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Tuesday, 26 September 1995

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

PETITION - PATIENT ASSISTED TRAVEL SCHEME
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [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 citizens of Western Australia wish to register our strongest
possible protest against the Health Minister Mr Graham Kierath's decision to
reduce the benefits paid under the Patients Assisted Travel Scheme.
We believe the changes will result in:

Reduced levels of health services for country residents
Country residents incurring higher costs to access specialist services
A higher level of disadvantage to Health card holders and low income
groups.

We therefore urge Parliament to request the State Government to reverse this
decision.
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 158 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 142.]

PETITION - ALBANY WOMEN'S REFUGE, CLOSURE
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [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 citizens of Western Australia wish to register our strongest
possible protest against the abrupt closure of the Albany Women's Refuge and the
sacking without notice of all six paid staff. It is imperative that our community
has a non government controlled agency, maintaining a 24 hour service for
families in crisis due to domestic violence, sexual assault, homelessness and other
crises.
We therefore urge Parliament to request the State Government to reverse this
decision.
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 755 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 143.]



[Tuesday, 26 September 1995]149

PETITION - FINANCIAL COUNSELLING SERVICES, FUNDING CUT

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.06 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 undermentioned petitioners call on the State Government to reverse its
decision to cut funding to Financial Counselling Services throughout Western
Australia in the 1995-96 State Budget.

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 20 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 144.]
BILLS (3)

Messages - Appropriations

Messages from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the following Bills -

1. Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 3)

2. Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 4)

3. Industrial Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS

Minimum Wage

MR KIDERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [2.12 pm]: Members will
recall that part of the safety net of the Minimum Conditions of Employment Act was the
provision of a minimum wage. Soon after the Act came into force in December 1993, the
minimum wage was $275.50 a week. The minimum wage was one of many innovative
incentives built into the first wave of our industrial reforms. The WA Industrial
Relations Commission was asked to carry out a review which would set in place a
permanent method of determining a minimum wage. The methodology was to be in
keeping with the objectives of the new Act.

In August last year, I announced that OUr minimum rate would be increased to $301.10.
Since then the commission has undertaken a second review and Professor David
Plowman has completed a special report to me. Professor Plowman, who is an industrial
relations expert from the University of Western Australia, examined the legislation
empowering the commission to set the minimum wage, and the criteria used by the
commission, particularly in respect of the use of industrial relations criteria rather than
social justice issues. Among his recommendations, Professor Plowman suggests:
Consideration be given to removing the statutory link between the minimum wage under
the 1993 Minimum Conditions of Employment Act and the minimum rates determined
under the Industrial Relations Act; and that the minimum wage be defined as the lowest
weekly wage rate that should be paid to an able bodied full time employee without regard
to his or her industry or calling. That is the nub of the issue and Professor Plowman has
accurately assessed it.

The minimum wage is all about social justice and should not be linked to any specific
tradesperson's rate. However, the commission, which makes a minimum wage
recommendation to me each year, has now proposed a new rate. But all three of its
members have used a different methodology. The commissioners hold diverse views.
Somehow they have tried to bury their differences and for some reason have used 78 per
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cent of the tradesperson's rate as the yardstick and recommended an increase to $325.40.Their reasoning has no logic when it is considered in the context of the Act. As a result, Iam pleased to announce an increase from $301.10 to $317.10, a rise of $16, which is inline with consumer price index increases for the last four quarters. Obviously, the currentmethod used by the WA Industrial Relations Commission to determine the minimumwage is unsatisfactory. Professor Plowman, whose report I have pleasure in now tabling,has suggested that a survey be undertaken to determine future rates. I favour thisproposal. We will aim to establish criteria in keeping with the intention of the 1993 Act.They are social justice issues to ensure a fair go for all workers and their families. I haveagreed to implement Professor Plowman's recommendations, specfcally the survey as abasis to setting the minimum wage and it is expected to be used for setting the new rate in1996. I table the report by Professor Plowman "A. minimum wage for Western
Australia: Report to the Minister".
[See paper No 534.]

[Questions without notice taken.]

STATEMENT - SPEAKER
Matter of Public Interest by Member for Victoria Park

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Today at 11.45 am I received from the member forVictoria Park a letter proposing that a matter of public interest be submitted to the Housefor discussion today. In accordance with our usual practice, copies of that letter wereimmediately delivered around the House and distributed to the appropriate people inGovernment. A short time later, just before 12 noon [ received a second letter from themember for Victoria Park together with a request that it replace the first letter, On thisoccasion, where the matters in the second letter could easily have been raised under thefirst letter, I agreed to the substitution.
I specifically inform members that I did not apply the provisions of Standing Order82A(3), which require the Speaker to make a determination where more than one matteris submitted for consideration. My decision may well have been different hadsignificantly different matters been presented to me.

MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST.- SGIC THIRD PARTY INSURANCE
FUND, $50 LEVY

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Today I recived a letter from the member for VictoriaPark seeking to debate as a matter of public interest the abolition of the $50 levy on allthird party insurance renewals and calling on National Party Ministers to comply with theresolution applying to this levy which was passed at the National Party's annualconference last year. If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
[Five members rose in their places.)
The SPEAKER: The matter appears to be in order and it shall proceed on the usual basiswith half and hour being allocated to members on my left, half an hour to members onmy right and three minutes in total to Independent members should they seek the call.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.50 pm]: I move -

This House calls on the State Government to immediately abolish the $50 levy onall third party insurance renewals and further calls on National Party Ministers toensure that the levy is removed in accordance with the resolution of the National
Party passed at its annual conference last year.

The coalition Government introduced the $50 levy on motor vehicle third party insurancerenewals in 1993, and the story with respect to that decision and what has followed sincecontains four elements. First, theme are broken election promises. We all remember onlytoo well the statement of the then Leader of the Opposition, now Premier, that no newtaxes would be introduced in his term of government. Secondly, that levy involves what
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can best be described as taxation without legislation. Doubts have been expressed about
the legality of the measure, given that it is based upon a particular reading of the Motor
Vehicle (Third Party Insurance) Act. That reading was very convenient for the purposes
of the Government. The Opposition has argued about those two matters on many
occasions; however, there are two other elements of this story to which reference should
be made. First, is the dishonouring of commitments, in addition to broken promises, to
which I will refer later. Finally, the essence of this story about the motor vehicle third
party insurance $50 levy is one of betrayal by the National Party of its constituents. I
reiterate what is wrong with the levy.

The $50 levy is imposed on all third party insurance renewals, and the Opposition
regards it as a very bad measure because it is a regressive, flat tax which pays very little
attention to a person's ability to pay. When a Government is dealing with financial
questions, one of the most important considerations it should take into account is the
ability of people to pay. It is a fundamental principle that taxation measures should be
imposed in a way that is fair to everyone in the community. This regressive, flat tax is
particularly offensive to the citizens of Western Australia, when it is lined up against the
Government's 4 a litre impost on petrol. Country residents in particular know that
petrol prices in Western Australia are higher than in the other States because of that
impost. Where is that money going? The citizens of Western Australia understand only
too well that it is going into a trench and tunnel in Northbridge. The problem with this
measure is that it allows few exemptions, and those which exist are inadequate. I will
now summarise the state of affairs.

There is no exemption for low income earners, such as the unemployed, students, and
health care card holders. Some of the real battlers in our society must pay this levy
alongside the 4 a litre impost on petrol, and both are impacting on their standard of
living. Secondly, the exemptions in relation to this measure apply to only one vehicle per
person. Many pensioners in our community have two vehicles registered in their name.
Inasmuch as they receive an exemption because they are pensioners, it relates to only one
of their vehicles. The group in the community particularly affected by this measure are
the farmers in rural Western Australia. Farmers need many vehicles to run their
properties and those vehicles are not a luxury; they are essential to the purposes of
farming, and to allow these people to live a decent existence in rural communities and
conduct their economic activities properly. Some concessions have been given to the
farming community, but they have not taken away the pain of this flat tax. I refer to an
article in The West Australian on 13 February 1995 entitled "Farmers cry foul over WA
Inc Levy", In that article reference is made to Mr Tony York from Tammin. Mr York
runs a 900 hectare wheat and sheep property, which is a family business. On that
property are Mr and Mrs York and their three children, their parents, Mr York's brother,
and two full time employees. That farm pays a $50 levy on each of the 18 vehicles
needed to operate the farm, and a $25 reduced levy on two other vehicles with restricted
farm plates.
Mr Court: You increased the premiums.

Dr GALLOP: By 30 per cent.

Mr Court: Did you use the same argument then?

Dr GALLOP: It was a necessary move at that time, and when the previous Government
did that it outlined a strategy for third party insurance premiums that took the heat off
ordinary people.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The interjections from my right are too disruptive. In this place
people often say things that half the members in the House do not like. That happens on
a regular basis but we must give everyone the opportunity to be heard.

Dr GALLOP: The Labor Party believes the burdens of taxation should be spread equally
among the community on the basis of a person's ability to pay. The fanning community
in Western Australia is paying an unfair price because of the policies of this Government
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Most farmers in the Tanimin district own seven or eight vehicles, and they pay between$300 and $400 extra to the State Government Insurance Commission because of thislevy. Those people expect the current coalition Government to look after their interests.However, as a result of a failure by the coalition Government to look after their interests,they have taken up the matter within the forums of the National Party. At the 81stAnnual Conference of the National Party of Australia (WA), held in Busselton in 1994,the following resolution was passed as item 47 -
That the NPA (WA) Ministers be asked to initiate and support the removal of the$50 WA Inc levy imposed on vehicle licences.

