HENDERSON: I am saying that members of the community want a copy, and they
deserve a copy.
Mr Nicholls: Maybe you should be asking the Minister for a copy.
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Amendment to Motion
Mrs HENDERSON: I move -
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That the following words be added to the motion -
but regrets to infonn Your Excellency that the Attorney General and the
Minister for Labour Relations have failed in their duty to act as the "ethical
conscience of Cabinet" by protecting the legal rights of citizens who seek just
compensation for physical injuries.

MR D.L. SMITH! (Mitchell) [10.32 pm]: I have pleasure in seconding the amendment.
As members will see, it is directed at the role of the Attorney General in relation to the
confiscation by this Government of the legal rights of people and the effect it will have on
both die legal profession and the public at large. In the past few days we have heard
announced - in one case by the Premier and in another case by the Minister for Labour
Relations - two decisions which amount to the confiscation of people's rights. We have
heard no explanation from the Attorney General about why the Premier and the Minister for
Labour Relations - and not the Attorney General - announced the abolition of these rights.
We have had no public criticism by the Attorney General of chose decisions.
Mrs Edwardes: It is spelt t-e-a-m.
Mr D.L SMIH: I want to identify, as we have in this amendment, that the role of the
Attorney General in a Government is not simply to be a member of the team. The Attorney
General holds a public office and she must discharge that public office and, in my view, she
must be th. legal adviser to the Cabinet and play the role within Cabinet of protecting the
rights and freedoms of the citizens in this community. In relation to these matters, we have
heard a total silence from the Attorney General.
Mrs Edwardes: Not at all.
Mr D.L. SM.ITH: All we know about the abolition of part of the right to sue for pain and
suffering is four paragraphs in a press statement by the Premier. Those paragraphs read -

Mr Court said the Government had also agreed to an SGIC proposal to limit general
damages claims for pain and suffering by applying a $15,000 threshold and $200,000
cap on claims arising from accidents occurring ftom July 1.
Awards of up to $40,000 would be reduced by $15,000. The reduction would be
scaled-down for awards between $40,000 and $55,000. There would be no reduction
to awards over $55,000.
An upper limit of $200,000 would be set for claims for pain and suffering. Claims
for past and future economic loss and medical expenses would not be affected.
It was estimated the move would reduce claims payments for accidents by at least 25
per cent in the next financial year and save about $50 million.

The frst and foremost thing that must be said is that this proposal was not required because
of the financial position of the SGIC. The financial position of the SGIC will be more than
fully consolidated by the $50 per annum impost that the Government intends to place on
motor vehicle third party insurance over the next five years. This decision is purely
opportunism on the part of the Government. That is, the Government was issuing a press
release in relation to third party premiums, talking about the way it wanted to redress what it
saw as being a problem with the SGIC. Then it slipped in an announcement about what it
was doing in relation to personal injury claims.
I have heard it said today by some members of the media that it is now being said by the
Government, "It is not too bad; this has already been done in New South Wales and Victoria
and if you compare what we are doing with what was done in New South Wales and
Victoria, we will not be so badly off in this State."
Mr Trenorden: It was totally abolished in South Australia.
Mr D.L SMITH: Let us look at the situation in New South Wales that was achieved by the
Motor Accidents Act, a comprehensive review of the ability to sue in relation to motor
vehicle accidents. It runs to 150 sections plus a number of schedules. In Victoria it is done
by the Transport Accident Act which runs to just short of 200 sections. 1 can tell members
that it is very complicated legislation, indeed. At this stage we do not know whether the
proposed limits ame to be part of comprehensive legislation of this kind or whether they are to
be done in some other way. Again, we have yet to hear from the Attorney General in that
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regard. If this proposal is to be accomplished by means of Statutes of this kind, it will not
just impact upon pain and suffering claims but it will impact on the total way in which third
parry claims are assessed and processed, and the ability of people to claim particular heads of
damages or other compensation. The difference in these other Stares is that these pieces of
legislation were to address particular problems in those Stares. They sought to deal with
those problems after very comprehensive public consultation with the people who would be
affected by the legislation and then comments by the community in relation to the findings of
those assessments. Then the Government proceeded to legislation. In this State no such
investigation or consultation has occunred. A press release has simply been issued, not by
the Attorney General but by the Premier in one case, dealing with the issue of motor vehicle
accidents, and the Minister for Labour Relations dealing with employee rights in the other
case.
Mrs Edwardes: Who has responsibility for the Act?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The person with responsibility for both Acts should be the Attorney
General.
Mrs Edwardes: Who has that responsibility now?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Attorney should have been responsible for ensuring that all members
of the legal community had the opportunity to comment on these changes.
Mrs Edwanles: They made submissions.
Mr D.L. SMITH: All members of the legal community should have had the opportunity to
comment on these changes, not only the Law Society of Western Australia or selected
people. The second factor which has occurred in this State is that no public clamour has
occurred for any change and no public discussion has occurred about the need for the change.
Mrs Edwardes: You have been out of practice for too long.
Mr D.L. SMITH: This is not a situation such as that which prevails in New South Wales
where a divided profession exists and where the assessment of damages had got completely
our of hand; nor is it a Victorian-type situation with their peculiar problems.
Mr Minson: The member must admit that a clear need for change exists.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am not saying in any way that there may not be a need for some change.
However, a Government does not go about change by simply holding a Cabinet meeting in
the fourth or fifth month in the life of the Government where a submission from an insurer is
passed across the desk which states that it thinks something should happen.
Mrs &lwardes: I didn't think the Minister was an insurer.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The submission was received from the State Government Insurance
Commission which happens to be an insurer.
Mrs Edwardes: But there was a review and report.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Attorney General should read the Premier's press release, which she
does not appear to have done, in which Mr Court says that the Government had also agreed
to an SCIC proposal.
Mrs Edwardes: To what did that relate?
Mr D.L. SMITH: It related to the common law rights for damages and for pain and
suffering.
Mr Trenorden: In what area.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It relates to the pain and suffering for motor vehicle accidents.
Mrs Edwardes: Now we know. It does not relate to workers' compensation.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The House is nor discussing only workers' compensation. If that is the
Attorney General's capacity to listen, no wonder these matters pass through Cabinet without
her voice being raised at all. The member is the weakest Attorney I have ever seen. She
delivered a speech to the Press Club not two months ago in which she discussed the changes
she was proposing for justice in this State. Not One mention was made of any proposal to
limit the right to sue for common law damages in any way.
Mrs Edwaxdes: Would you like a copy of my speech to the Press Club?
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Mr DiL. SMITH: I have a copy of the Attorney's speech. The speech outlined how the
Government would sack 42 public servants and stop spending $3mi on the administration of
justice in this State, and how it would put together a mishmash of organisations. under the
misnomer of the Ministry of Justice. It will be anything but that; however, I will reserve
debate on that issue for the appropriate occasion.
Mrs Edwardes interjected.
Mr D.L SMITH: If the Attorney warnts to talk about hare, she should know that members on
her side have a pathological hare for the legal profession.
Mrs Edwardes: Members on your side do as well.
Mr Minson interjected.
Mr D.L SMITH: I hope the Hansard reporter heard the interjection by the Minister for the
Environment who said that he has no objection to snakes and sharks.
Mr Minson: That is right.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I did not consider the Minister for the Environment among the three
Ministers who sir in the Government Cabinet with a pathological hatred of lawyers. Quite
frankly, this decision has as much to do with the pathological hatred of lawyers of some
members of the Government Cabinet as it does with any commonsense. It certainly has
nothing to do with public good or public need. The Attorney's role is to control chose
members with a pathological hatred of lawyers, to defend the role of lawyers and the courts,
to defend the rights of citizens to the Cabinet and to put her Cabinet colleagues right when
they are doing wrong. I have seen no sign of that.
Mrs Edwardes: You have a short memory.
Mr D.L. SMITH: [ assure the Attorney that this is just one of a number of issues which I will
raise in this Parliament concerning what I see as real deficiencies in the Attorney's
administration of her portfolio. A total failure has occurred to provide the appropriate
advice, to do the appropriate consultation and to defend publicly and within Cabinet people
who are involved with the administration anid practice of the law.
Mrs Edwardes: You hate it when it is going to be effective; it will be a more effective and
far more coordinated approach.
Mr D.L. SMITH: How do we know that?
Mrs Edwardes: We know that because it Works elsewhere.
Mr D.L. SMITH: IHow could any member of the public know that? Where is the public
document explaining how this limitation of rights will operate, and where is the draft
legislation? It should be distributed to the community so that people may identify exactly
what the Attorney is about.
Mrs Edwardes: When did you release draft legislation to the community?
Mr D.L. SMITH: When the former Government was making substantial changes to the law
which affected the public it went through this process.
Mrs Edwardes interjected.
Mr D. SMITH: When does the Attorney believe the submission came forward from the
SGIC to achieve the abolition of or reductions in the right to claim those damages?
Mrs Edwardes: I am not responsible for the SCIC.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Can the member tell me when the Cabinet received the SGIC submission?
Mr House: You ought to talk about the SGIC!
Mr D.L. SMITH: Do [ctake it from the Attorney's response that -
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We have been going along extremely well. The odd
interjection has been heard which has been to the point; however, now we have had a
barrage. If members on my right interject one at a time, I will allow the interjections;
otherwise I will have to call members to order.
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Mr DL SMITH: We can take it from the Attorney's response. "It is not my portfolio area"
that she does not know when the SCIC submission went to Cabinet. We can also take it from
her response that if she identifies that something is not within her portfolio, even though it
has important implications for the administration of justice and the rights of citizens, she will
not regard it as being her business.
Mrs Edwardes: You asked why the announcement did not come from me.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I asked for a particular piece of information and the Attorney's response
was that it was not within her portfolio area. This amendment is well targeted because the
Attorney's response demonstrates only too clearly her approach to these matters. flat is, if a
matter appears to come under the portfolio of other Ministers, she does not care and does not
want to know about it, and she does not intend to know how it will be done, what will be the
implications for the citizens or what will be the implications for the legal profession. The
Government will simply allow the Minister concerned to make a public announcement on the
matter.
There is one more clement in which there has been a gross failure in the Minister's attitude to
law. She well knows that not only are there some members on her side who have a
pathological hatred of lawyers, but also there are many lawyers who have a pathological
hatred of retrospective legislation because the effect of that legislation is to interfere with die
rights of citizens as they were and to change them in some way after the event. Let us look
at the Attorney's attitude to retrospective legislation. She has been talking for months about
her ministry of justice. I do not know how she could have referred to it for months because I
am not sure when the committee that was set up to look at it was established. Nonetheless,
she has been talking about it for months. The last clause of the Bill which she introduced
yesterday to set up the ministry of justice contains a provision which says something along
the lines, "If this legislation is not passed by 1 July, anything done between 1 July and the
date on which the legislation comes into effect which would have been unlawful except for
this clause is hereby made lawful." Not only is that a retrospective clause, but it is couched
so widely that it would horrify any person concerned with the administration of the law and
any person who has any concern at all for the protection of citizens.
Mrs Edwardes: You don't think it was well drafted?
Mr D.L. SMITH: If the Attorney General circulates that to the legal profession and asks for
its view, the professional will tell her it is horrified. She knows that it affects the
administration of the criminal system, it includes the administration of the prisons and of
juvenile institutions and it deals with the life and liberty of citizens. Yet she is prepared to
put in the legislation something along the lines, "if any officer does anything in that period
which would otherwise have been unlawful, by virtue of this section it is made lawful." That
is the effect of that clause. It is so wide that it is a disgraceful act by an Attorney General
who has failed to be the ethical conscience of Cabinet and who has failed to be the legal
adviser of Cabinet. Over the coming months we will demonstrate again and again that she is
not delivering that which the. position of Attorney General gives her the responsibility to
deliver.
MR PRINCE (Albany) [10.53 pm]: I must take up some of the matters raised by the
member for Mitchell. First, he spoke at length and with some eloquence about retrospective
legislation being abhorrent. Of course, he is right. I remember that from my university days
and have had it well and truly embedded in me ever since. However, the lecture should not
be addressed to this House; it should be addressed to that place in Canberra which, for the
last 10 years, has given us retrospective legislation after retrospective legislation, sometimes,
but not always, preceded by press releases. There is a difference between retrospective
legislation which comes into effect sometime after proper notice has been given and about
which proper information has been given of an intent to change the law and retrospective
legislation that is made totally unannounced. That is, of itself, abhorrent and should only be
used in extreme circumstances.
The second point I wish to refer to relates to ethics. The word appears, somewhat
surprisingly, in this amendment. The difficulty that I have with the member for Mitchell or
any other member opposite mentioning the word "ethics" in connection with the operations
of government and law is that there have been 10 years of no ethics hanging around
Opposition members' necks that, unfortunately for the State of Western Australia, condemns
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any words that they may utter on conscience or ethics to be totally and completely without
integrity.
I wish to refer to a few matters in the amendment relating to changes to workers'
compensation and common law claims for workplace accidents and for vehicle accidents on
the roads. The first is that the schedule to the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation
Act has been woefully inadequate for years with the result that many workers who have
found themselves injured in their employment have had a substantial drop in their weekly or
fortnightly pay as a result of the injury because they have been reduced to the base wage
when their take home pay has been considerably more as a result of overtime and other
extras that went with proper work. That fact has been known for many years. It has been the
subject of discussion in the legal profession to my knowledge and it should have been a
matter of notice to the former Government which should have done something about it
before this. The amounts that were payable were far, far too low.
Mr Grill: The Tonkin Government had in place exactly the provisions you are now
advocating. They were removed by the Court Government. You have been caught out.
Mr PRINCE: The former Government was in power for 10 years and that is a long time. It
permitted this charade to be perpetuated for at least that time to the cost of ordinary working
people. The situation has worsened since 1987. That which was announced by the Attorney
General earlier today will provide a significant, substantial and overdue increase in the
schedule payments.
One of the other reasons that people do not like so many common law claims is that the legal
profession gets involved. The legal profession would not have been so involved had not the
union movement through its advocates been unfortunately so woefully inadequate in doing
its job. On many occasions union advocates for workers who had gone to them in trust were
totally incapable of doing a proper job so that the poor worker had to go to a lawyer. The
result was, sadly, an increase in premiums. As we all know, the principal employer in this
State is small business. Small business is unable to cope with the vastly increased costs
under the former Government. The appalling result is that small business is going to the
wall. I do not need to remind members of the number of bankruptcies that occurred while
the former Government was in office. The situation is that more businesses are in strife. The
premiums that are demanded of these small businesses cripple them. It is a disgraceful
situation and the result is that businesses cannot employ people because their costs have
increased by such an enormous amount. It is because of the economic consequence of
mismanagement that these actions have had to be taken. The unfortunate and inevitable
result is that it will hurt some workers. However, if it had not been done, more small
businesses would have gone to the wail.
MR MecINTY (Fremantle) [11.00 pm]: The announcement made this morning was one of
those which, the closer one looks at it, the worse it gets. Those people who have some
experience of dealing with workers' compensation matters will be familiar with the Workers'
Compensation and Rehabilitation Act, formerly the Workers' Compensation and Assistance
Act, and in particular schedule 2 to that Act, which prescribes for a payment to be made for
the loss of certain bodily functions as a result of an unfortunate worker having an accident at
work.
I must admit that when the announcement was made this morning I thought the Minister for
Labour Relations was effectively applying an extension to schedule 2 in relation to anything
which would be regarded as less than 30 per cent of the prescribed amount for loss of a
particular function; so if, for instance, someone lost 30 per cent of the use of his little finger,
that would not be something about which he could pursue a common law claim. Although
that would have been a taking away of rights from injured workers, it soon became apparent
that that was not at all what was being proposed by the Minister. Rather, he was talking
about 30 per cent of the total bodily function.
That is a new concept being introduced into the area of workers' compensation, and it will
undoubtedly have the effect of excluding from common law claims the vast bulk of industrial
accidents that occur. This announcement makes no pretence of balance. It does not seek to
look after people by implementing a new regime. It is. in my view, a savage attack on the
few rights that are enjoyed, particularly by blue collar workers, in this State. On the other
hand, it is a boon to employers and insurance companies, and it is a further example of the
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sort of direction we will have to get used to this Government taking. It is a direction I
believe wvill be rejected overwhelmingly by the people of this State.
For an average blue collar worker an amount of $15 000 is a fortune. That seems to have
escaped members opposite. I know it is not their natural constituency or something they care
very much about, but for many people $15 000 is mare money than they ever diream:i of in
their entire lives, and that is what members opposite ane taking from these people. It is not a
taken amount, it is a very significant amount to the victims. It may be a nuisance amount for
insurance companies and those responsible for the administration of insurance payments, but
we should look at it from the point of view of the victims.
Mr Prince: It had to be done.
Mr McGINTY: It did not have to be done at all.
Mr Bloffwitch: The system is in tter chaos at the moment.
Mr McGINTY: It is not. What this is all about is a transfer of a burden from the employers
of this State onto the injured workers. Let us not beat about the bush. Who will now find it
hard to make ends meet? Who will be the people without the money in their pockets? It will
be the poor, injured workers. That is the paint members apposite must came to grips with,
because so many announcements are coming from that side of the House these days which
have exactly that philosophical thrust to them; that is, to pick on the poor. defenceless people
who are least able to fight back in order to defend their rights.
Having handled workers' compensation claims for almost 20 years prior to coming into this
Parliament, I know that one of the things people must appreciate about injured workers is
that it is not a simple matter of someone saying, "I have snapped my finger but I will be all
right in six weeks' time, and therefore I will make a claim because I have had the misfortune
to have had an industrial accident." Almost without exception, when a worker is injured at
work he or she has time off work, and arising from the tension of that injury and also from
the economic strain that is imposed upon that worker, there is a compounding of difficulties.
It is very common that following an injury at work, the worker cannot perform functions
around the house; marital difficulties follow, family dislocation occurs, and it is a tragedy for
people injured at work. It has never been my experience that it has been other than an
absolute tragedy for the people concerned, and what the Government is proposing to do by
this announcement is to take away from the victims of that tragedy one of their existing
rights.
As I said, when I first heard the announcement I thought it referred to those injuries
contained in schedule 2 of the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Act. For the
benefit of members who may not be familiar with that Act, it provides for a payment to a
worker in the event of certain losses of function along these lines: For the complete loss of
the sense of taste as a result of an industrial accident a worker will receive 25 per cent of the
prescribed amount. I thought that that was the sort of thing that this announcement meant
would no longer be capable of being pursued by way of a common law action. It does not
mean anything of the sort.
Mr Trenorden: Of course it does.
Mr McGINTY: Then why are the words "total bodily function" used?
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr McGINTY: Is the member saying that someone who loses his sense of taste has lost
more than 30 per cent of his total bodily function?
Mr Trenorden: Schedule 2 of the Act comes from the same source, and I wrill read it to the
member so that he knows exactly -

Mr McCINTY: The member should not take up my time with reading from a document.
Mr Trenorden: It refers to "whole bodily impairment".
Mr McC3INTY: Whale bodily impairment is not what schedule 2 is about; it is about the
percentage loss of a particular function. If I injure my little finger it is a question of whether
that is a 30 per cent impairment of the little finger, not whether an injury to my little finger
represents a 30 per cent impairment of total bodily function.
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Mr Trenorden: It comes from the same source.
Mr McGINTY: That is why I say that this announcement has become mare draconian and
more punitive to the injured worker as time has gone on. The other sorts of things that fit
beneath the 30 per cent threshold in schedule 2 are the lass of sense of smell, lass of a finger.
or loss of a toe. Interestingly, and this may well test the theory that the member is putting
forward, loss of the genitals does not fit into that category. That is worth 50 per cent of the
prescribed amount. Is the member saying that if one loses his genitals one loses more than
30 per cent of his total bodily function?
Mr Trenorden: Yes.
Mr McGINTY: It may be true in the member's case, but I am sure it is not in the case of
others!
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr McGINTY: What does "total bodily function" mean? Does it mean the function of one's
little finger?
Mr Trenorden: There is an American standard which is used throughout the western world
and it defines each of these benefits.
Mr McGINTY: The loss of the sense of smell and taste does not to me represent the loss of
30 per cent of total bodily function.
Mr Trenorden: You are not a doctor.
Mr McGINTY: Is the member saying that if one cannot smell something and the rest of
one's body is working okay, that is more than 30 per cent total bodily disability?
Western Australia enjoys one of the best workers' compensation and assistance schemes in
this country. It is something about which, with the exception of the point raised by the
member for Albany, we can be proud. I think the member for Albany realised the error into
which he had fallen as he was speaking. The Labor Government of Premier John Tonkin
inserted in the Act the concept of workers being paid their average weekly wage, including
overtime and penalty payments.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
Mr McGTNTY: The member should let me finish, and I will tell him what happened. That.
was inserted in the Act by the Labor Government in the early 1970s. The Court Government
in the late 1970s or early 1980s took out that section. We sought to put it back in the early
1980s and members opposite voted to defeat it. That is the truth of the matter. We have
tried to restore that section. I appreciate that the household income and the standard of living
of a significant numb; of workers is directly related to their penalty and overtime payments
and things of that nature. It is a pity the member for Albany was not here then because I
hope he might have crossed the floor and voted with us in order to put that measure of
payment back into the Act. Its restoration is long overdue and I am pleased to see that it has
now been brought in despite the opposition from members opposite when we tried to do that
while in Government.
Mr Bloffwitch: So although you do not like the rest of it you would compliment the fact that
it will now be avenage weekly earnings?
Mr McGINTY: What is the member saying - that the Government will lend a helping hand
to someone after it has kicked him in the head?
Mr Bloffwitch: No, I am saying it is something you have been grizzling about and when it is
done you give us no credit.
Mr McGINTY: The Government's proposal contains no proportionality whatsoever.
Obviously, it should be a worker's average wage, which is what we have always maintained
it should be, but this proposal contains no proportionality. 'The Government will take a great
deal of money out of the hands of the victims of industrial accidents, which is
unconscionable. Members opposite should consider the sop they will be throwing which will
benefit some workers, but by no means all.
The Workers' Compensation and Assistance Act in Western Australia is one of which we
can be reasonably proud when compared with the rest of Australia. It provides compensation
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where disability has occurred, compensation to the dependtants of deceased workers, and for
the rehabilitation of workers to full capacity, which is one of its prime objectives. Another
objective is the promotion of occupational health, safety and welfare as a preventive
measure. This is to prevent the tragedies such as those to which I have referred tonight. We
are considering a scheme which affects the promotion of safety, and provides rehabilitation
and compensation. In many ways the provisions of that Act go a long way to achieving its
objectives. That is why the Government's announcement today was completely unnecessary.
That announcement gave a licence to employers to be negligent, provided that the accident
and the injury to the poor worker is not too serious. The member for Geraldton may moan,
groan and complain, but what penalties will be imposed on employers who are negligent
causing a serious accident in which a worker is adversely affected? The ultimate sanction on
the employer who operates the unsafe workplace is the ability of the worker to take common
law action against that employer. That avenue will apply only if an injury is to 30 per cent of
one's total bodily functions. That is a massive injury. It is not a scratch on the finger, yet
this is the threshold in the scheme.
Mr Prince: The action is against the whole pool of employers, not the one. They will all
suffer.
Mr McGINTY: That is not technically right, but I see the member's point. The insurance
mechanism works by adjusting premiums. An employer with a good safety record will have
his workers' compensation premium reduced. In that sense it takes action against the
employer who will pay the premium at the end of the day.
We have a workers' compensation system which provides certain statutory rights to workers,
including taking employers to court for negligence. The Government is seeking to take away
a significant part of that right. I hope the member for Avon's point is correct; namely, that
the words "total bodily function" does not mean what it says. I am yet to be convinced of
that. I spoke today with a range of people following the announcement, and it appears to
have a two part meaning.
We have seen announcements from this Government which are unfair to the people least able
to fight for themselves. Today's announcement has no pretence of evenhandedness. It is
consistent with the announcements coming from this Government every day, and it is clear
which groups in our community are being targeted. For example, Homeswest tenants are
such targets. Members on this side of the House feel strongly that protection and priority
should be given in Government funding to ensure affordable, quality housing is available to
the battler. Most members would know such people within their electorates, and, by and
large, life has not been kind to them. As was mentioned in an earlier debate, Homeswest
tenants will suffer a reduction in Government services. Aborigines are another such group
which is not receiving the priority it should, along with injured workers and victims of motor
vehicle accidents.
Early pages of the McCarrey report refer to interstate comparisons regarding levels of
expenditure. McCarrey identified the areas in Western Australian expenditure which
exceeded the Queensland or national avenage. Clearly, his view is that Western Australia
should cut back expenditure in areas in which we significantly exceed the national avenage or
the Queensland expenditure. It is interesting to consider those areas of expenditure.
If this Government implements the McCarmey report, Government funding will be cut to the
aged, who are not people who can fight for their rights. We will see a cut in expenditure in
health, which is a basic necessity for people who cannot afford private health insurance. We
will see a cut in Government expenditure in welfare. This does not relate to the
Government's natural constituency - they are ours. We will see a cut in benefits and general
services for community development. The odd one out in that list in the MoCanvy report is
services to industry.
The vast bulk of the areas identified by McCaxrey for expenditure cuts is where people least
have the capacity to look after themselves. It is an interesting test for the Government to
identify its priorities. The report refers to Government funding cuts in service provision to
the needy, the defenceless, the worker and the battler. I hope the Government does not
accept the report and follow its recommendation, for that would be a disaster for the battlers
of this State. Notwithstanding that a member opposite said that Government should not be
the social conscience - an unfortunate statement, on which I will not dwell - the Government
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has a responsibility to look after the unfortunate, the battler and the needy. We must join
together with a sense af community. If the Government adopts the McCarrey report
recommendation, it will turn its back on these people and hit them for six. Unfortunately,
this announcement represents another transfer of burden from the wealthy to the less well to
do; namely, from the insurance company to the injured worker. For that reason this proposal
must be condemned.
MR GRILL (Eyre) [11.19 pml: In supporting the amendment I will not keep members
late. I indicate my dismay and sadness at the actions taken by the Minister for Labour
Relations this afternoon. I have been in this House since 1977. I have seen a number of
conservative, some may say reactionary, members of Parliament, but I have seen very few
occasions in which a Government has reacted with such mean mindedness and with such an
attack on the rights of individuals within our society.
The only other example that I can recollect off the cuff was the attempt in the 1970s and
early 1980s to implement section 54B of the Poice Act, an attack on basic democratic
principles. Today's attack on workers ranks alongside that; it is not the same, but in terms of
its effects on the ordinary citizens and on workers it will be just as dramatic. Most members
of Parliament are imbued with a sense of fair play, of reasonableness, but tonight I do not see
any sense of fair play, of reasonableness, in the edict which has been presented to this House
by the Minister for Labour Relations. I have seen nothing as obviously vicious as this
intended legislation. It is highly discriminatory. It attacks workers. It does not apply across
the board, it applies to a special group in our society, a group that is most vulnerable. This
legislation will react most upon groups of people who are employed in the most dangerous
occupations. Why should legislation be brought forward to put in place such discriminatory
measures? Why should it be retrospective? The member for Albany in a fairly lame sont of
way has endeavoured to draw a distinction between retrospective legislation of which some
notice has been given and -