It is pretty clear from the resolution that the National Party Ministers in this Parliamentwere asked to initiate and support the removal of the levy. What has been the response tothat resolution from the National Party members in this Parliament? Their response hasbeen a great deal of hot air. They have done absolutely nothing to support theirconstituents with regard to that $50 levy. The National Party voted against oppositionlegislation to abolish the $50 levy. However, I refer to the history of the issue and the hotair vented by the National Party. In August, in the aftermath of the conference decision,the Leader of the National Party said that reconsideration of this matter was in order andthat the strategy of blaming the levy on the previous Labor Government had backfired.The West Australian revealed a debate on this matter on 14 1and 15 August, when theLeader of the National Party said that there was a choice: "Either the SGIC should repayits debt early, or some of the bonus should be returned to motorists in Western Australiain the form of a reduced premium." We are still waiting for the words of the Leader ofthe National Party to have some impact on decision making in this coalition Government.We have seen none at all. That was the hot air from the Leader of the National Party in1994, the doormat for the Liberal Party in this Parliament.
What happened in 1995? The issue re-emerged with the announcement of the financialperformance of the State Government Insurance Commission in 1994-95. Its profits roseto $84m and they are predicted to rise again to $ 1O0(m next year. What did the NationalParty leader say about those figures? He said that he still believed there was room to cutthe $50 levy. Indeed, the Leader of the National Party went further and said that theoriginal Cabinet decision on this issue implied that in 1996 a cut would be made in thelevy. The Leader of the National Party said in The West Australian of 22 September thatthe coalition had an obligation to honour that commitment. Why did the Deputy Premierrepeat that commitment? He repeated it because Hon Max Evans, the Minister forFinance, made it clear that the Government would not change its policy, and the $50 levywould not be reduced. A very clear statement came from the Leader of the NationalParty that the coalition was under an obligation at least to reduce the levy in 1996. Hewas rebutting the view of his ministerial colleague, Non Max Evans, who said there was
no room to manoeuvre.
I make clear what is the record on this issue: The National Party of Western Australiahas a resolution on the books calling for its representatives in this Government to bringabout the abolition of the $50 levy. There is no doubt that that is the policy of theNational Party. Constituents in rural Western Australia have made many representationsto members on both sides of the House indicating how this regressive tax impactsunfairly on them because of their needs concerning motor vehicles. In response to thosefacts, the National Party, within the coalition, has shown only weakness. On this issue,much hot air has come from the Leader of the National Party, but no action whatsoever.
I turn now to the position taken by the Independents in this Parliament, the member forSouth Perth and the member for Floreat. In an article in The West Australian of 23September 1995 the Independent MLA and member for South Perth said that he wasplanning to test National Party resolve to phase out the $50 WA Inc levy on carinsurance. He said he would put pressure on the Premier to set a date for the abolition ofthis levy. The Opposition knows when the date should be for the abolition of this levy.It should be now. We should return to the situation where motor vehicle third party
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determining the premiums which applied to the various classes of vehicle as opposed to a
flat, regressive tax on all Western Australians with little or no allowance made for their
ability to pay. The Independents in this Parliament are now saying that a clear position
should exist on this levy. Today, the Opposition is giving all the National Party and
Independent members of Parliament an opportunity to show their constituents where they
stand. They are being given an opportunity to support their constituents and ordinary
working families in Western Australia who are paying the $50 levy, with little allowance
for their ability to pay. We have seen a story on this matter that started with a broken
promise.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Avon should not interject from out of his seat.

Dr GALLOP: As indicated by the Leader of the National Party, it still exists as a
dishonoured commitment. Still on the books is a flat, regressive tax on the citizens of
Western Australia. When placed alongside the 40 a litre levy on petrol, that tax means
that Western Australians, alone among Australian citizens, have special and unnecessary
burdens placed on them. Ultimately, this is a case study in betrayal of its constituents by
the National Party. It is about time its members voted in this Parliament in support of
their constituents rather than in support of the coalition that puts their backsides on
ministerial seats.
MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [3.07 pm]: I second the motion.
One of the problems I think people on both sides of this Parliament acknowledge is tha
politicians are held in low regard. Obviously that will happen when we say one thing and
do another, people will not take us seriously. When party policy is to abolish a $50 levy,
as is the case with the National Party, but the party turns to water and does the exact
opposite, it brings into disrepute not only its own party but also the Parliament and all
politicians. The National Party has much to answer for. For a considerable time now the
National Party has said it represents a minority interest and it needs vote weighting to
sustain its presence in the Parliament. Its actions on this and a range of other issues
recently indicated there is no longer any justification for an electoral system that props up
the National Party. It has been quite appropriately described by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and others as a doormat for the Liberal Party. It is treated with contempt
simply to provide the numbers for the Government, which then does not place any weight
on what coalition members say and do because they roll over at every opportunity. If
ever there is a case - and I do not concede there is - for vote weighting to make sure that
the farmers have a significant voice in this Parliament, it can be justified only if those
farmers do have such a voice. It cannot be justified if the National Party is a mealy-
mouthed offshoot of the Liberal Party, simply toeing the line of its coalition partner
whenever the pressure is put on it.

It is important to look at the National Party's recent record. Let us look at its actions last
week in relation to the BankWest sale. The National Party was blowing hard, making a
lot of noise. It put a lot of emphasis on its policy that it would not support a disposal of
more than 49 per cent of the bank, yet it agreed to vote for the sale of 100 per cent of it.
That is staggering in its hypocrisy.
Mr Johnson: It is only 51 per cent.
Mr McGINTY: It is 100 per cent, and the bank has gone. The Premier has gazetted a
notice of the sale of 100 per cent of the bank. However, even if it were only 51 per cent,
it is in breach of National Party policy. Although only 2 percentage points are involved,
it is all about control, and that now rests overseas. The National Party position is that it
does not support the bank going overseas. What happens? The National Party rolls over
the Premier tickles its tummy; and it is content again.

Liberal Party members have such a good deal with the National Party being on their side.
It is such a compliant group that does what it is told in defiance of its own party policy.
The Leader of the National Party fronted down to the National Party conference, once
again blowing hard, making a lot of noise, creating a lot of excitement and saying that the
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party would demand parliamentary accountability on the question of BankWest; it woulddemand that Parliament approve the deal, or reject it. What happened? Thie Premierquietly placed a notice in the Governent Gazette and once again the National Party
rolled over on the issue.
Dr Gallop: The Leader of the National Party reminds me of Reg in The Life of Brian,
don't you think?
Mr McGINTY: No. It is a good inteijection, though! What do we see on broaderpolitical questions? The National Party goes out to its constituency in the paddockssaying that it totally opposes privatisation because it means the running down ofgovernment services in country towns, and its effect on rural schools, hospitals andrailways is devastating, so it will fight the Government on this issue. At the same timethe hairy chested National Party Minister for Transport in submissions to his Cabinetcolleagues is boasting that he has done more to privatise than anybody else; he has got ridof more staff than has any other Minister. This happened late last year when he wasurging his Cabinet colleagues to follow the great lead he had set in sacking all of thesegovernment workers, getting rid of them from the government payroll, and running downservices, particularly railways, which is felt most in rural areas. The National Party hasno credibility. It has no legitimate independent existence apart from the Liberal Partybecause whenever an issue is raised the National Party will simply roll over. Let us lookat what members of the National Party did last week about the corruption in Wanneroo.In the two weeks leading up to the debate in the Parliament, the members for Avon andRoe went up there saying that there was a need for an inquiry; that there were seriousallegations of corruption that would bring down the Government at the next election,therefore, there must be an inquiry into Wanneroo Inc.
What happened? A simple motion was put up for an inquiry, amended by the memberfor South Perth calling for a reopening of the Kyle inquiry,- that is exactly what theNational Party was calling for - and the National Party voted against that motion. Onecould go on about the breathtakcing arrogance and hypocrisy of the National Party.However, it is more profound in relation to the $50 levy than anywhere else. With theexception of privatisation, many other matters are broader political issues which are notimmediately affecting the hip pockets of its own constituency.
This issue affects two groups of people disproportionately: Low income people andfarmers. Those two groups are hit for six by the $50 levy, quite disproportionately to thewell-heeled supporters of the Liberal Party from Nedlands and Dalkeith. One expectedthe National Party to acknowledge that its constituency must be protected. This levy hitsfarmers in particular because of the numbers of vehicles on farms that are used outside
the property, which requires the $50 levy to be paid on each occasion.
When this motion has been put up in the Parliament before, the National Party has done abig backflip as usual - and I expect that it will do it again today. Let it now be on publicrecord the extent of the hypocrisy, double standards and deceit that the National Partyengages in when it blows hard about these issues. This levy can be abolished. It wasintroduced as a cheap political stunt in 1993. I can visualise the members of the Cabinetsitting around and rubbing their hands with glee, saying, "Aren't we smart little fellows?
Let's pat ourselves on the back. We can introduce a tax in breach of an electioncommitment and we will call it a WA Inc tax, which will constantly remind everyone ofthe evils of the Labor Party; but we will get the money in our coffers and we will look
good."
Members of the public saw through that as a cheap political stunt, and objected to theblatant political advertising that was involved. The following year the levy wascategorised differently on the licence because of the pain those opposite were feeling.From the polls that are done throughout their constituencies, those opposite know thatmembers of the public hate this tax - and they do not blame the Labor Party; they blamethe Government. Members of the Liberal Party and the National Party are the people toblame for this levy that people resent. The people hate it and they are taking it out on theGovernment. I can say one kind thing about the Leader of the National Party in this
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debate: He is dead right on the politics of it and about what the people in the community
are saying about the $50 levy. That is why he is blowing hard about it. He is not doing
anything about it.
Dr Turnbull interjected.
Mr McGTNTY: His fighting days are over. He is too used to the ministerial limousines
and the long lunches. The days when he was prepared to stand up to his Premier are well
and truly gone. The Leader and many others in the National Party are like a pod of
whales.
The SPEAKER: Order! I point out to the member for Collie that she cannot interject
from where she is sitting. I made that observation to her colleague a few moments ago.