Mrs Edwardes: It could not have been that lame because of the comment it drew from you.
Mr GRILL: It was simply wrong, and we corrected that error.
Mrs Edwardes: It received a very quick response from you.
Mr GRILL: It was simply wrong and easily corrected.
The member for Albany has tried to draw a distinction between retrospective legislation of
which some notice has been given and retrospective legislation of which no notice has been
given. Nonetheless, I have heard in this Chamber on many occasions the railing of the
Opposition, as members opposite then were, against any form of retrospective legislation,
and the universally trumpeted cry that any retrospective legislation was abhorrent. The
retrospective legislation which was introduced in the most peremptory and arrogant way by
the Minister for Labour Relations cannot fall under any other category.
Mr Cowan: Which other way could one do it?
Mr GRILL: It could be done by at least releasing the report and allowing the Opposition to
have access to the report upon which that edict was based, and allowing some discussion on
the matter. What was done this afternoon at four o'clock was authoritarian.
Mr Cowan: I am referring specifically to the way in which legislation is applied without
signalling what will be done. The member for Eyre knows that; he has been Mround long
enough. It is no good crying wolf now.
Mr GRILL: This particular action does not need to be put in place by retrospective
legislation. I am hopeful it will never be put in place.
Mr Cowan: It will be.
Mr GRILL: I amn hopeful that the Government will see the error of its way. It is not
legislation of which the Government will be proud. It is highly doubtful whether it will ever
be enacted, not because the Opposition will have much influence in that matter, because it
does not have the numbers either in this place or the other place, but because I am hopeful
the Government will see that this proposed legislation is fundamentally unfair and should not
be enacted.
Mr Trenorden: Why has it been done in every other State?
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Mr GRiLL: It has not.
Mr Trenorden: It has been done in South Australia and Queensland, and the Northern
Territory has totally banned it.
Mr Kierath: It is about to be banned in Queensland.
Mr GRILL: The member for Avon is mistaken and at least his colleague, is endeavouring to
correct him.
The Government is confiscating from workers the right of access to common law where their
claim does not amount to a 30 per cent loss of bodily functions. That is highly
discriminatory. It removes rights which workers and other people have had in our society
since the year dot. That sort of remedy has been available while the common law has been
available to people of English descent. In one stroke this afternoon, without any debate or
warning, the Government has endeavoured to remove that remedy. That is not something of
which members opposite should feel particularly proud.
Mr Kierath: In New South Wales Barry Unsworth eliminated it completely at the stroke of a
pen. We have not eliminated it, we have introduced a threshold.
Mr GRILL: I would not applaud any action of that sort whether taken by a Liberal or a
Labor regime. The last election campaign should be fresh in most people's minds. As a
response to the sont of election that was marked by Kennett in Victoria the Australian
Workers Union put together -
MrT Kierath: A pack of lies.
Mr GRILL: Let us deal with the correctness or otherwise of that in a minute. The AWU put
together a bus load of experts who went from one end of the mining area of this State to the
other indicating it was likely that in this State Kennett-type legislation would be enacted by a
Court Government. The very pmompt response from the then Leader of the Opposition, the
now Premier was, "I am not Kennett, this is not Victoria. That sort of legislation will not be
enacted in this State." This afternoon we are seeing Kennett type-legislation enacted by edict
in the most authoritarian way without discussion, without recourse to the Parliament, and in
the most regressive manner one could possibly imagine. Court said, 1I am not Kennett"; in
many respects he is worse then Kennett. The honesty of the Liberal Party's television
campaign can now be judged and the criticism which was directed at the AWO. members of
which were called scaremongers, liars and words to that effect, can now be seen for what it
was: A dishonest campaign of vilification by the then Opposition against the AWU.
Everything that the AW said has turned out to be correct, simply by the Minister for
Labour Relations walking into this Parliament this afternoon and announcing in a peremptory
fashion that at four o'clock workers would not have access to common law damages claims
unless their injuries amounted to a 30 per cent loss of total bodily functions.
Mr Trenorden: You have got it wrong. For a start it is not "functions", it is "impairment".
Mr GRILL: We are now down to an argument about semantics. Members opposite justify
their position on semantics, the use of one word. If this debate were to be conducted on any
son of fair basis the report, the recommendations of which were accepted and were made
into an edict this afternoon, would have been made available to the Opposition. The
Opposition did not have access to that report, although the member for Avon tried to give the
impression earlier in his debate that that report had been circulated to members of the
Opposition.
Mr Trenorden: I did not.
Mr GRILL: The member did,~ he was dishonest about it. If there was one scintilla of fairness
about this debate that report would have been released and the Opposition would have had
time to digest and discuss it. The member for Avon then had the effrontery to try to score a
point on the basis of semantics and on the basis that he has access to a report and a scale
which I have never seen and which apparently the Opposition will not be given at this stage.
Is that fair?
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
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Mr GRILL: I have been close to the mining industry for most of my life. I am not an
apologist for it, nor do I lack some criticism of it. However, it is the biggest industry in this
State and employs many people. In a miners' and workers' club in Norsem an, Boulder or
Kalgoorlie the one thing which strikes one about that collective group in those circumstances
is the fact that they all look and act much older than their ages. The mining industry has had
the propensity in the past, and still does, to send young men old very quickly. This edict
today, which will be legislation in due course, removes any real incentive for employers to
ensure they put in place safe working practices and conditions. In the past, employers - even
enlightened employers - employed manifestly unsafe practices which caused diseases which
has ensured that men grow old quickly. For example, proper ventilation in mines has
occurred only recently, as has the rock bolting of dangerous slopes, hanging walls and drives
and openings of chat nature. The industry is going through a period of evolution in respect of
safety. Part of that is driven by the fact that penalties apply for lax and negligent employers.
However, that incentive, by making at least 90 per cent of claims under common law against
employers redundant, will be removed. Members opposite am great believers in monetary
incentive and in the free market.
Mr Cowan: So are you.
Mr GRILL: To some extent, I am. That incentive to guard against those common law
claims will be removed. Workers who do not receive an injury which amounts to 30 per cent
of loss of bodily functions will be denied access to common law, no matter how negligent
might be the employer. An employer may be grossly negligent - exact the provisions will
depend on the legislation. I suspect that even if he is criminally negligent the employer will
not incur liability. Is that fair? Can anyone on that side of the House deny that may not
happen?
Mr Bradshaw: How can you say that? You can't say that.
Mr GRILL: I am saying that. I can say with certainty that it does not matter how negligent
is chat employer, he will escape liability as long as the injury sustained by the worker is less
than 30 per cent of coral bodily functions.
Mr Omodei: Only if he is represented by someone like you.
Mr GRILL: That does not bring the Minister for Water Resources much credit. We have
had enough buffoonery without his adding to it.
Mr Trenorden: The Federal system has got rid of common law. The penalty you are arguing
about is now done through premium, not common law. Comcare believes the best way to do
it is by structuring premiums.
Mr GRILL: If that is the case, we should have another debate about it. However, we did not
have a debate about this. The Government has simply changed the law retrospectively as
from 4.00 pm today by arrogant edict.
Mr Kierath: What did Keacing do with taxation announcements in the Federal arena when he
was Treasurer?
Mr GRILL: I have never argued that Keating has not introduced retrospective legislation; he
has. It is not something I applaud. As a lawyer I have always opposed retrospective
legislation. It is abhorrent, particularly when removing common law damages rights. I am
surprised the coalition wants to do that. If members persist with these measures, they will
create in Western Australia an unfair and unjust society; not one to be proud of but one
which will bring repercussions. In right wing jurisdictions which have moved towards the
removal of basic rights for individuals and workers there have always been repercussions.
Governments pay socially. Riots occurred in Los Angeles; in other places a higher level of
crime and violence cakes place and people like those represented in this Government call for
more repressive laws to stamp that out. They would not work any more than they would in
those countries. This Government fundamentally stands for an unjust and unfair society and
it will live to rule the day.
MR BROWN (Morley) [11.37 pml: As one who has stood for ordinary working people in
this State for many years, I feel compelled to speak on this dreadful and disgusting proposal
before this House. It is, of course, no surprise. We are seeing today what we have seen on
many previous occasions. Some of us have seen what happens to injured workers in this
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State. We have experienced first hand the anguish suffered by injured workers when
legislation has been passed by the Court conservative Government and now we can say by
the Courts' conservative Governments. We are seeing a rerun of tired and dreary arguments
which were used before the 1970s when the workers were blamed. The worker is always the
one at fault.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
Mr BROWN: In this amendment we see some attempts to address the wrongs of the past.
The Government has made an attempt to address those wrongs. Finally, it has made an
admission, 18 years late, that it was wrong to compensate workers below their avenage
earnings. We are pleased that the Government has finally admitted that. The Government is
going really well. However, it is not going so well that it will actually reinstate the provision
which applied in 1975 to allow workers to receive ordinary average wages when they are
injured at work. It was the Court senior Government which moved expeditiously and pme-
emnptively in this place to change that legislation to ensure that workers received significantly
less in certain circumstances than their avenage weekly earnings.
I will be very interested to read the definition of 'average weekly earnings" to ascertain
whether it really is avenage weekly earnings and will ensure that those workers who work a
significant number of hours a week get paid for all those hours. The Government has partly
admitted that mistake, but it cannot bring itself to admitting it totally. Therefore, it has
reinstated what it took away 1S years ago, but only for six months. I ask members opposite
to tell me why a worker, after six months, can get by on an amount lower than his normal
wage.
Mr Trenorden: Because 95 per cent are back at work.
Mr BROWN: Therefore, the workers suffering from significant injuries are penalised
because after six months their weekly earnings will he decreased. The workers injured for
six months will receive their normal wage.
Several members interjected.
Mr BROWN: I am pleased the Government has finally admitted the mistake, but there is no
rationale for cutting it off after a six month period. Members opposite should not be abashed
about whose interests they are representing. The Minister said that because the premiums
will increase, the Government must do something. That is what the Minister said; he did not
say anything about implementing a survey to ascertain the needs of the workers and how
they can live and cope for those six months. He is not prepared to look at the issue and
empathise with the workers. The Government is not interested in these things; it is interested
only in the premiums. It is of the opinion that it must keep premiums down and look after
their mates, the insurers. I ask members to admit that. The former member for South Perth
was honest when he introduced the 1975 amendments. H-e said that the Government had to
look after the insurers because it wanted to keep the premiums down. I ask members on the
other side of the House not to be abashed or reticent about it, but to tell us.
The document released this afternoon indicates an increase in the schedule 2 benefits. That
is very good because finally the Government has admitted the mistakes the Court senior
Government made in 1981 and it is taking action to correct them. On this occasion it has
taken the. Liberal Party only 12 years to correct its mistake, which is some improvement
because it took 18 years to correct the other mistake I alluded to. I remind members that in
1981 it was the Court senior Government that changed the prescribed amounts. In real terms
it reduced the prescribed amounts, held them down and changed the formula in the existing
Act. As a consequence it reduced the second schedule amounts. Twelve years later
members opposite have seen the error of their way and will do something about it. I guess
there is some hope that it will be corrected.
It is also interesting to note that the question of introducing average earnings comes at a time
when the award system is under threat and the Government has placed on notice its intention
to introduce into this Parliament workplace agreements.
Mr Trenorden: Laurie Brereton is having a good day.
Mr BROWN: On another occasion I will explain to some members opposite, very slowly
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and carefully so they will understand, the difference between what is proposed federally and
what is proposed in this Stare. It involves a number of different concepts so it will take a
little time for members opposite to get on top of them.
It is interesting that we are talking about the reintrouction of average weekly earnings at a
time when the Government has foreshadowed its intention to move, in effect, to undermine
the award system. This will have die effect of reducing the sort of payments currently
guaranteed under the terms of the awards. What we see in this pious statement is something
to the effect that die Government will provide for avenage weekly earnings, but it knows that
in the legislation it proposes to introduce the avenage weekly earnings currently received by
workers under awards will be undercut by proposed workplace agreement provisions. Those
payments which are currently not pernitted under the Workers' Compensation and
Rehabilitation Act will no longer be applicable under the workplace agreement provisions
the Government is proposing to implement. Somehow, its wonderful contribution to
introduce an opportunity for avenage weekly earnings to be paid is nothing but a farce.
I move on to Mnother point. Who are the people who are being targeted by this legislation?
Are they the workers who have been injured at work as a consequence of the negligence of
their employer or the workers who have been injured at work as a consequence of their own
negligence? The workers who wilt be discriminated against by this proposed legislation are
the workers who have been injured as a consequence of the negligence of their employer.
Members opposite must feel very proud of themselves in attacking those people whose injury
not only has occurred at work but also has been as a consequence of someone else's
negligence.
If the Government were concerned about insurance premiums, there are two things it could
do. Firstly, it could rake away from workers some benefit. The traditional response from
members opposite is to reduce premiums by taking away benefits. Secondly, it could tighten
up workplace safety. It could enhance the provisions of the Occupational Health and Safety
Act, ensure that the codes of practice under that Act have evidentiary status, and ensure that
some of the amendments and regulations put into place by the former Minister for Industrial
Relations remain in place, rather than weaken those provisions. In the few months that this
Government has been in power, we have seen a weakening of the occupational health and
safety provisions in two areas of delegated legislation by way of regulation: Manual
handling and noise.
Manual handling injuries constitute 37 per cent of all injuries. It has been said that it is
necessary to reduce premiums so that insurance companies can remain competitive. Which
route does the Government choose to reduce premiums? Is it the route of ensuring greater
compliance? Is it the moute of ensuring that those people responsible for industrial accidents
pay more? Is it the route of ensuring that we have greater levels of accident prevention? No,
that is too difficult; that will offend some of the Government's natural constituency. The
Government chooses the route of diminishing the safeguards and retracting the benefits.
I notice, incidentally, from the Minister's statement - and die Minister may care to interject
on this point - that the denial of common law will rake effect from today, but the Minister
does not state that the increased benefits will take effect from today. Therefore, I presume
that the increases in average weekly earnings and in second schedule payments will also take
effect from today.
Mr Kierath: When I make my speech I will explain it to you simply and slowly so that you
can understand it.
Mr BROWN: Just tell us yes or no. It is not a difficult question. Maybe it is a difficult
question!
The Government is not particularly concerned in this legislation about the high cost of
lawyers' fees. I have seen some statements that indicate there is some concern about the
high cost of lawyers' fees. However, many people in the legal profession who represent
ordinary workcing people charge according to the scale of fees provided by the Legal
Practitioners Act.
Mr Trenorden: Is the Law Society a union?
Ms BROWN: Is there something wrong with that?
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Mr Trenorden: 1 did not say that.
Mr BROWN: Good!
Mr Trenorden: You said they were union fees.
Mr BROWN: No. I said they charge according to the scale. They do not charge according
to cost agreements, as they can do, because they are legally entitled to charge significantly
more than the scale. Many of the lawyers who represent ordinary working people charge
according to the scale and nothing more. Therefore, if the Government were concerned
about the high cost of lawyers' fees, it should revisit that matter in a different way.
This is an appalling foreshadowing of legislation to be introduced into this House. It is really
just a regurgitation of what we have seen over the past 20 years. One would have though:
that in today's more allegedly enlightened environment we would see come into this House a
piece of legislation which looked at the causes of the problem and tried to reduce accidents,
injuries and the level of disease, and that we would not see what we have traditionally seen
from those opposite - simply a clawing away and a clawing back of benefits. I support the
amendment wholeheartedly, and I can only hope that between now and when this Bill comes
before the House the Government will give it further consideration and withdraw those
provisions in respect of the common law that it has flagged.
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) 1 11.57 pm]: Having listened to what little information we
have had from the Government this evening in respect of its foreshadowed Bill, I can see that
we will have many opportunities while the Dill goes through the House to look at where the
Minister intends to drive this issue, to see whom he is attempting to protect and who will be
damaged the most by this Bill. I am the first to admit, having been a trade union official for
some years prior to my election to the Parliament, and before that a blue collar worker, that
the workers' compensation system is a difficult system when workers are trying to get
justice, particularly when they regard the employer as being at fault. However, because of
the nature of the system that is in place and because legal practitioners are involved, there
will be delays in the process, and it could be argued that from time to time, in the opinion of
some people, excessive costs will be attached to that process. We have here a new Minister
who wants to cut his name in stone fairly early in his time as a Minister - let us hope it is a
tombstone! This Minister is setting out to redress what he believes are the wrongs of the
system, but when we look at the scant information we have so far, where all we have is a
ministerial statement comprising some six pages which as of 4.00 pm today will change
forever -