Mr McGINTY: They are wallowing far out at sea. Occasionally, they come in close.
There is a lot of froth; a lot of bubbles; a lot of hard blowing from the whales when they
come in close to shore. Then humans approach them and want to ask National Party
members about their promises concerning the $50 levy, Wanneroo Inc and other things.
They then do the big deep dive and people do not see them again for a few months. That
is how National Party members are categorised. Their leader is not the man to stand up
to the Premier on these issues. These days the Leader of the National Party simply rolls
over on too many occasions without any credibility on these issues.

The levy can be abolished for a very simple reason: The SOIC this current financial year
will make a profit of $1l00m; that is, $50m more than the $50 levy would raise. Once the
levy is removed from consideration, the SGIC will still make $50m profit this financial
year. It made $84m profit last financial year, of which $50m was attributed to the levy.
Because those opposite have cut the benefits to people who have the misfortune to have a
traffic accident, the number of claims has fallen by about 40 per cent. That has meant a
significant turnaround in the fund. That and the dramatic improvement in the central
business district property market and a number of other factors have contributed to a very
healthy position in the SGIC, such that it would be economically responsible to abolish
this $50 levy forthwith. That should be done -

Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr McGR-NTY: The National Party leader advocates it. The National Party directed its
members to achieve it, and they failed. Let us not hear too many complaints about it So
there is no doubt in anybody's mind, I make it clear that the day after the 1997 state
election, the Labor Party will act to remove that $50 levy and every motorist in this State
will have his or her motor vehicle insurance fund contribution reduced by that amount.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [3.20 pm]: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said that this is a case study of betrayal, and no truer words were said. I cannot believe
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has a thick enough hide to want to come into
this place and get beaten around the head with what is a case study in one of his disasters
in financial management.

I will go through the situation. The Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust was conservatively
run, and it was operating in surplus. Then along came the members opposite and they
called in Rothwells and Price Waterhouse to conduct a review of the trust's operations.
Their advice was to combine the MVIT and State Government Insurance Office into one
operation. The third party fund went backwards from that moment. On 30 June 1987 the
State Government Insurance Commission had a net equity of $60.4m, and on 30 June
1992 it had a deficiency of $347.8m. It was estimated that the position had deteriorated
in 1992-93 a further $46m. To cut a long story short, the third party insurance fund went
from a surplus situation into a deficit of $330m as a result of its loss dealings with,
mainly, the Bell Group of $359m and the Rothwells Group Ltd of $68m.

Mr Bloffwitch: Who got that money?

Mr COURT: The motorists did not get that money.

It also incurred losses from its dealings with Spedleys Securities Ltd of $15m and
Paragon Resources of $6m. The losses from those four deals alone totalled $448m. We
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inherited that situation from the Labor Government. The Chairman of the SGIC came tosee me, the Minister for Finance and our chief executive officers. He said, "We do notlike telling you this, but we have run out of money to pay our claim s". Not only had theSGIC run out of money, but also it was running on a cash shortfall. That had necessitated
the sale of SGIC's most liquid assets and it was running out of liquid assets to Sell. It
was selling off its assets just to pay its way. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition wasadvised in 1991 that there were problems, and the commission recommended a 30 percent increase in premiums. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition accepted that. That
was roughly $50. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition put in place a $50 premium
increase and today has the nerve to try to use the same argument as the reason for not
having a $50 increase.
Dr Gallop: The two differences were, first, that the process was legal and, secondly, that
we had a strategy that looked after working families - unlike the Premier.
Mr COURT: I will tell the Deputy Leader what the difference was: In June 1992, as aresult of the 1992 assessment, the advice of the SGIC to the Deputy Leader of theOpposition was to increase premiums by 12 per cent. That was just before an election.This was not approved by the Government, and at the request of the Minister, the board
of commissioners reviewed their recommendations.