Mr Bradshaw: Yesterday.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Today, actually. I am right again.
Mr Bradshaw: This clock here says it is past 12 midnight.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The member should stick by that clock. By that clock I am correct
again. As at 4 o'clock today the workers' compensation provisions changed dramatically for
die worse. That is my reading of the information in this document. In trying to rectify what
the Minister sees as wrong with the present system, we must ask how he will go about
addressing the wrongs.
This is an attack in two areas which seems to me on a reading of the document before me to
simply take rights from people. It takes things away from those people who are the most
seriously injured in the process of simply, innocently trying to carry out their work. They are
doing no more than crying to earn a dollar, no more than trying to put an honest meal on the
table for their families. Let us consider the circumstances under which accidents can happen.
They involve no: only the blue collar workers; it is not just the workers on the Midland
railway or on the Kwinana strip. This document affects the police officer carrying out his
duty by going into a set of circumstances where he may be seriously injured or maimed, in
hindsight, considering the circumstances the police officer was in through trying to carry out
the laws of the State, he may have received incorrect instructions in the handling of a piece
of equipment. It may involve the incorrect actions put in place by the management but this
legislation takes no notice of that circumstance. It puts a ceiling on it. it takes no notice of
the loss to the family unit of die major breadwinner other than it places a ceiling on it.
Mr Bradshaw: If he is seriously injured he will be able to claim.
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: Up to a limit.
Mr Bradshaw: Get it right!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I will get it right. The employee will be able to claim up to a limit
and if the injury is less than 30 per cent - we are told in the statement - of course there will be
no ability to claim regardless of the injury. As of 4 o'clock yesterday, he will have no ability
to claim any common law settlement for that injury. The Minister says in answer to that, the
Government will address the problem through the second schedule. Let us turn to the second
schedule where the Minister will answer the questions. I remind members who are not aware
of the Workers' Compensation and Assistance Act in its present form that the second
schedule states certain things. This is where Government members believe cuts should be
made.
I refer now to the 39 sections of the second schedule to the present Act. What would
members opposite collectively say should be the payment for a disability caused by the total
loss of the sight of both eyes? Would it be fair to say to the individual with such an injury
that he should be paid for a 100 per cent disability? The present Act suggests it is fair. The
smarty over here suggests I tell members what is fair. I am happy to do so. When we reach
the stage of passing the Bill through Parliament it will not be so easy to see what is fair. It
will be a chance to see on the record in Hansard where the member stands on each issue in
Parliament. That is when the member's time will come. As for the doctor from Dianella, if I
had known he was a practising doctor I would have set up a union years ago to look after his
patients. They would have needed my assistance. It is fairly obvious that the best way for
the patients to get rid of the doctor is to support his coming into this Chamber. That is their
only escape. I would have formed the union years ago; [ would be on the patients' side. The
doctor would not have seen a union official taking a step backwards if I had known he was
looking after those patients. I would be shoulder to shoulder questioning every decision the
doctor made. I tell the doctor I will be watching every move he makes in this Parliament
because I did not know him when he was a medical practitioner.
Several members interjected.
T'he SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: As time goes by we will judge the doctor's abilities in both fields.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Dianella is interjecting excessively. It is a
problem because the member for Peel is a very competent debater and spends half of the rime
looking at me and indicating he wilt not take the interjections; then immediately he turns and
throws a couple of pieces of meat at members. Members must resist that. The member for
Peel is entitled to be heard and excessive interjections are unacceptable.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Let us move to the second schedule: I refer to the total loss of the
sight of an only eye. What would Government members think? They are in Government
and should make a judgment about what would be a fair percentage disability payment that
should be made to innocent workers..
Mr Kierath: What do you think is a fair thing?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I think under dhe present Act the 100 per cent disability payment
seems to be extremely fair. Under the second schedule the total loss of sight of one eye
receives a payment of 50 per cent disability. Under the proposed legislation the Minister
says in his document that the Government will look to the second schedule and readdress the
problem created by the removal of common law claims; that is, where the Government will
give back the benefits to the worker, so that the worker will not waste time with lawyers. All
they are interested in is ripping money from the worker. This is such a fair, honest arnd open
Government that it will look after the worker by addressing the problem in the second
schedule!
Item 4, total loss of sight of one eye and serious diminution of the sight of the other eye
receives a 75 per cent payment. It seems that payment will be kept in place; however we do
not know, because the Minister may address it in whatever way he wants. We are not told in
this document before us. Item 5 in the second schedule, loss of binocular vision, receives 50
per cent. Item 6, total loss of hearing, receives 75 per cent.
Mr inson: What a pleasure that would be.
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: I have one to fit the Minister! A person is paid only 75 per cent for
the total loss of power of speech, but as long as I knew that it would be a lasting affliction I
would be willing to make up the extr 25 per cent for the Minister.
Under the heading "body and mentalt , permanent and incurable loss of mental capacity
resulting in total inability to work receives a 100 per cent payment; and the total and
incurable paralysis of the limbs or of mental powers receives 100 per cent. Under the
heading "sensory", the total loss of sense of taste and smell receives 50 per cent and the total
loss of taste receives 25 per cent. For example, the workers on the Kwinana industrial strip,
not of their own doing but through the negligence of the employer, can claim under the
second schedule of this Act a 25 per cent payment for loss of taste; as well, they can take a
common law case. Does the Minister intend to make that more than 30 per cent, or under his
assessment of the second schedule will the total lass of sense of taste and smell disappear
altogether as a claim for a disability?
Mr Kierath: Have you not worked it out yet? You are quoting from a schedule which will
not be the schedule.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am asking a question. Does the Minister want to answer me? The
reality is that I accuse the Bosnian terrorist, as I did seven days ago, of looking into a crystal
ball each day and referring to his tarot cards to find out what is coming next. He asks,
"Please help me." He does not know what the second schedule is in the present Act. The
schedule states that the total loss of the sense of smell receives the ratio of 25 per cent of die
prescribed amount. The loss of an arn at or above the elbow has a ratio of 90 per cent; the
loss of an arm below the elbow, 80 per cent.
Mr Trenorden: Are we going through the entire 39?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am happy to do so if rime permits. Is the Minister intending to
increase those payments to 100 per cent? The loss of a thumb under the present schedule
results in a 35 per cent payout of the prescribed amount. The loss of a hand or thumb and
four fingers, 80 per cent; the loss of a forefinger, 17 per cent; the loss of a middle finger, 13
per cent; the loss of a ring finger, nine per cent; the loss of a little finger, six per cent; the
total loss of movement of joint of thumb, 17 per cent; and the total loss of distal phalanx of
thumb, 20 per cent. I will cut shont my reference to the schedule because it is obvious that if
the Government is seriously considering changing this Act in the way the Minister is
proposing, only one or two things should happen to schedule 2. 1, along with my colleagues
and the public, am very interested to see what will happen in the proposed Bill.
Of the 39 items under the second schedule of the Act, 19 involve a 30 per cent or less ratio of
payment. Some payments have a ratio as low as four per cent, but at least under the current
Act opportunity is provided for workers with injuries, such as the loss of movement in a joint
of a thumb, to claim a common law payment I will be interested to see what happens
because it is not answered in detail in the document released today. Does the Minister intend
to increase all 19 items to payment ratios of more than 30 per cent? If not, the injured
worker will not be paid anything.
Mr Kierath: You have completely missed the point.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What will the medical panel do? The document indicates that the
loss of the ability to go to common law will be addressed by adjusting schedule 2. The
Minister may well have a medical panel, but the medical panels with which I, have been
involved with workers' compensation at the Commonwealth and State level make medical
judgments on disabilities. Is the Minister saying that the medical panel will decide the
percentages paid for the disability?
Mr Trenorden: In disputes it can.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Therefore, schedule 2 will lay down the percentages within the new
Bill?
Mr Trenorden: Yes.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: On top of that, a medical panel can decide?
Mr Trenorden: Yes.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Is the intention with the new Bill to have the 19 items of injuries
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which currendly receive under 30 per cent of prescribed amount increased to a figure above
30 per cent so that people may have a claim at common law?
Mr Kierath: They are not the same percentages. You have not read the document. They
bear no relationship to the percentages in the, statement.
The ACING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Minister says this evening that schedule 2 will be changed, but
we will have to wait and see. He has the opportunity of clarifying the 19 injuries that are
currently covered by schedule 2 of the Act, which allow common law access. The Minister
is not willing to tell us how they will be varied, and he says only that a medical panel will be
used. This document caused me concern when I first read it. Will the Minister place on
record whether he intends to change anything in schedule 3, headed "Specified Industrial
Diseases"? Does he intend to remove that schedule from the new legislation?
Mr Kierath: Have you read the statement?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I have.
Mr Kierath: You have not.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Does the Minister have such an intention? I am asking the question.
Mr Kierath: If I am given half a chance - the Acting Speaker cuts me short in interjections -I
will do so.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I will be happy to hear that. The six page document before us
leaves many questions unanswered. The Opposition and the public want to know the
answers.
In conclusion, we will have a chance to debate the Bill when it is introduced to Parliament.
However, the six page document released today makes no reference to schedule 7 of the
Workers' Compensation and Assistance Act which relates to induced hearing loss. This has
always been a contentious issue, and answers on this matter must be provided by the Minister
as soon as possible.
Undoubtedly, whichever way one looks at the Minister's statement tonight, it has only one
outcome; that is, that workers have had benefits removed from them. It may well be that
some parts of the system will be sped up, and I will be delighted if that is achieved.
However, if that increase in speed means a loss of ability for a worker to claim what has
always been his right, it is not worth it. This Government must understand that it must have
regard for the families of injured people. We want a system that will achieve that aim. I ask
the Minister to look closely at this matter before he continues down the path outlined in this
six page document.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [ 12. 18 am]: I was deligh ted to do a job for the Mi nister some
weeks ago in releasing a review report which, in some part, led to tonight's debate. The
outlined system will dramatically improve the benefits for workers in this State. That
outcome was the pure purpose of my review and was the desire of the Government. When
the benefits of these changes are known to the people of Western Austraia, they will applaud
them.
Under the previous Government workers' benefits declined. The total returns to workers
from workers' compensation have fallen from 78 per cent to 66 per cent. Therefore, the
money going to workers is declining drastically, If that situation is allowed to continue, the
figure will quickly fall to 50 per cent. The premiums being paid for activity in workers'
compensation is growing substantially, and the benefit is going to the service providers. We
will marshal that money back to the workers and away from the service providers, including
the insurance industry.
My review has recommended a limit to the actions of lawyers, doctors and, in part, insurance
companies, and this will redirect funds to injured workers, That is what this Government
wil be about. When the people understand what has happened to their benefits under the
schedules that have been debated over the past few hours, they will realise what a great
service we have done for them. Less than three per cent of claims become heavy disputes.
All of the rest are settled long before the 26 weeks that have been mentioned previously.
Those people who settle the claims earlier than 26 weeks will be substantially better off. I
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will not go through all the matters as my report is now public information. It will stand or
fall on its own merits.
Mr Grill: The report is in the mail.
Mr TRENORDEN: One of the members on the other side already has it. Members opposite
have also ignored the fact that after two years from the injury, only 12 per cent of common
law claims have been met. The rest are still in the system. The cost is not to the system; it is
to those injured workers who have to suffer the grievance for all those years, who have to
suffer the constant aggravation of going back and forth to the system, to the lawyer, to the
doctor, driving themselves nuts.
All members in this Chamber will have had several people come into their electoral offices
in exactly the same circumstances.
Mr Kierath: They have been encouraged to do something about it. We have done something
about it; the Opposition has not.
Mr TRENORDEN: We are interceding on behalf of the injured workers. Members opposite
are ignoring the anguish and the pain that stays with the injured people not just for the one to
seven years of the common law claims, but forever. The recommendations being put
forward - I will let the Minister go through those matters - will dramatically speed up that
system. The proposal will get people who have a common law claim into the court within a
couple of months. The others will go before a medical panel and be paid out years before
they would be in the current system.
In response to the smug looks from those opposite, I say that most of the injured people who
will not have access to the common law will now get an average payment of $20 000. How
much of that amount do those people get? Somewhere between 30 per cent and 50 per cent
of the funds goes to the legal system.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: This has been documented in statistics if the member would like to look
at them. These figures have been documented not only by the Workers' Compensation and
Rehabilitation Commission but by the people who members apposite used to represent.
We will speed up the system and give benefits to workers quickly. We not only recognise
that those workers have a problem with their injury but also that they have a great deal of
mental anguish associated with the injury, something which members opposite ignored for
10 years. The exhibition on television tonight by the member for Thomnlie was an utter
disgrace. It can only be described as a case of sheer bitterness.
Mr Kierath: Do not expose it too much! We will fix her up tomorrow.
Mr TRENORDEN: That level of gutter tactics, of scaremongering, is the absolute pits. The
member for Thornlie knows that full well. She was a Minister for a number of years and
cannot claim absolute ignorance in this area. I will conclude on that point.
Mr Kobelke: If you cannot say anything in five minutes; you would not say it in 20 anyway.
Mr TRENORDEN: In summary, we are acting on behalf of the workers, because they have
come to our electorate offices.
Several Opposition members interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: We understand the wants and needs of those people, and their mental
anguish, and we will deliver for them now.
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [ 12.24 am]: I will speak against this
amendment. It is interesting that the people opposite have forgotten that workers'
compensation is not about money; it is about people. Workers' compensation legislation was
first brought in because it was felt that common law was inadequate. We care about the
people who are affected. Those opposite are so angry and upset because we have made this
decision and they did not get the chance, although they had the time to do so. The workers
have been asking for an increase in the level of weekly earnings, which have been totally
inadequate. If members opposite do not accept that, they are totally out of touch with the
injured workers.
Members opposite say that people will be very upset about the changes that will be made. I
t2313.2
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predict that the injured workers will strongly approve of the changes that are about to be
made. They will get better weekly support. Just because people are injured does not mean
dhat they do not pay their house payments, their car payments, etc. The mere fact that they
have to wait for two, three or five years longer to get any form of compensation means that
some lose their homes and cars, and have family breakdowns.
We are talking about no fault compensation as against judicial compensation. We are talking
about an administrative settlement, not a judicial settlement. The delay that is caused does
not give any form of justice to the injured worker.
Let us go back to what die member for Thoralie said on 5 November last year when she
identified the problem, although it seemed to escape her memory tonight. She said that the
system was extremely complicated and legalistic, resulting in frustrating delays for injured
workers and their employers which sometimes lasted for years.
Mrs Henderson: I agree with every word of that. I do not seek to take away their rights.
The SPEAKER: Order! I can understand the former Minister having a great interest in this
debate and I can understand her making a certain number of inteijections. However, I ask
her to reduce the number of interjections.
Mrs EDWARDES: The member for Thornlie identified the delay. That delay causes people
to get very angry. It causes breakdowns in relationships, with all their resultant social
effects. The long delay between the injury and settlement is because of the common law
cases. The figures reveal that only 10 per cent of cases are settled within one year and only
12 per cent are settled within two years; 58 per cent of claims are settled for below $25 000.
Those people have to wait that long to get any kind of compensation. Owing to the increase
in weekly earnings and schedule 2 benefits provided by an administrative settlement not a
judicial settlement, the workers will receive their compensation up front and at the time when
they will need it.
The arguments put forward by those opposite have been particularly weak, the weakest being
offered by the member for Peel. He totally forgot about criminal injuries compensation and
about the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act. He said that we did not understand
serious injury. We are not talking about serious injury; we are talking about a commitment
to reduce the premiums.
In New South Wales the introduction of a threshold has reduced the amount of premiums
charged for third party personal injury insurance whereby that insurance is now far more
affordable to the community. We will give a commitment to reduce premiums, a
commitment to maximise workers' benefits and a commitment to a faster system.
MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [12.30 am]: This mob opposite
absolutely amaze me. They had 10 years in Government and they did nothing. The former
Minister and her colleagues took three years to get some fairly simple amendments to the
Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Act through Parliament.
Mrs Henderson: Who obstructed them?
Mr KIERATH: It really annoys members opposite that in a little over four months this
Governiment foreshadowed a big shake-up to the workers' compensation scheme. This
Government has done what the Opposition wanted and hoped to do, but never had the
courage to do. I can understand members opposite being annoyed by that because they are
jealous of what this Government has done in this area.
I have heard some of the pious comments from that abysmal group of people on the opposite
side of the House about common law. I will put the record straight. In New South Wales it
was Barry Unsworth and a Labor Government who abolished common law claims
completely. In Victoria a few years ago changes were made to the motor vehicle insurance
scheme to introduce caps and ceilings. It was not Jeff Kennett, it was a Labor Government.
A South Australian Labor Government eliminated workers' common law claims. The
Federal Hawke and Keating Governments did the same with the Comcare system. I do not
mind pious comments, but members on the other side of the House cannot say anything
about the elimination of common law rights with that sort of history. Only two States retain
common law provisions: Western Australia made an announcement to abolish those, and
Queensland has a Labor Government which is thinking of either eliminating common law
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claims or putting severe limitations on them. Members of the Opposition are back in the
dark ages. I cannot see how they have the gall to turn around and accuse the Government of
anything.
I have same very important statistics on the total premium pool and how it is distributed.
This poor excuse for a member, the member for Peel, said he was sticking up for the
workers. In 1981, 52 per cent of the total premium was paid to workers as weekly benefits.
In 1992 that figure was reduced to 32 per cent. In 1981 the proportion of common law and
legal costs was eight per cent. In 1992-93 it increased to 34 per cent. For the first time ever
common law and legal costs surpassed the total weekly payments pool in workers'
compensation. I feel sorry for members opposite if they am prepared to accept the erosion of
weekly benefits to workers by funds being channelled into common law and legal costs.
Members opposite arm poor excuses for Labor members of Parliament. Members opposite
have a moral duty to look after their constituents, but they have abandoned them in their hour
of need. They did not have the guts to do anything decent when they were in office, and
when someone comes along and sticks up for the workers, and pulls the rug from under their
feet, all they can do is grizzle about it. I make no apologies; I am proud of what!I have done.
Common law payments to the end of February 1993 amounted to $5l.7mi; legal expenses
were $14.3m, a total of $66m. The total payment to workers was $57m; however, medical
specialists' costs were $17m, so the cost of common law and legal expenses was greater than
the cost of medical and specialist treatment by a factor of 3:1. I do not know for whom
members opposite are sticking up. but the poor old worker gets less than the common law
and legal costs combined.
Since the coalition Government came into office and I have been entrusted with the
responsibility of the workers' compensation scheme I asked the Workers' Compensation and
Rehabilitation Commission to provide me with a list of all the possible models in order to
assess the optimum model. I am prepared to consider a total overhaul of the system, even if
the previous Government was not. One of the options, and the one I am supporting here, is
to improve statutory benefits with restricted common law access. The poor old member for
Peel has problems with this. He was referring to sections in the Act, but in my statement
today I announced a total change of direction. I announced from where the percentages
would come. The poor old member for Peel has gone off half cocked shooting his mouth
off not knowing the facts once again. Since members opposite lost office and their
resources, they have degenerated into a rabble. The new member for Morley seems to have
become involved in a class war struggle. Members opposite are back in the nineteenth
century. Whenever the Labor Party loses Government the factions and the knives come out.
The member for Fremantle has his eyes on the Leader of the Opposition's seat; the member
for Morley wants it too, so there will be a power fight.

Point of Order
Dr WATSON: The Minister for Labour Relations is not addressing the amendment.
The SPEAKER: If the member for Kenwick looks at the wording of the amendment she
would find his comments are relevant to the amendment.

Debate Resumed
Mr KIERATH: Members opposite got it wrong in the first place when they tried to go after
the Attorney General. The motion refers to the Minister for Labour Relations, but that was
inserted at the last minute. They got it wrong again. They should at least have the decency
to focus their attacks on me. I am more than happy to take on the members opposite.
The idea of statutory benefits is a bit difficult for the member for Peel to understand because
he has to use his intellect. He has to put his brain into gear.
Mrs Edwardes: He is talking about a Bill.
Mr KIERATH: That is right, the member for Peel is talking about a Bill and it is a
ministerial statement. He has already got himself sidetracked about a Bill. The Government
understands where he is coming from. It feels sorry for him. The statutory benefits could
include things like increasing prescribed amounts - the Opposition flagged that - by
expanding the schedule, because it does not include things like backs, necks and pelvises.
The Government wants a completely new second schedule. The Government even stated
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from where it would take those percentages. I thought that even the member for Peel could
have gone to the Parliamentary Library and asked for the American Medical Association
statistics. It seems even that is beyond his capability.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel has repeated his question four times. The
Minister is choosing to ignore his interjection.
Mr KIERATH: I have tried to give some specific detail. I accept that in the short time that
the coalition has been in Government we might not know everything, so we have set the
threshold at common law and today I announced two inquiries, one by Mr Rod Chapman
who wiUl come up with a system -

Mrs Henderson: It's a bit lace now.
Mr KIERATH: Members opposite have not listened to me. If the Opposition has any such
thing as a sensible idea, it has the opportunity to put it to this inquiry.
We have given members opposite the opportunity to put up or shut up. It is difficult for them
to put up, therefore they must shut up. The aim of the inquiry was to see whether the
adversarial nature could be taken out of compensation claims. If members opposite were
true to the people they claim to represent, every one of them would support that, especially
the champagne socialist opposite. Not only should he support it, he should also make
constructive suggestions and provide some good ideas. If the Opposition can muster up one
good idea, we will cake it on board. One cannot get fairer than that. I also see that the body
entrusted with looking after workers' compensation matters in this State -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The level of interjections is far too great. I request the member for
Eyre to be more restrained in his interjections. although I understand his desire to do it.
Mr KIERATH: I was about to refer to the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation
Commission which will now conduct an inquiry into all the other matters, such as statutory
benefits or what can be increased or supported.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members to cease their gestures. Initially, there was same
merit in them. However, they are becoming a disease. That does nothing for the debate we
are trying to conduct.
Mr KIERATH: I can assure this House that that sort of disease will not be included in the
definition of industrial diseases. I cannot help my gestures; if they offend members opposite,
I am sorry. However, I am trying to make some serious comments on a very serious matter.
Members opposite have abandoned the people they claim to represent and have turned to
joviality, If they want to take that path, they will ultimately answer to the people they
represent.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Eyre.
Mr KIERATH: My colleague, the member for Avon, conducted an inquiry limited to
matters relating to common law. I am sure that he will back me up in my claim that people
who made the submissions did not address only the issue of common law, but also the wider
area of workers' compensation. The member for Avon therefore received much information
which covered a wider area than his terms of reference.
Mr Trenorden: That is correct.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member for Thornlie to desist from her interjections.
Mr KIERATH: There were also similarities between many of dhe submissions. About 85
per cent or 90 per cent of them had major common parts to them. I am happy to table the
Trenorden report for public consumption, if that is what the Opposition wants.
The paper was tabled.
[See paper No 178.]
Mr KJERATH: The Government has signalled that the delays in the system - if the
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Opposition wants to listen to what I am saying - are not acceptable. Originally, workers'
compensation was designed as a no fault scheme. However, common law is fault based; it is
about negligence. Workers' compensation is about no fault, no negligence. Members should
not get the two mixed up. In fact, problems arise only when some parties do mix them up.
Workers' compensation has been distorted by many of the side players. I do not blame them
for doing that; they have chased their own professional interests. In moving this amendment
I have tried to go back to basics and examine what it should be. It is a system between
injured workers, non-injured workers in some respects, and the employers. Although the
side players have a role, they should not be driving the system for their own ends. The two
people this issue really concerns are the injured workers and the employers. Even the
insurers are side players. The real system is designed to focus on the employer and
employees. I think members opposite have difficulty understanding the issue. Workers'
compensation is not about penalising employers, although it should penalise employers who
are negligent, through risk sensitive premiums. If an employer has an unsafe workplace, he
should pay higher premiums. The Act that controls health and safety in the workplace is the
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act. The general duty of care places an obligation
on every employer to have a safe workplace. Members opposite have forgotten about that.
If they are thinking about changing some of the penalties within that Act, that is a different
matter, but they should not try to do it through back door legislation.
Workers' compensation is a complex issue and cannot be seen in simple elements. For the
benefit of members opposite I will try to briefly explain the Government's intentions. It
intended to limit common law damages up to a 30 per cent threshold, which is not the 30 per
cent about which the member for Peel has commented through interjection. I will have some
information for him tomorrow about the percentages.
Mrs Henderson: Is it not 30 per cent of the total bodily function?
Mr KIERATH: I will bring in the fairly thick book tomorrow for the member for Thornlie to
examine.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It was a very good interjection, but I ask the member for Thornlie
not to continue.
Mr KIERATH: The lower benefits under common law which usually amount to
approximately $20 000 are paid only after long delays of, in some cases, up to five years.
Our proposed system will eliminate waiting, going through uncertainty and running up large
legal bills. Common law is a bit like a lottery; if one loses, the cost will come back and bite
one. This Government has tried to provide surety up front and enable people to know what
are their benefits, and to improve those benefits. The proposed system provides for the
workers up front because it puts some surety into the cost of the scheme. It is not an open
ended scheme which can be distorted and taken away.
I am proud of the changes proposed for workers' compensation. The Government will
increase the benefits for them and reduce the cost of premiums to the employers. At the end
of the process the benefits will be substantially increased by approximately a 20 per cent
reduction in premiums. I am proud to be part of a Government which faces those tough
decisions. The Opposition had 10 years in Government to do something about it, but failed.
It fiddled around the fringes and avoided the real issues. T'his Government will deal with the
real issues. The bottom line is that this Government will deliver the benefits the Opposition
was incapable of delivering. and that is what annoys members opposite so much.

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

Ayes (18)
Mr M.. Earneu Mr Graham Mr McGinty
Mr Brown Mr Grill Mr Ripper
Mr Catania Mrs Hallahan Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Cunningham Mrs Henderson Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr Kobelke Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Leahy (Teller)
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Noes (26)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Johnson Mr Pendal
Mr C.J. Barrett Mr Kiesmth Mr Prince
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr Shave
Mrt Bradshaw Mr Marshall Mr W. Smith
Dr Constable Mr McNee Mr Suickland
MW Cowan Mr Minson Mr Trenorden
Wr Day Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omnodeli Mr Rloffwitch (Teller)
Dr Hames Mr Osborne

Pairs
Mr Taylor Mr Wiese
Mr Hill Mrs van de Klashorsz
Mrkibeling W flaikie
Dr Lawrence Mrcourt
Ms Warnock Mr Tubby
Mr Bridge Mr House

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [12.53 am]: As a number of other speakers on this side of' dhe
House have done, 1 express my concern at the quality of the address given by the Governor
on the opening day of this Parliament. I listened throughout the address waiting to hear
something about an issue in which I am interested; that is, the direction dhe Government is
taking in the area of policing. I am sure that members in this House recall that during the
State election the then Opposition, and now Government, made a great issue of crime and
policing numbers, and quoted many statistics. The front page of its law and order platform
states "Justice For All. Crime Crisis: Is WA Safe?" The policy lists many crime statistics
over the past 10 years and makes some provocative statements. For example -

A Coalition government will make the streets of Western Australia safe. We will
make public transport safe from gangs of thugs and we will crack down hard on die
increasing number of people prepared to use violence in the pursuit of crime.

Mr Shave: Why don't you move for an adjournment?
Mr CATANIA: I am happy to let members hear some words of wisdom at this time of night.
I am upset that the current Minister for Police is not here, because he could use a few words
of wisdom. The document continues -

We will rebuild a strong, effective and well-equipped police force to halt die crime
wave and introduce wide-ranging reforms to make sure that crime doesn't pay.

One of the commitments made was to increase police numbers in the Govemnment's first
term by 800. 1 was hoping to hear in the Governor's Speech what the Government would do
about that, however no mention was made about the numbers in the police force and how the
Government would address the statement it made on die front page of its platform "Crime
Crisis: Is WA Safe?" Once it won the election there was no need to mention the issue any
more. It misled the people into voting for it; therefore, what was the use in addressing that
issue?
I waited around to see what statements the new police Minister would make. On 31 March
1993 he said that 100 extra police officers would be employed in a package which included
70 public servants - officers working in the police department who would return to active
service in the police force - and 41 extra police who would be trained. In fact, of the 100
police officers the Minister promised in the Government's first year in office, 70 were
already employed by the police force. The fortner Government on 2 December 1991 stated
that. Under its plan 70 more police officers will be involved in active duty. When asked
about the 700 extra officers, presuming that there would be an initial 100 extra, the Minister
said that due to the financial constraints and the financial situation, the Government did not
know whether it would employ an extra 700 officers. Have members heard that before?
Mr W. Smith interjected.
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Mr CATANIA: That is one promise gone. During the election period all sorts of
mathematics were presented determining the cost of engaging the 800 officers. However, the
Government misfired on the costing and had to break that promise. It also has failed to
honour its promise to establish a new inner city police headquarters. The West Australian on
I1I January stated -

Mr Cash said the outdated and inefficient police headquarters at the Causeway end of
Adelaide Terrace would be replaced as a matter of urgency.

However, the Minister for Police, Bob Wiese said on 6WF on '7 May that the promise was
not a high priority. That is another promise gone. Let us look at another broken promise.
The promise stated -

Extra police officers to the Langford Police District.
Mr Cash said in a media release in December 1992 -

Extra police officers would be immediately assigned to the Langford District to
control Kenwick's crime crses ...

No extra police were allocated.
Mr Marlborough: Is that in the northern suburbs?
Mr CATANIA: No, it is not in the northern suburbs. They do not crack a mention. In fact, I
do not think the present Minister for Police knows where the northern suburbs are. I think lhe
thinks they are south of Mandurah. Another promise was as follows -

Extra police officers to the Goldfield.
Coalition policy for the goldfields in January 1993 stated -

A Coalition will increase the numbers of police officers in the Goldfields as part of
our commitment to provide 800 additional police officers in Western Australia.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The interjections from my right are too extensive and too loud. I
have allowed a certain number of interjections but I now ask members to cease interjecting.
The hour is getting late. Perhaps if the member for Balcatta faced more towards the Chair,
he might receive fewer interjections.
Mr CATANIA: I would prefer to look at you, Mr Speaker. Soon after the election, Police
Minister Bob Wiese backed away from this commitment saying that it was not up to him. He
was reported in the Kalgoorie Miner on 16 March 1993 as saying -

As to where these extra officers would be deployed would be a decision for the
Commissioner of Police.

Passing the buck! Do members want any more? Another promise made by the coalition
before the election was that extra police would be provided for Mandurah. However, since
that time Mr Bob Wiese has backed away from his promise. The coalition promised to
provide school based police officers at Mandurah Senior High School. It has not received
one yet. These are all promises for extra police, about which the Government drummed up
so much hysteria during its election campaign. It said that it would make the place safe.
Another of the Government's promises was to establish an independent police complaints
tribunal. However, last week the Government announced a proposal for police to investigate
complaints in the firs: instance, and if not satisfactorily resolved complaints would then go to
the Ombudsman and then to a review panel including the Ombudsman, a judge and a
community representative. That panel has absolutely no powers of investigation or any other
power. In fact, the Ombudsman has two parts to play in the investigations. He investigates
the complaints following the police internal investigation and then becomes part of a panel
which reviews his own decision. Is that a logical way of handling complaints against the
police? Will that instil confidence in the Police Farce? The Government promised an
independent police complaints tribunal.
Mr Cowan: How many police officers did your party promise?
MrT CATANIA: How many did we put on during our time in power? One thousand.
Mr Cowan: How many did you promise?
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Mr CATANIA: Two or three hundred. We promised something chat was reasonable. We
did not mislead the public as did this Government. We did not get votes under false
pretences as did this Government. The Government said it would make the streets safe and
provide an officer per household in Western Australia. What is it doing now? It said it
would provide an independent complainfs tribunal and 800 officers. How has this
Government helped the Police Force? I am sure the member for Peel would like to know. It
has misled the Police Force in this way; As soon as it camne to power, it cancelled all wage
agreements and other agreements that were set up by the previous Government which would
provide increases in March and July if certain conditions were met. What happened?
Mr Thomas: And it was not even the member for Riverton!
Mr CATANIA: No, the member is wrong. Hie was part of the negotiations to drop all
agreements. flat is the sont of assistance that this Government provided to the Police Force.
The Government made the Police Force and the safety of citizens the centrepiece of its
platform. It was going to make Western Australia a safer place but it has cancelled meagre
increases in wages for police officers. That is this Government's payment to them.
One area that we looked at very extensively last year was juvenile crime. The Government
criticised the Crime (Serious and Repeat Offenders) Sentencing Act. It has now made
various commitments to do something about chat Act. However, instead of amending it to
close any loopholes - I admit that there were loopholes in it - it has decided to cancel it. I amn
aware that smart lawyers soon opened loopholes in the Act so that people were able to get
through the net. The Government will not allow it to run out as it would in 1994 under its
sunset clause. The police have not been made aware of the intentions of this Government.
Mrs Edwardes: They have been. We have met with them.
Mr CATANIA: When did you meet with them?
Mrs Edwanles: Last week and the week before.
Mr W. Smith: I met with them yesterday.
Mr CATANIA: When did the Attorney General meet with them?
Mrs Edwardes: This week and last week.
Mr CATANIA: I met with them not long ago and every department that I visited told me
exactly die same thing. They cold me that they did not know what the present Government
was going to do about this legislation. I do not know who the Attorney General met.
Mrs Edwardes: Obviously, you did not meet the ones who deal with policy.
Mr CATANIA: No, not the people in policy. However, the fellows in the various
departments did not know what the Government was doing. One would have thought chat
amending the Act to strengthen it and to close the loopholes would have been the way to go.
Mns Edwardes: Would you support that?
Mr CATANIA: I would support that amendment to the Act. Does the Attorney General
want me to provide the amendment? Will she support it?
Mns Edwanles: We have the amendment.
Mr CATANIA: It is the Attorney General's responsibility to tell the people who will be
affected what the Government intends to do. The Government has failed to do that. The
Government must admit that it misled the people and the Police Force. They wanted to
know whether the Government would address the staffing requirements of the Police Force.
The Government said that it would do something about the drug problem, but I understand
that we do not have a drug task force. The police do not know what will happen in this area.
The working conditions and the wages and superannuation problems have not been
addressed. The Government has foreshadowed the introduction of prostitution laws, but
nothing has been done. When the Minister for Police was questioned on this issue he said he
did know anything about it. Nothing has been done in the area of telephone interception.
The Government has failed to address a lot of things outlined in its law and order platform.
Mr W. Smith: What is your record after 10 years?
Mr CATANIA: I advise the member for Wanneroo that I am referring to the Government's
law and order platform.
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Mr W. Smith: Do you like it?
Mr CATANIA: The Government has broken its promises by not addressing these issues.
Another area which concerns me is multicultural and ethnic affairs. During the election
campaign representatives of the Government endeavoured to address different ethnic groups
and they a fell flat on their face. This is one area which conservative Governments do not
understand and do not want to understand. This Government's efforts in this area are
reflected in what it has done since it has been on the Treasury benches. All it has done is
hold a lovely little celebration to commemorate Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs Week. It
has a little department which writes speeches for the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs and that is all it does. It does not even give consideration to settlement plans or the
incidence of racism. When the Opposition was in Government it addressed the issue of
racism very well. Unfortunately, it is an area which is brought to the public's attention on a
regular basis and the Government has no measures in place to solve the problem. I have not
heard the Minister address this issue. Measures could be introduced to provide translation
services for, and other requirements of, this group of people. As I said, all the department
does is write speeches for the Minister and he delivers them in a patronising way. He does
not know what the ethnic organisations require. During the next three and a half years the
Minister and the Government will come in for a great deal of criticism for its inaction in
multicultural and ethnic affairs. It will flounder in this ara.
I refer now to particular concerns in the electorate of Balcatta. I have a number of small
businesses in my constituency and I am concerned that they have suffered dramatically
during the recession. During the election campaign the Government said it would help small
business by lowering Government charges imposed on them. The Government should not
forget that it must help consumers in the same way. After all, the consumers purchase items
from small business and if they do not have the purchasing power small business will suffer.
We were made aware yesterday that Government charges imposed on a private laundry
service would be decreased by $13 000. However, this will not assist that small business in
increasing its staff. Like all small business they have been waiting for better times before
they take on additional staff. I appreciate that any assistance they are given will help themn.
I will be interested to see whether this Government will amend the commercial tenancy
legislation. Small business would like the legislation to address the security of business
premises and to guard them against break-ins and graffiti. This would lead to reduced
insurance premiums. It would like to see amendments made to the pawn brokers legislation.
Small business requires more assistance than a reduction in water and electricity charges: It
wants to be guarded against abuse by vandals. The commercial tenancy legislation is
important and I will be interested to see the reaction of members opposite to the Bill which
has been introduced by the member for Helena.
The Labor Government was proposing to establish the Carmichael training centre to provide
training facilities for youth who did not want to continue at high school. This proposal has
been cancelled by this Government. It also concerns me that many Homeswest
redevelopment projects have been cancelled. In addition, the refurbishment and
redevelopment of blocks of flats in B alga have been cancelled.
I hope that funds will be allocated for the extension of the Reid Highway from Erindale Road
to Marmion Avenue and I am sure the member for Scarborough shares my hope.
Consideration should be given to reintroducing some of the bus services which have been
cancelled in the northern suburbs. The northern railway has been successful and is well
patronised and for that reason the services previously used by school children and pensioners
should be reinstated. With the assistance of members opposite I hope that we can reinstate
some of the bus services which have been discontinued. I hope the present Government will
continue with the five year old program, which many of my constituents embrace, and that
the schools which were not serviced by that program will soon come on line.
The people of my electorate have brought to me a number of areas of concern in respect of
road safety around schools and residential areas. I am sure all members of Parliament come
into contact daily with this concern. I hope the Government has the political will to continue
with a number of initiatives which the previous Government was ready to adopt and that we
see those initiatives come to fruition. My concern is that the law and order program that the
present Government promised to the people will not eventuate and that the people who are
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looking for an increased police presence on the swreets will not obtain thar presence. I hope
that small business will not be Liven just the carrot that it is being given at the moment but
will be given true assistance in the form of new commercial tenancies legislation, and in the
area of commercial watch and commercial security, because businesses are suffering from
the increasing cost of continual break-ins and graffiti.
I thank members for listening to my address at this time of night, and I hope these concerns
will be taken on board by the Government.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Strickland.