Point of Order
Mr RIPPER: Is the Premier quoting from Cabinet documents belonging to the previousGovernment? If the Premier is doing that, it is a breach of the Westminster convention.
Mr COURT: I am not quoting any Cabinet documents.
The SPEAKER: In view of that statement there is no place for tabling that document.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: We have tabled all this material in Parliament previously.
The SOIC recommended a premium increase to try to get it out of its problems, and the
former Government would not cop it. That decision by the Deputy Leader of theOpposition added another $20m to the deficit. Just because the former Government
wanted to get across the line at the election, by its own political expediency it was
prepared not to make that decision.
After two years of good financial management by this Government the deficit of $330m
had been reduced to $192m; that is an improvement of $138m.
Dr Gallop: The Premier has done nothing except impose the $50 levy.
Mr COURT: If we have done nothing why is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
complaining?
Dr Gallop: Because the Premier has introduced the $50 levy. The "nothing" that I am
talking about is the fact that the Government has done nothing. The management of the
SGIO should take the applause for its financial position, not the Premier.
Mr COURT: I will tell the Deputy Leader of the Opposition the three reasons for the
reduction in the deficit by $77m to $192m: First, the changes to the legislation, which
were supported by the actuarial advice, have seen the number of claims reduce; secondly,
there has been a strong performance in the investment funds - yes, there were additional
funds from increased premiums; and thirdly, some of the lands were revalued. Westralia
Square and the Forrest Centre have been revalued upwards. The combination of all of
those matters has resulted in that improvement.
I was interested to hear the Leader of the Opposition being very smart and saying, 'Thbe
day after the election the Labor Party will remove the $50 levy and take $50 off the
premium."
Dr Gallop: We tried to do it before, but you did not vote with us.
Mr COURT: I ask the Deputy Leader of the Opposition whether, at the same time, he
will increase the premiums?
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Dr Gallop: We will take advice on that from the board of the SQIC. It is set down by
legislation.
Mr COURT: This is a circus. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition says, "We will take
advice." I will tell him what the procedure is. I asked the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition whether he would increase the premium.
Dr Gallop: The legislation outlines a particular process and that process will be
followed - that is unlike the process that the Premier followed, which is not in accordance
with the Act.
Mr COURT: The legislation says that at least once in each financial year the commission
shall make an assessment of the extent to which in the next financial year the premium
income of the commission is estimated on the basis of existing scales of premiums and
after due account is also taken of the accumulated surplus or deficit if anything which is
expected to exist at the commencement of the next financial year. The legislation goes
on to say that if the commission is of the opinion that the existing scales of premiums are
likely to be insufficient or excessive, the SGIC shall submit for the approval of the
Minister its recommendations for new scales or premiums, and at the same time shall
furnish to the Minister a copy of the actuarial report. It then says that the Minister may
approve or refuse to approve recommended scales of premiums.
In 1992 the Labor Government received the recommendation to increase the premiums,
but an election was around the comner so it did not do that. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition made a big fellow of himself by saying, "The day after the election we will
take off the $50 levy." I then asked him whether he would increase the premiums and he
said, "We will take the advice of the commission". Members opposite have already
shown that they do not accept the advice of the commission. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and his party are frauds when it comes to this matter.

Dr Gallop interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I allowed more interjections than I would like from the time the
Premier got to his feet because there was a deal of interjecting when the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition was speaking. That time has passed. There is too much interjecting,
and I call on the Deputy Leader of the Opposition particularly to cease interjecting. I
gave him an opportunity of making a number of interjections for that reason and because
some of the interjections might have been stirred from him by the questions that were
asked of him. It is my practice to allow some concession at that time, but it is now
appropriate that the debate be heard, and certainly not with this level of noise.
Mr COURT: I put it fairly and squarely on record that members opposite have said that
if they are successful at the next election, the day after that election, they will remove the
$50 levy. I have asked members opposite whether they intend to increase premiums, and
they will not tell me.,
Dr Gallop: I can tell you that the strategy that we will adopt for third party premiiums
will be based on the interests of ordinary working families, as was always the case when
we were in government.
Mr COURT: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition wants to create the impression that
people will be $50 better off. What happens if members opposite receive advice that they
will have to increase premiums by $70?
Dr Gallop: We will consider that advice in the light of our philosophy.

Mr COURT: Members opposite will take off $50 and put on $70! We have kept
premiums constanit and we hope to keep them constant next year, so there will be no
increase in third party premiums. The third party premium in this State is $242, and the
only States which have lower premiums are South Australia, the Northern Territory,
Queensland and Tasmania. The premium is $252 in the Australian Capital Territory,
$260 in Victoria and $368 in New South Wales.
We have been advised that New South Wales currently is considering an increase that
may take the premium to $400. Not only are we keeping premiums at a constant level,

8503



8504 [ASSEMBLY]

but also we are reducing the huge debt with which we were left by the former Labor
Government. Members opposite keep talking about the cost to motorists. Another
important figure is the annual licence fee. Perth has the cheapest annual licence fee for a
family Holden Commodore of $82 a year. It is $ 124 in Hobart, $140 in Melbourne, $138
in Adelaide, $187 in Sydney and $257 in Brisbane. Members opposite like to compare
costs. Our licence fees are less than half of the fees in most other States.
Mrs Henderson: That is not the total, is it?
Mr COURT: We have kept the premium constant at $242 when in New South Wales it is
$368.
Dr Gallop: Do not be ridiculous.
Mr COURT: It is members opposite who are being ridiculous in this exercise. Our third
party insurance fund was destroyed by members opposite, and they ignored the advice
that they were given about how to try to get out of that situation. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition now has the nerve to come into this Parliament and say that they win the
next election, they will take the advice of the SOIC, even if that advice is to remove the
$50 levy and add $70. It is fraudulent for the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to say
that he will remove the $50 levy if he is not prepared to say by how much he will
increase the premium. He cannot have it both ways, and if that is the cheap little line that
he wants to run, he will be exposed for it.
On a number of occasions, the member for South Perth has asked when will the
Government remove the $50 levy.
Mr Pendal: It is actually Notice of Motion No 14, and I think people are interested in the
answer to that question.
Mr COURT: We said when we first introduced this levy that on the estimates available
at the time and with the changes that we intended to introduce to the legislation, it would
take around seven years and be in about 200 1.
Mr Brown: That is not right. Go back and check Hansard to see what you said when
you introduced the levy.
Mr Pendal: I think it was a maximum of seven years, and we were led to believe it would
be prior to the 1997 state election.
Mr COURT: The estimate was around seven years, depending upon the performance of
the SGIC's third party insurance fund. Each year, we receive actuarial advice about the
number of claims made and the anticipated number of claims that have gone through.
The most recent information is that in 1997-98, we will get back to a zero situation. I
have here a graph that shows that the deficit of the SQIC grew to $330m. We reduced
that deficit to $269m, and this year, it was reduced to $193. We anticipate that the
number of claims will increase, and that is why a slowdown has been predicted in the
amount by which the deficit will be reduced.
The graph indicates that our target is to get the deficit down to $1 39m next year, the
following year, which will be after the election, to $85m; in the following year, to $29m;
and the third party insurance fund will then be fully funded. Currently, we are
approximately two years ahead of what we said previously would be the case,
remembering that apart from the $50 increase, there have been no other increases in the
premium. Sure, we could have cut back the premium and extended the payout time, but I
think the people of Western Australia realise that we have adopted a responsible
approach. We were given a nightmare by members opposite, and rather than walk away
from that or extend the debt to the never-never, we have adopted a responsible approach.
Mr Trenorden: That came from the member opposite.
Mr COURT: Yes; he now says how awful this $50 levy is, when he was the one who
introduced id! When members opposite were advised that they should impose a further
increase of 12 per cent before the election, they said no, and that single action added
another $50m to the debt situation. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has a very
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thick hide to come into this Parliament and debate this issue when it was one of the
scandals of his Government, and at the end of the day when it is fixed up, it will be as a
result of the responsible financial management of this Government.

Amendment to Motion
Mr COURT: I move -

That all words after "Government" be deleted with a view to substituting the
following -

to restore the SGIC's third party insurance fund to being fully funded with
the deficit being eliminated over a manageable period of time, with the
annual reviews taking the deficit into account; and supports the new
arrangements made for emergency vehicles run by voluntary
organisations; and this House condemns the former Labor Government for
allowing the fund to be financially crippled, with the deficit growing to
$330m.

MR PENDAL (South Perth) [3.40 pm]: The member may be aware of Notice of
Motion No 14 on today's Notice Paper that touches on the precise detail of the urgency
motion moved by the Labor Party. I anm prepared with a number of conditions to accept
the amendment moved by the Premier. Notice of Motion No 14 standing in my namne,
stripped of all extraneous words, essentially calls on the Government to name a date
between now and the next election upon which the $50 levy will be abolished. Certainly
I and a number of other people believe that a date prior to the state election will be named
on which that will occur.
I have very limited time and, therefore, I will emphasise that I believe that the
amendment moved will prompt the Government, the National Party, which of course is
part of the Government, and the Labor Party to ensure that the levy will be removed
some time within the next 12 months.
Dr Gallop: Where is that in the amendment?
Mr PENDAL: Never mind.
Dr Gallop: That is what we are voting on.
Mr PENDAL: We are voting on the amendment, unless that slipped the member's mind.
I invite members of the National Party, backbenchers and members of the Liberal Party
one year from now to move a similar motion. It will be six months out from an election.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! The member has only three minutes,
and I ask members not to interject.
Mr Graham interjected.
The ACTIG SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Pilbara for the frst
time. I ask members not to interject when the Independent member has only thre
minutes.