House adjourned at 1.22 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOMIESWEST - EVICT1IONS
56. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

How many people have been evicted from Homeswest accommodation in -

(a) February 1993;
(b) March 1993;
(c) April 1993;
(d) May 1993?

Mr SHAVE replied:
(a)-(c)

Three.
(d) Seven.

HOMESWEST - MAINTENANCE DIVISION MEMBERS
Redundancy Packages; Redeployment Statistics; Transfers to Estates Section

58. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many members of Homeswes:'s maintenance division have accepted -

(a) redundancy;
(b) .redeployment;
(c) transfer to the estates section?

(2) What is the cost of these redundancy payments?
Mr SHAVE replied:
(1) (a) 37

(b) 25
(c) 2.

(2) $918 789 of which $307 178 represents payment for leave entitlements.

BANKS AND BANKING - ENFORCEABLE BANKING CODE DEVELOPMENT
"Your Money, Your Bank, Your Say" Recommendation

81. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
Bearing in mind the recommendations of a recent survey "Your Money, Your
Bank, Your Say", conducted on behalf of the Australian Federation of
Consumer Associations, will the Minister.-
(a) support the development and introduction of an enforceable banking

code which would apply to all banks and areas of consumer banki ng;
(b) endorse the criteria for such a code as outlined in the abovementioned

report's recommendations?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

The Minister for Consumer Affairs has provided the following reply -

(a) The development and introduction of such a code is a matter for the
Commonwealth Government. However, the Western Australian
Government supports the use of a code of practice for the banking
industry designed to promote fair and ethical dealings between banks
and their customers.

(b) The Minister does not endorse all the criteria for such a code outlined
in the report on the survey conducted by the Australian Federation of
Consumer Associations. While the Minister supports the general
objective of full and frank disclosure of pertinent information, he does
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no: agree that all criteria mentioned must necessarily be included to
achieve that objective.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - RESERVE
PLANT MARGIN

Comparison with United States, Japan, Singapore, Northern Ireland, Eastern States
1 11. Dr GALLOP to the Minister forEnergy:

(1) What is reserve plant margin?
(2) How does the State Energy Commission of Western Australia's reserve plant

margin compare with -

(a) United States of America;
(b) Japan;
(c) Singapore;
(di) Northern Ire land?

(3) How does SECWA's reserve plant margin compare with the other Australian
States in each year since 1984?

Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
(1) The reserve plan: margin in any year is die percentage by which the installed

capacity of an electricity system exceeds the maximum demand which occurs
in that year expressed as a percentage of the maximum demand. The installed
capacity should include any capacity available from neighbouring suppliers
through interconnecting transmission lines.

(2) SECWA's reserve plant margin south west interconnected system for 1992 is
38 per cent.
(a) The reserve plant margin for the United States on a coincident peak

demand basis is -
Summer 25.3 per cent ) interconnected
Winter 34.2 per cent ) system

(b) 14 per cent (1989) - interconnected system.
(c) 55 per cent (1992) - isolated system.
(di) 66 per cent (1991) - isolated system.

(3) [See paper No 164.]

RESERVES - TRIGG BEACH, NEW RESERVE PROPOSAL
SwrfLife Saving Club, Beach Facilities and Restaurant Development

112. Mr STRICKLAND to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
With respect to the approach by the City of Stirling to the Department of Land
Administration to create a new reserve for the purpose of "Surf Life Saving
Club, Beach Facilities and Restaurant" a: Trigg Beach -

(1) Are the proposed facilities including a restaurant which is to be leased
to a private concern, substantially completed?

(2) Can die existing reserve, set aside for the purposes of "Surf Life
Saving Club" be used for the purpose of building and/or operating of a
private restaurant?

(3) What approvals are necessary to allow for -
(a) the building of the restaurant;
(b) the operation of the restaurant and have any such approvals

been granted?
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(4) What agreements are in place with the City of Stirling in regard to this
project?

(5) Did the department seek an assurance in any way that the income
derived from the leasing of this commercial restaurant would be used
"as seeding money to facilitate employment programs that will enable
the work to be continued and young people employed"?

(6) If not, what conditions, if any, have been proposed on the restaurant
income to go to council?

(7) With respect to the total project, has any building encroached on to
any existing class A reserves and if so, what are the details?

(8) With respect to the proposal to operate an alfresco dining area
associated with the restaurant, but on class A reserve 27060, is this use
allowed and, if not, what action can be taken to retain the integrity of
usage consistent with the vesting?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) For building - yes. For operating - a change in purposes will be

required.
(3) (a) DOLA's agreement. DPUD approval.

(b) Governor's approval to a change in purpose of class C reserve
28477. Parliamentary approval to additions of portions of two
class A reserves to reserve 28477 is required to achieve the
overall development proposed by the City of Stirling. All
reserves are currently vested in the council.

(4) DOLA has agreed to the development subject to change in reserve
purpose and inclusion of portions of adjoining reserves.

(5) No.
(6) State Government guidelines for the administration of Land Act

reserves has been to require councils to expend revenue received from
the commercial use of reserves on other reserves in the area. In
coastal areas support has been given to use funds to offset
management costs of beaches, particularly where these facilities are
often used by non-ratepayers of the affected local government.

(7) Yes, the surf club's operations building encroaches onto a small,
severed portion of class A reserve 32559, set aside for "conservation
of dunes, education and passive recreation'. The alfresco and kiosk
open air dining areas encroach onto reserve 27060.

(8) It is considered that the affected areas should be integrated into one
reserve and the use should be specifically allowed for by a change of
reserve purpose. Parliament's agreement to such changes will be
necessary and these will be addressed in a forthcoming reserves Bill.

COURTS - SUPREME COURT; DISTRICT COURT
Judges, Increase; Magistrates, Increase

115. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Will the number of judges in the Supreme Court be increased in 1993-94? If

yes, by how many?
(2) Will the number of judges in the District Court be increased in 1993-94? If

yes, by how many?
(3) Will the number of magistrates be increased in 1993-94? If yes, by how

many?
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Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(l)-(3) The Government is constantly monitoring the state of the lists in the courts. It

inherited a very difficult situation in each court from the previous
Government. The Government is presently examining avenues for improving
efficiency with which matters can be dealt by the courts and is giving every
support to innovative measures by the judiciary and the legal profession; for
example the special civil willing list in the Supreme Court in August this year.
The assessment of the need for additional judges and magistrates will take
account of these measures and in any event that need will be reviewed
keeping in mind budgetary considerations.

JUSTICE MINISTRY OF - FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS STATISTICS
Restructuring, Expenditure Reduction; Director General, Appointment

116. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) How nmnny fewer full time equivalents will be required for the Ministry of

Justice as a result of the formation of that Ministry compared to the total ETEs
for its constituent parts?

(2) What will be the reduction in expenditure as a result of that restructuring?
(3) What will be the total number of ET Es allocated to the new ministry and how

many are there at each Public Service classification level?
(4) Has the Director General of the Ministry of Justice been appointed yet?
(5) If yes, who is that person?
(6) What were or will be the procedures used for the advertising and selection of

the Director General.
(7) Was the former Under Secretary for Law, Mr Don Doig, advised there would

be no position in the new ministry for him?
(8) Ifso, what was the reason for this?
(9) What are the names and classification and fanner position of any officers

above level 3 who have been informed that no position in the new ministry
will be available for them?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) 42 full rime equivalents in 1992-93.
(2) Not known at this time.
(3) 3 101.3 in 1992-93 terms. The number of each classification level is not

available.
(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.
(6) The position was advertised in the Press and in the Public Service notices. A

selection panel has been appointed by the Public Service Commissioner and is
now undertaking a selection process.

(7)-(8) There is no position of under secretary of law in the Ministry of Justice. The
occupant of the current office was informed. He elected not to express an
interest in other positions within the ministry or elsewhere in the Public
Service.

(9) All officers whose positions are affected by the restructuring are currently
participating in a trzansfer and placement process. No officers have been
informed that no position will be available for them in the ministry.

H-OMESWEST - BUNBURY HOUSING
Waiting Lists, Waiting Times, Constructions, March 1993

134. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What was the number on the H-omeswest waiting list for each of the following

categories of housing in Bunbury as at I March 1993 -.

842



[Wednesday, 30 June 1993J14

(a) five bedroom single detached,
(b) four bedroom single detached;
(c) three bedroom single detached;
(d) two bedroom single detached,
(e) aged pensioner one bedroom units;
(0) aged pensioner two bedroom units;
(g) two bedroom apartments or units;
(h) three bedroom apartments or units;
(i) Aboriginal grant homes?

(2) What was the waiting rime as at 1 March 1993 in each of the above
categories?

(3) How many of each of the above categories -

(a) have been constructed in 1992-93;
(b) are under construction;
(c) are to be constructed as part of the 1992-93 Homeswesr building

program?
4. Was there any increase in the 1992-1993 building program in Bunbury as a

result of the reductions in the programs in Fremantle and the Pilbara?
Mr SHAVE replied:

Area includes Bunbury City, Carey Park and Withers, excludes Australind.
Figures exclude transfers.
(1) (a) Nil (d) 39 (g) Nil

(b) 7 (e) 48 (h) Nil
(c) 109 (f) 3 (i) 19

(2) (a) Nil (d) February 91 (g) Nil
(b) June 91 (e) December 90 (h) Nil
(c) February 91 (0) June 91 (i) Dual listed

(3) (a) 12 three-bedroom family and two four-bedroom family have
been constructed.

(b) 10 one-bedroom pensioner
Three two-bedroom pensioner
Seven two-bedroom family
Eight three-bedroom family

(c) Nil.
(4) No.

FAMILIES -FAMILY AND WORK OBLIGATIONS RECONCILIATION.
GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE

162. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:
What action is the Stare Government taking to assist people in families to
reconcile their family and work obligations?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
The intent of this question is unclear. If the member wishes to be specific
every endeavour will be made to answer the question.

BABIES - BABY WALKER INJURIES, PREVENTION ACTION
169. Dr WATSON to the for Community Development:

What action is the Minister taking to ensure that Western Australian babies do
not suffer injuries while using baby walkers?
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Mr NICHOLLS replied:
T7his question should be directed to the appropriate Minister.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIO0N AUTHORIT7Y - APPOINTMENTS
Validity, Attorney General's and Solicitor General's Advice

179. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Did the Attorney General hear the request of the inister for the Environment

in question time on Tuesday, 22 June 1993 for the Attorney General's
perissonto release the Attorney General's advice and that of the Solicitor
Genralonthe validity of the appointments of the chairman and members of

the Environmental Protection Authority?
(2) Will the Attorney General accede to the Minister's request?
(3) If not, why not?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

(1 )-(3)
Legal advice received from the Crown Solicitor is confidential to the
Government.

DOIG, DON - UNDER SECRETARY FOR LAW, RESIGNATION LETEMR
Ministry Of Justice Position

180. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Has the Attorney Genera received a letter of resignation from the former

Under Secretary for Law, Don Doig?
(2) If so, what reasons did Mr Doig give for his resignation?
(3) Did the Attorney General ever communicate to Mr Doig the Attorney

General's view on whether there would be a position for him in the
restructured inistry of Justice?

(4) If not -
(a) What was the reason for not advising Mr Doig that he would be a

preferred candidate for the director general's position;
(b) Has Mr Doig. been a very dedicated independent and competent Under

Secretary for Law?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Mr D. Doig has advised that he is taking redundancy in line with normal

Public Service processes and procedures.
(2) Not applicable.
(3)-(4)

The Ministry of Justice task force recommended that the position of under
Secretary for Law be abolished. The occupant of that position had the
opportunity to apply for a position in the restructured Ministry of Justice
pursuant to normal Public Service processes.

DEATHS IN CUSTODY - CANNING VALE PRISON, REPORT
183. Mr D.L SMIT7H to the Attorney General:

(1) Has the Attorney General received a report into the recent death in custody at
Canning Vale?

(2) If yes, does the Attorney General intend to release any details of what
occurred?

(3) If not, when does the Attorney General expect to receive a report?
(4) Will the death be the subject of a coronial inquiry?
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Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1 )-(3)

A preliminary report only has been received. The detailed report by tke
investigations officer is expected shortly.

(4) Yes.
PRISONS - BUNBURY REGIONAL PRISON

Escape, Report
184. Mr D.L. SMITH to die Attorney General:,

(1) Has the Attorney General received a report into the recent escape of three
prisoners from the Bunbury Regional Prison?

(2) If so, on what date did the Attorney General receive the report?
(3) What was the Corrective Services assessment of the level of security required

for each prisoner prior to their escape?
(4) Have any or all the escapees been recaptued?
(5) If so, on what date were they recaptured and where is each of them presently

accommodated?
(6) Did any of the escapees reoffend while at large?
(7) If so, have they been charged and/or sentenced for these additional offences?
(8) If so -

(a) what were the charges:
(b) where were they heard;
(c) what sentences were imposed?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 27 May 1993, followed by another report on 3 June 1993.
(3) Medium.
(4) Yes.
(5) D.R. Excel] was returned to custody on 29 May 1993 and is now at Casuarina

Prison. S.S. Kickeit was returned to custody on 16 April 1993 and is now at
Casuarina Prison.

(6) No.
(7)-(8)

Not applicable.
JUSTICE MINISTRY OF - YOUTH JUSTICE BUREAU-ADULT CORRECTIVE

SERVICES, RELATIONSHIP
185. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:

(1) What will the relationship be between the Youth Justice Bureau and adult
Corrective Services in the new Ministry of Justice?

(2) Will they share common corporate services, industrial relations and human
relations staff, and recruiting staff?

(3) Will there be co-location. of any community based staff and, if so, at what
centres?

(4) If yes to (3), will they share common entrance facilities, and reception,
secretarial and other support staff?

(5) Will they share any common counselling, psychological or psychiatric staff?
(6) Will they share supervisors of any community based corrections employment

or other programs?
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(7) Is there any intention to change the age or any other criteria for juveniles to
remain subject to the Youth Justice Bureau or transferred to the adult
Corrective Services agency?

(8) In the new Ministry of Justice where will the primary powers of:
(a) the chief executive officer under the Prisons Act;
(b) the superintendents of the juvenile detention centres;
(c) the Director General of Community Development;
(d) the Minister for Community Development;
in so far as they affect the operations of detention centres and prisons, the
control of prisoners, and the release of prisoners, reside?

(9) Will all prisoners, both juvenile and adult, be technically in the custody of the
chief executive officers of the new Ministry of Justice?

(10) Will this comply with the international covenants and charters governing
children's rights and protection?

(11) Will there be common information systems for Corrective Services, the Youth
Justice Bureau, Crown Law and the Director of Public Prosecutions, and for
Court Administration?

(12) If so, what systems and protocols are to be put into place to prevent
information which may be adverse to the interests of the prisoner, held by one
agency, such as Corrective Services, being accessed by others?

(13) Will there be a single budget for the Ministry of Justice with each of its
component parts and programs being line items?

(14) If so. will savings in any one area be available for excess expenditure in
others and will there be any discretion on the part of the Attorney General to
transfer funds from one agency to Mnother without formal parliamentary
approval?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The organisation structure of the Ministry of Justice includes a juvenile justice

division and a corrective services division.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes -

Midland Karratha
Balcatta Roeboumne
Fremantle Port Hedland
Rockingham Broome
Mandurah Halls Creek
Kalgoorlie Kununurra
Bunbury Albany
Geraldton Northam
Carnarvon

(4) Yes.
(5)-(7)

No.
(8) (a) Chief executive officer of the ministry with authority to delegate.

(b) Powers are retained.
(c)-(d)

No authority.
(9)-(1O)

Yes.
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(11 )-( 12)
There will not be a common information system in the first instance. The
establishment of a common database is planned, with appropriate necessity
protocols. Future systems have not yet been planned.

(13)-(14)
The ministry budget will be managed in accordance with normal program
management arrangements.

OFFICE OF STRATEGIC STATE PROJECTS (OSSP) - ROLE AND FUNCTION;
STAFF; CONSULTANTS

191. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) What is the role and function of the Office of Strategic State Planning?
(2) What are the names and levels of the staff employed within the OSSP?
(3) Have consultants been contracted to undertake work for the OSSP?
(4) If consultants have been employed, what contracts have been awarded to

which consultants and at what cost?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Office of Strategic State Projects was established by the former
government as part of the Department of Cabinet. It has been disbanded and
no longer exists.

(3)-(4)
No.

AUSTRALIAN SPORTS COMMISSION - AUSTRALIAN RECREATIONAL
AND SPORT FISHING FEDERATION

Funding
197. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Is the per capita grant from the Australian Sports Commission to the
Australian Recreational and Sport Fishing Federation only approximately
460?

(2) Given chat the domestic expenditure in Australia by recreational fishers is
approximately $3b annually, far exceeding any other sport, will the Minister
join me in lobbying the ASC for greater funding?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) The funding from the Australian Sports Commission to the Australian

Recreational and Sport Fishing Federation is understood to be $77 000 for
each year between 1992-93 to 1995-96.

(2) This funding is for representation by the Australian Recreational and Sport
Fishing Federation at the national level. The Australian and New Zealand
Fisheries and Aquiculture Council is progressing a national policy for
recreational fishing management throughout Australia. This policy will also
address funding requirements for recreational fishing at the next meeting of
the Australian and New Zealand Fisheries and Aquiculture Council.

HOMESWEST - NEVARDA SHIRT FACTORY SITE, FUTURE USE
199. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

What is the future use proposed by Homneswest for the Nevarda shirt factory
site?

Mr SHAVE replied:
The site was the subject of "expression of interest" calling for submission
from the private sector for proposals to either -
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purchase the site
joint venture
redevelopment

Three submissions were received and are being assessed. No decision has yet
been made as to the future use or Homeswesc involvement in the project.

IMMUNISATION - CHILDREN
Kindergartens, Certificates Arrangement

202. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
Given that it will be compulsory for New South Wales children entering
kindergarten in 1994 to have an immunisation certificate, what is die current
and proposed situation in Western Australia with respect to this issue?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

Since 1990 WA has had in place an administrative arrangement with the
Ministry of Education, private school administrators and day care
organisations to check immiunisation record cards on admission. The system
has been shown to be working well.

HOSPITALS - NORTHAMPTON DISTRICT HOSPITAL
A cciWent and Emergency Service, Upgrading; St John Ambulance Service, Employment

Subsidy
203. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Given that the Northampton hospital accident and emergency facility serves
an area of approximately 15,000 square kilomnetres including same 260 kmn of
Highway 1 and that the hospital has already a 24 hour accident and
emergency service plus an upgrade of the casualty area under way, how does
the Minister intend to enhance the accident and emergency service?

(2) Is the Minister prepared to subsidise the St John Ambulance service to employ
paid officers in Northampton?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) The upgrade of the casualty area is not under wajr. I presented an

amount of $85 000 to the Northampton District Hospital Board on 28
June 1993 to enable them to provide a covered area for the ambulance
entry, and modification to make the accident and emergency area
easier to work in and improve its capacity far emergency equipment.
The waiting area or reception will also be refurbished. These are the
enhancements to the accident and emergency service that were
intended.

(2) This has not been considered.

PROJECTS - GOVERNMENT COMMITMENT
Mandurah; Russelton; Australind

222. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Deputy Premier:
What is the status of the proposals for and the Government's commitment to
support the following projects -

(a) build a cultural and entertainment complex at Mandurab;
(b) build a maritime museum at Mandurah;,
(c) build a marina at Mandurah;
(d) build a regional airport at Busselton;
(e) build a swimming pool complex at -
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(i) Busselton;
(ii) Australind?

Mr COWAN replied:
(a)-(c)

The Government is currently giving consideration to these projects as part of
the budget process for 1993-94.

(d) The Government is awaiting the outcome of an environmental and economic
feasibility study being carried out by Airplan for the Busselton Shime. The
Government strongly supports improved tourism transport infirastructurre and
has committed $10 000 towards the study.

(e) The Government will consider support for both these worthwhile facilities
through the Ministry of Sport and Recreation.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - EAST
METROPOLITAN HEALTH SERVICE

Nursing Director, Role Changes
243. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

What changes, if any, are planned or under way for the role of director of
nursing in the Eastern Metropolitan health region?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
The previous structure in the East Metropolitan health service was of services
distributed over individual units, geographic districts and, in some instances,
regional areas. Nursing for each component of this distribution was
responsible, through a nursing hierarchy, to a director of nursing. New
structures have now been introduced into the East Metropolitan health service
which are district based. The aim of this is to further integrate services. As
part of this approach, district managers, who are responsible for all services in
a geographic area, have been appointed. It is now planned to appoint a district
director of nursing who will be responsible for all nursing resources in dhe
geographical area, including hospitals, community nursing etc. This change
should enable better utilisation of nursing resources and allow more rapid
responses to local needs and priorities. The Australian Nursing Federation
has approved the restructuring in principle, subject to a 12 month review.

CQMMIVrEES OF INQUIRY (SENATE) - BREAST CANCER SCREENING
AND TREATMENT IN AUSTRALIA

Minister's Submission or View
245. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Minister propose to express a view or lodge a submission with the
Senate Committee of Inquiry into Breast Cancer Screening and Treatment in
Australia?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) No.
(2) The Health Department of WA will be making a submission.

HOSPITALS - BIRTHING CENTRES PROGRAM, CURRENT STATUS
Osborne Park Hospital, Swan District Hospital, Kimberley Region

247. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
What is the current status of the joint Commonwealth-State programs to
establish birthing centres at Osborne Park Hospital, Swan District Hospital
and in the Kimberley region?
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Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

Planning for the family birth centre at Osborne Park Hospital is continuing
and could proceed to tender early in the 1993-94 financial year. Swan District
Hospital withdrew from the program in April 1992 as a result of withdrawal
of support by the department of obstetrics and gynaccology at the hospital.
Negotiations have recommenced to provide midwifery services at the family
birth facility at the hospital. A community midwife has been employed at
Halls Creek to provide ante and postnatal care for Aboriginal women. Birth
facilities at Derby Hospital have been refurbished to provide a two-bedroom
with en suite facility located close to labour warts.
HOSPITALS - NORTHAMPTON DISTRICT HOSPITAL

Services Proposal, No Comprehensive Details
248. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

With respect to the changes under consideration for the Northampton hospital
is it correct that neither the Northampton hospital board, the shire council nor
the community generally has yet received comprehensive details of the
services proposed?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
No.

HOSPITALS - SMALL COUNTRY HOSPITALS
Number of Nurses on Duty

249. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
At a meeting with country hospitals did the Minister suggest that at smaller
country hospitals there is no need for two qualified nurses to be on duty
together and that similar levels of service can be given with one nurse on duty
and the other asleep but available to be called on if required?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
The Minister suggested that if a small country hospital was to undergo a role
change, part of that change may include the conversion of current acute
inpatient services to acute observation services, where it could be
demonstrated that by such a role change, it is possible to provide patient
observation with a single nurse on duty. It is also desirable under these
circumstances for the nurse on duty to know that additional support could be
readily available if needed. This support could be provided by a nurse who
may be available to be called but sleeping nearby. This concept has been
accepted by the majority of staff and the community at Goomnalling Hospital.

ABATF0IRS - WASTE PROCESSING PLANT, PILOT PROJECT. QUEENSLAND
Local Feasibility Study; Robb Jetty, Closure Reconsideration

251. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Primary Industry:
(1) Has the Industry Research and Development Board, a Federal Government

body, funded a pilot abattoir waste processing plant in Queensland, the project
being a joint venture between Griffith University and Moregate Exports Pry
Ltd, a proven pioneer of value added products in the meat industry?

(2) Are products such as enzymes, cell growth factor, proteins and sera worth up
to $20 per litre compared with 20 cents for their existing use as stock feed?

(3) Will the Minister examine the feasibility of establishing a similar plant in
Western Australia, preferably as part of a biotechnology park, which could
transform low value products and costly waste into a profitable venture?
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(4) Further, in the light of such a possibility, will the Minister reconsider his
decision to close the Robb Jetty abattoir until the results of such an
examination are known?

(5) Would the elimination of waste disposal costs and creation of extra income
from value added products markedly improve the viability of the abattoir?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes, [ understand that this is the case.
(2) Some chemicals, if extracted from abattoir products and refined to

international standards can have a grass value greatly in excess of that for the
raw material. However, the costs of production are high and marketing such
materials can be extremely difficult. It is essential to consider mnarket
penetration and net profitability when evaluating prospects for such processes.

(3) The feasibility of producing high value products from abattoir materials is
being examined by the Department of Commerce and Trade. I am sure that
the outcome of the pilot project in Queensland will be closely monitored in
this regard.

(4) No. If the extraction of such products is feasible in marketing and economic
terns, raw material would need to be transported from all major regional
abattoirs to a suitable processing site. This should be strategically located
with respect to transport, establishment costs, environmental considerations
and pollution control.

(5) Even if waste disposal costs could be reduced and income from by-products
increased it is most unlikely that the Robb Jetty abattoir could achieve the
required standards of productivity and economic performance without
continued Government subsidies.

SCHOOLS - COVERED ASSEMBLY AREAS
Schools Wit/oto; Building Plans; Funding; Priority

253. Mrs HALLAH-AN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) How many schools in Western Australia are without a covered assembly area?
(2) Does the Minister intend to have covered assembly areas built at every school

that is presently without such a facility?
(3) If not, how many schools will be given this facility?
(4) How many schools will be funded to receive a covered assembly in 1993-94?
(5) Which schools have immediate priority to receive covered assembly areas?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) 204.
(2)-(3)

It is intended to progressively provide an appropriate covered area at each
school, subject to the availability of funds.

(4)-(5)
Details of the schools to receive a covered assembly area will be provided
after the announcement of the 1993-94 Budget later this year.

SCHOOLS - MT LAWLEY SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
Upgrading A 1ocadion

254. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) Was Sli2m allocated for upgrading and additional facilities at Mt Lawley
Senior High School in the 1992-93 budget?
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(2) If so, have works commenced?
(3) What is the estimated actual cost of these works?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply
(1) $1 .4m was allocated for upgrading work at Mt Lawley Senior High

School in the 1992-93 Budget.
(2) Yes.
(3) $1.7m.

SCHOOLS - PRIMARY
Singleton-Golden Bay Area Construction Proposal

255. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

When is it proposed to commence construction of a prim ary school in the
Singleton/Golden Bay area?

Mr TUBBY replied:
Thte Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

It is not possible at present to indicate definitely when the construction of the
proposed Singleton Primary School will be commenced.

SCHOOL BUSES - CONTRACTORS
West Australian Road Transport Association Membership Fees, Ministry of Education

Payment
256. Mrs H-ALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
(1) Does the Ministry of Education intend to continue the practice of paying the

Road Transport Association membership fees of school bus contractors?
(2) If not, will contractors be paid a comparable or higher sum in compensation?
Mr TUDEBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) As part of the review currently being undertaken by the ministry and
the WA Road Transport Association, the ministry has recommended
that the membership fees be deleted from the standard rate.

(2) Unknown; however, such a payment is not recommended by the
ministry.

SCHOOLS - GOVERNMENT
Asbestos-Cement Roofs, Replacement Plans

257. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

Following on from promises made in the lead up to the State election, what
plans does the Government have to replace asbestos/cement roofs in
Government schools, or to remove and replace any other asbestos/cement
products?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

A strategy for the replacement of asbestos cement roofs in Government
schools will be undertaken as part of the ongoing preventive maintenance
program. Work will be prioritised according to the maintenance condition of
the roofs.
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TEACHERS - TEMPORARY
Permanent Status Reclassification

258. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) How many temporary teachers were granted permanent, permanent on
probation, permanent parr-time or permanent teacher area status in the period
31 January 1992 to 31 January 1993?

(2) How many have been reclassified since that period?
(3) Does the Minister intend to continue the Lawrence Government initiative of

granting permanent status to the majority of die teaching work force who have
previously been classified as temporary?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) The number of temporary teachers who were pranted permanent on
probation status in the period 31 January 1992 to 31 January 1993 was
652.

(2) The number of temporary teachers who were granted permanent on
probation or permanent teacher (area) status for the 1993 school year
was 1 299. This included -

93 Education support teachers
4 School psychologists

75 Primary and preprimary teachers
27 Secondary teachers

(3) The Ministry of Education continues to develop strategies to improve
the conditions of' employment for temporary teachers in order to
provide enhanced job security for the teachers and to promote greater
stability in school staffing.

SCHOOLS - NEW, CONSTRUCTION FUNDS
259. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
(1) Will the Government be providing funds in the 1993/94 budget to initiate the

construction of any new schools?
(2) If so, where will these schools be located?
(3) Will the Minister outline the range of facilities that will be provided in any

such schools?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2)-(3)

Details of the new schools will be provided after the announcement of
the 1993-94 Budget later this year.

SCHOOLS - CLASS SIZES, MAXIMUM AND AVERAGE
Government Policy; Increase Proposal

260. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary represending the Minister for
Education:

(1) Will the Minister outline the Government's policy on maximum and avenage
class sizes?

(2) Is there any proposal under consideration to increase maximum or avenage
class sizes in Government schools?
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.Mr TIJBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -
(1) School class sizes are based on the age and type of class being taught.

There are indicative niaximum numbers of students for each class but
there is no policy on avenage class sizes. Since 1989 it has been open
to individual teachers to negotiate variations to class sizes at a school
level.

(2) No.
RECREATION CENTRES - ROCKINGHAM, GOVERNMENT FUNDING

COMMITMENT
263. Mr M. BARNETT' to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a commitment by the former Minister for Sport and
Recreation to provide $lm on a dollar for dollar basis to the City of
Rockingham for the provision of a recreation centre?

(2) Will the Minister honour the commitment in writing at the earliest
opportunity, in order that the project can proceed in July 1993?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr SHAVE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(3)

Currently under consideration and I will advise the City of Rockingbam
shontly of my decision.

HERITAGE - REGISTER OF HERITAGE PLACES
Places Entered and Dares

273. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for Heritage:
(1) What places were entered on the Register of Heritage Places prior to 6

February 1993 and on what dates were they entered?
(2) What places have been entered art the Register of Heritage Places since 6

February 1993 and on what dates were they entered?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) 211 places.
(2) Six places formally entered and a further five being gazetted on 2 July 1993.

[See paper No 165.]
McCARREY COMMISSION OF AUDIT - COMMITTEES, GOVERNMENT

OFFICERS OR CONSULTANCIES, EMPLOYMENT DETAILS
Ministry of Education, Academy of Performing Arts etc.

276. Mrs HALLAH4AN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:
(1) What committees, individual Government officers or consultancies have been

directly involved in working for the McCarrey commission of audit in so far
as it covers the operations of:
(a) Ministry of Education;
(b) Academy of Performing Arts;
(c) Secondary Education Authority;
(d) Western Australian Office of Higher Education;
(e) Country High School Hostels Authority;
(f) Department of Employmnent. Vocational Education and Training;
(g) Hedland College;
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(h) Kalgoorlie College;
(i) Karratha College;
(j) Office of Education and Training;
(k) Stare Employment and Skills Development Authority?

(2) What tasks, guidelines or terms of reference were given to direct this work in
each case?

(3) What were die fees or cost involved for each of these?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) I do not have the information requested by the member. The
appointment of consultants and members of committees was entirely a
matter for the commission. I amn advised that the commission intends
to publish a list of consultants and persons who served on committees
in the second volume of its report.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

HIGH REGENT TOWERS, HONG KONG - OFFICE SPACE, GOVERNMENT
LEASING

332. Dr LAWRENCE to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Is the State Government leasing, or preparing to lease, office space in High

Regent Towers, Hong Kong?
(2) If so, what is die cost of leasing this space?
(3) What officers will be based in these premises?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) No.
(2)-(3)

Not applicable.
LATTER, RICK - MINISTER FOR WATER RESOURCES, EMPLOYMENT

335. Dr LAWRENCE to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Is Mr Rick Latter in the Minister's employ?
(2) If so, in what position and on what terms and conditions?
(3) Did the Minister recrit Mr Latter to join the Minister's staff?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Policy officer, level 5 year I - term of Government contract.
(3) Yes.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PREMIER AND CABINET MINISTRY OF - SAUNDERS, DON
Staff, Ethnic Origins and Political Beliefs, Employment Discussions

39. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier.
[ draw the Premier's attention to his wholly inadequate answer to question
269 which asked whether his appointee to the Department of Cabinet MW Don
Saunders, questioned staff about their ethnic origins and political beliefs in
discussions about their future enmploymnent in the Department. When will the
Premier investigate these allegations which clearly indicate a breach of the
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equal opportunity legislation and the Public Service guidelines on
interviewing? To say that to his knowledge that has niot occurred is not
adequate for this Parliament.

Mr COURT replied:
I have no knowledge at all as to whether that occurred.

Dr Lawrence: Ask him to investigate the matter.
Mr COURT: If the Opposition wants me to ask Mr Saunders, I will, provided it plays
by those rules.
Several members inteajected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
BALANCE OF PAYMENTS - JUNE 30 FIGURES

Premier's Comment
40. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Premier:

Would the Premier comment on the release of today's balance of payments
figures which showed a deficit of $1.54b last month?

Mr COURT replied:
Those figures say a lot about the Australian economy: We had a $l.5b deficit
which the Federal Government has described as a positive sign! This country
is continuing to run large balance of payments deficits. If the other States
were prepared to pull their weight and make a contribution to our export
income, as does Western Australia, the balance of payments problem would
not exist. The figures show that this year Western Australians will be
providing $9 054 per capita of export income, compared with $3 427 for
Australia. In ocher words, that is almost three times the amount of export
income per head from this State.
Mr Graham: It's coming out of the Pilbara.
Mr COURT: The member for Pilbama is quite right. The resources sector has
been the driving force in this area. I am sure the member would understand
that that is why this Government is concerned about Mr Keating's Mabo
proposals. As people in the Pilbara know only too well, there is a very long
lead time with these projects from the time they are approved to the time they
start producing and contributing towards a reduction in the balance of
payments.

Mr Hill: When are you going to Tasmania to tell them to lift their game?
Mr COURT: All the other States apart from Queensland must lift their game in

relation to export income. The strategy for Western Australia is designed to
encourage growth in export income. The Deputy Premier and I in the past
couple of months have visited most of our major trading partners to encourage
new sales of our products so that this State can more than pull its weight in the
balance of payments figures. When we attend the Premiers' Conference next
week we will highlight to the Prime Minister the contribution that Western
Australia makes. If he wants to put more obstacles in the way of our
encouraging new investment, it will not help the situation.

MINISTER FOR THE ENVIRONMENT - CONTRACT ASSOCIATED WITH DR TIM
MEAGHER. PROVIDING ENVIRONMENTAL CON SULTANCY SERVICES

41. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Is the Minister party to a contract with any person or company associated with

Dr Tim Meagher to provide environmental consultancy services?
(2) With whom are those contracts?
(3) Is the contract the same or substantially the same as that which existed

between the Department of Premier and Cabinet and Industrial Ecologists Pty
Ltd from 17 February to 28 April 1993?

856 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 30 June 1993] 5

(4) What is the monetary value of the contract and what amount has been paid so
far?

(5) What services are provided pursuant to that contract?
(6) For what period is the contract to run?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)-(16)

As I have indicated previously, questions of that length are more suitably put
on notice.

Mr Court: Can I mead one of the answers the former Minister for Fu el and Energy
gave last year when asked a similar question? He stated -

In line with Government practice details of personal contracts are not
divulged.

In other words, we will tell die whole lot, but members opposite didn't tell us
anything.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: It has been established practice in this House since I have been a

member that if members ask a question of that length they either put the
question on notice or give the Minister some prior warning. Had the Minister
given me that warning a quarter of an hour ago I would have been quite happy
to provide the information. As it is, if the member puts the question on notice
I will answer it.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT - CONSULTANTS
Employment Details, Public Release

42. Dr CONSTABLE to the Premier:
In the light of the Premier's interjection a moment ago I ask the Premier. In
the interests of Government accountability, will he undertake to release to the
public all details concerning the engagement of consultants by the
Government at the rime of their employment?

Mr COURT replied:
The Government has made it clear that it released all of those details. When
asked a question last year about consultants, the member for Victoria Park as
the Minister stated on 31 March -

In line with the Government practice details of personal contracts are
not divulged.

When the then Opposition asked a question about Sir Roderick Carnegie. the
former Minister for Fuel and Energy replied -

Sir Roderick has been engaged as a consultant until March 1993
through an exchange of letters. He will be paid a negotiated fee based
on rates for consultants with similar qualifications and experience.

It is interesting that this Government when asked questions provides all the
details. Members opposite are rubbing their hands with glee. The West
Australian ran a story today about a consultant being employed by the
Department of Conservation and Land Management. CALM employs many
consultants.

Dr Lawrence: For a quarter of a million dollars?
Mr COURT: Does the Leader of the Opposition think that figure is excessive?
Dr Lawrence: He is being paid a quarter of a million dollars.
Mr COURT: Who has been paid a quarter of a million dollars? He was paid $40 000

for I11 weeks' work.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I have called order several times. The member for
Frem antic has chosen to deliberately ignore me. If he continues to do so I will
have to take action against him.

Mr COURT: [ will give the House an example of what the former Premier did. For
nine weeks work she paid somebody $40 000. What did that person prepare?
A social justice strategy. We could give the Opposition a list a foot long of
some of its consultants. One chap was paid $350 000 for writing four letters.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The level of interjections is far too high. I have said

repeatedly that some interjections are acceptable. It is not acceptable to have
this level of noise and this number of interjectors. Members are putting me in
the position where I will have to cake action against them and I do not wish to
do that. This has to be done sensibly. When I rose to call order, it was
impossible for anyone to answer a question. The question has been asked; let
it be answered.

Mr COURT: The long and the shont of it is that the former Government had
consultants all over the place, many of whom were paid exorbitant fees and
we could never get an answer about what they were paid. This Government
provides those answers.

HOMESWEST - TENANTS, RIGHT OF APPEAL AGAINST DECISIONS
43. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Housing:

Does the Minister 'support the right of tenants to appeal against decisions
made by Homeswest if they do not agree with the decisions?

Mr SHAVE replied:
That is a very interesting question. It was reported in this morning's
newspaper that the member for Frem anile referred to Government spending
on contracts and the spending of Government money. When I took over the
Housing portfolio, I came into contact with a group of people who ran the
Independent Appeals Tribunal system. For the Parliament's interest, I will
outline a couple of points about the Independent Appeals Tribunal. 1 support
the right of tenants to appeal if they are aggrieved by a decision made by
Homeswesc. However, this is an organisation of middle class yuppies which
was set up by the member for Thornie when she was Minister for Housing.
She wanted to look after the welfare of the average battling Western
Australian under the guidance of the now Leader of the Opposition. The
member for Fremantle endorsed this system.
I want to explain how it works. A group of lawyers are paid $100 an hour to
listen to complaints lodged against Homeswest by tenants. Last year the
Lawrence Labor Government paid out $123 000 alone on legal fees for these
lawyers to hold these hearings. Other panel members earned $105 000 for
administrative and disbursement costs. Most of the sum paid to the lawyers
amounted to $140 000. Homeswest support staff had to pay $126 000 in a
cost factor. Mr Speaker, you might ask whether it is acceptable to the people
looking for fairness through Homeswest. Approximately 500 names are on
the waiting list for cases to go before the tribunal.

Several members interjected.
Mr SHAVE: Each appeal costs in the vicinity of $2 000.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SHAVE: For the last four years the member for Frenmantle and his predecessor

were busy filling up the bellies of the fat cat legal yuppies.
Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I have had to call again for order and I remind the member
for Fremantle that he is interjecting excessively and ignoring me when I call
order. He leaves me with only one course of action to take. I accept that
some of his interjections are appropriate, but it is the number of them and, like
other members, the volume with which they are delivered. It is intolerable. I
had to take action yesterday, which is something I did not want to do, and I
am reaching the stage today where I may have to take the same action.

Mr SHAVE: It is obvious I have touched a very raw nerve with the member for
Fremantle.
It shows what credibility the member for Fremantle lacks when he can make
comments like he did in this morning's paper and still condone wastage of
taxpayers' money in this manner. I understand that today the Homeswest
executive announced it is to change this rort and the appeal system. In future,
costs will be minimal and the resolution time for disputes will be no more
than three months. I totally support the changes which have been approved by
the Homeswest board because they will give the tenants what they did not
have under the Labor Government; that is, a right to an independent appeal in
a reasonable time and at a reasonable cost.
SOUTHERN PROCESSORS LTD - GOVERNMENT LOAN

Conditions Tabling
44. Mr HILL to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:

I am interested to find out how open the Government will be on this issue.
When will the Minister table in the Parliament details of all the conditions
attached to the Government's loan to Southern Processors Ltd?

Dr Lawrence: Do you want the details?
Mr HILL: Yes.
Mr COWAN replied:

I am very pleased to learn that the Leader of the Opposition has suddenly
turned over a new leaf.

Dr Lawrence: You are the Government. You be accountable.
Mr COWAN: Every time we asked for information of this nature when we were in

Opposition we never received it from the then Government.
The arrangement with Southern Processors will not be tabled in the
Parliament. However, as soon as payment is made into a miust fund that will
then be paid out on the recommendation of the board of directors of Southern
Processors to the growers who are owed money, I will give the details to the
member for Helena.

GAS - GOLDFIELDS, PIPELINE PROJECT
Progress

45. Mr TUBBY to the Minister for Energy:
Will the Minister advise what progress has been made on the Government's
major development initiative to bring gas to the goldfields?

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:
On 17 April the Government sought expressions of interest in the project to
bring gas to the goldfields. Some 60 inquiries were received and from them
16 formal submissions have been made. Those submissions, which are of a
very high standard, involve national, international and local companies. One
group formed a consortium and made its submission public; that is, BHP,
Western Mining Corporation Ltd and Normandy Poseidon Ltd. Members
may be interested to know that today another major consortium, headed by
Austrlian Gas Light Co - AGL - and Devex Ltd, has made public its
expression of interest. AGL is the former utility responsible for gas
distribution and sales throughout New South Wales. It also has extensive
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ownership of gas pipelines in New Zealand, and was recently responsible for
constructing a gas pipeline from central Australia to service Darwin.
The member for Kalgoorlie is not in the Chamber at present but one
interesting feature of the AGL-Devex proposal is that if it is successful in this
very competitive tender process, it has undertaken to reticulate gas throughout
Kalgoorlie. That would be a clear example of how this project would benefit
not only industry, but also the people of Kalgoorlie.

MJCKELBERG CASE - QUEEN'S COUNSEL. NAME DISCLOSURE
Inquiry, Cost and Conclusion

46. Mr D.L. SMITHl to the Attorney General:
Given the Attorney General's statement to the House in November last year
that "accountability is about providing information to the Parliament", I ask -
(1) Will the Attorney reconsider her decision not to disclose die name of

the Queen's Counsel appointed to assess the Mickelberg case?
(2) What is the cost of this inquiry?
(3) How do members of the public who want to make submissions to that

Queen's Counsel make them when they do not know who he is?
(4) When will the inquiry conclude?
(5) Does dhe Attorney see any contrast between the way in which she

considers applications from the Mickelbergs and the way in which she
treats applications from people such as Jeanie Angel and the alleged
assailants in the Donna Steel case?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(l)-(4)

1 am pleased to have received this question which is the first I have been
asked by the Opposition. I was beginning to think the Opposition did not like
me any more! In actual fact the member has placed this question on notice
and the answer is being prepared. Those answers will be forwarded to the
member in the normal way.

(5) With regard to the way in which petitions are dealt with from the Mickelbergs
and any other people, they are all dealt with in exactly the same way and as
they were dealt with by the former Government. I have changed the
procedures so that petitions will no longer be forwarded to the Director of
Public Prosecutions. It should not be seen in any way as a criticism of the
DPP but rather this change is made so that justice will be seen to be done. We
shall forward petitions to the Solicitor General who will seek advice from the
DPP if he needs further assistance, and then come back to me with
inform ation.

DRAINAGE RATES - ABOLITION
Date; Outstanding Dues, Rural Drainage Districts

47. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Water Resources:
I congratulate the Government on its country drainage rate press
announcements, and ask -
(1) On which date will the drainage rate be abolished?
(2) Will the Minister indicate the cuirent percentage of outstanding dues

with respect to country drainage districts?
(3) Does the Government propose to recoup these outstanding dues?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) I thank the member for the question and his complimentary remarks. For a

while I thought the disruptions from the Opposition would preclude me from
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answering this important question. As the member is very diligent in the
representation of his district, I am sure members will be interested in the
response. The drainage rates for the districts of Waroona, Harvey, Roelands,
Busselton and Wilson-Torbay will be abolished as of tomorrow, 1 July. It is
interesting to note that last night in this House the member for Mitchell made
much of his efforts to support the abolition of drainage rates. Is it not stange
that he could manage to abolish drainage rates only in the Preston drainage
area. an area in his own electorate? That was his total achievement for
drainage ratepayers in the south west of this State. He also claimed that he
had always been a great proponent of the abolition of drainage rates and that
he made a submission to the Lee report. That was back in 1984, and a great
deal of water has gone down the drain since then.

As to the retrospective payment of outstanding dues, this Government will be
ensuring that those rates, which have been lawfully struck, will be recouped.
and that if necessary the normal legal process will take place.
I want to give some rationale for that In the urban and rural areas of
Yunderup, Ravenswood, Hamel, Waroona, Pinjarra, Bmunswick, Harvey,
Yarloop-Wagerup, Burekup, Dardanup, Roelands and Wilson-Torbay 100 per
cent of the races have been paid. Unfortunately, in the Busselton-Capel-
Dunsborough area only 90 per cent of the rates have been paid. I know that is
a matter of contention in the area and that the member for Vasse will make
every effort to convince his constituents to pay those oustanding rates. I am
very pleased with the outstanding response the Government has received to its
election commitment to abolish drainage rates. People right across the State
have hailed it as a progressive measure which will ensure that farmers in those
drainage areas remain viable.

PERTH FORESHORE - CONTRACTUAL ARRANGEMENTS, FINALISING,
MINISTER'S SUPPORT

48. Mir KOBELKE to the Mlinister for Planning:
(1) Does the Minister support finalising the contractual arrangements already

negotiated with Carr, Lynch, Hack and Sandell for the preparation of a master
plan for the Perth foreshore?

(2) If he does not and this undertaking is to be scrapped, can the Minister indicate
the extent of damages or penalties likely to be incurrd by the State
Government?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(l)-(2) The Perth foreshore deal was done by the Leader of the Opposition in

December 1992 in the mun-up to the election -

Dr Lawrence: That is not correct.
Mr LEWIS: - when she was trying to gamner a few votes. It was going to cost the

State $1.7m for a consultant based in Boston, Massachusetts.
Dr Lawrence: It was a joint arrangement, as you know.
Mr LEWIS: No work on the study of the Perth foreshore was to be done in this State.

All the work was going offshore, to the United States, even though there are
people in Australia more than competent to do the wok I am in the middle
of negotiations with the Boston consultants and when I have concluded those
negotiations I will inform the member for Nollamara.

PLANNING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - PEEL OFFICE
Closure, Member for Mitchell's Claims

49. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Is the inister aware of claims by the member for Mitchell that the Peel

office of the Department of Planning and Urban Development is to be closed
down?
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(2) Can the Minister inform the House whether there is any truth to these claims?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1)-(2)

1 can well remember the member for Mitchell, when he had ministerial
responsibility for dhe south west, setting up a rumour hot line operating out of
the South West Development Authority.

Mr Court: It was only a rumour!
Mr LEWIS: Indeed. He was so intent on rumours and became so paranoid that he

started creating diem himself. Three or four weeks ago he went through the
south west telling everyone, including the media, that we were going to close
the Peel office of die Department of Planning and Urban Development
operating out of Mandurah. This was only a rumour. In fact, we are doing
just the opposite! We will appoint a level 6 officer to this office and increase
the staff by two. That office will report directly to Perth rather than to
Bunbury. and the shires it serves will be reporting directly to it. This will give
the office delegated responsibility with which to deal with the day to day town
planning matters in the area.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE - CHAIRMAN
Position, Part of Coalition Agreement

50. Mr THOMAS to the Premier
(1) Was the position of Chairman of the Public Accounts and Expenditure

Review Committee assigned to the National Party as part of the coalition
agreement struck late last year?

(2) If so, what prompted the Premier to nominate the member for South Perth to
die position?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2)

I am quite pleased that the Opposition is interested in how the coalition
arrangement was undertaken. This position was not part of the coalition
agreement. Opposition members keep inquiring into die internal workings of
the Liberal and National Panies; perhaps they may want to join.
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