Point of Order
Mr GRAHAM: The tradition of this House is to allow some interjections. You appear to
be introducing a new rule into the procedures of Parliament that interjections should not
be made during speeches that have a set time. The member should be treated the same as
everybody else. He can stand up and take his chances.
The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of order. All interjections are disorderly,
and it is at the Speaker's discretion whether to allow interjections. The Speaker has
always allowed a certain amount of interjection. I take the view that when an
Independent is on his feet and has only three minutes to speak and that Independent has
already suffered interjections, I should call for order. I will take no more interjections
while the member is on his feet.
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Debate Resumed
Mr PENDAL: If one has 20 minutes to waste in this place, one can reply. I invite the
interjecting member to move for a change in standing orders which will allow
Independents to have more than 90 seconds each.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PENDAI: I have 40 seconds in which to make my point. I announced Notice of
Motion No 14 two months ago, to call on the Government to give a date prior to the state
election on which the $50 levy will be removed. I am happy not to go ahead with that if
the Premier is saying that by dint of this motion or the amendment we will be seeing the
deletion of the $50 levy at some time in the next 15 months. By virtue of that I am
prepared to support the amendment.
[The member's time expired.]
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [3.45 pml: The Opposition came to this
Parliament and thought, "What will we do today? 1-endy is away. Let us have a go at
the Nats." The Opposition camne in here to have a go at the National Party while Hendy
and Monty were away. The reality is that it has backfired already and will backfie more
before we finish here today. In 1991 the members on the other side of the House came
into Parliament and increased the third party insurance premium by $50. The member
for Victoria Park had the gall to say today that it was honourable when they did it. In
1992 they received a recommendation from the committee on the State Government
Insurance Commission to increase the levy again. The members did not increase the
premium even on that recommendation. Was that honourable?
Dr Gallop: Yes. You look at the argument we put in Parliament for it.
Mr WIESE: Is that not marvellous? Let us look at the results of not increasing the
levies, which action is said to be honourable. The figures blew out and by 1991 those
opposite had managed to turn a $67m surplus into a $141 mn deficit.
Dr Gallop interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition will come to
order.
Mr WIESE: The result of the 1992 decision was that by 1993 the SGIC was $330m in
deficit; to all intents and purposes it was broke. That was our inheritance.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr WIESE: Was that honourable? The member for Victoria Park talked about betrayal.
If ever there was a betrayal it was the betrayal of the people of Western Australia by
those members opposite who blew a $67m surplus into a $330m deficit.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr WIESE: Let us look at some of the things that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said and did. I will go back to that issue. He said that the levy was to be imposed on all
third party policy renewals; that is wrong. He said that there was no exemption for health
care card holders or the unemployed; that is wrong. Let us put on the record who is
exempt and point out to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the House where he is
wrong. The reality is that pensioners who hold pension concession cards and receive the
following benefits are exempt from the $50 increase: Age, war service, disability
support, sole parent, and widows benefits, and, if over 60 years of age and receiving for
over 12 months allowances for job start, job search, new start, sickness, and special
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benefits. All of those people who are most in need of concessions do not have the $50
imposed on them. On top of that, a whole range of vehicles, such as all trailers and
caravans under insurance class 6, veteran cars, wagons and motorcycles, self-propelled,
and fire fighting vehicles are exempt. A whole range of vehicles licensed and operating
on our roads are exempt. Those most in need are exempt.
Let us talk about the National Party role in the whole of this system. The National Party
represents people not just in rural areas but also in all areas of Western Australia. We
must adopt a responsible attitude, unlike the members opposite in their period in
government. That was an absolute disaster. Their Government was irresponsible; it was
probably one of the worst periods of government this State has ever seen. Their efforts
towards the State Government Insurance Commission clearly support that statement. I
do not think anyone in this House would make a secret of the fact that the National Party
had a role in putting in place exemptions for emergency service vehicles which are
operated by volunteers and other groups within our community, who were certainly being
hurt.
Mr McGinty: Are farmers being hurt?
Mr WIESE: I will deal with that point in a moment as some of the facts about that need
to be placed on the record.
As a result of the initiative which has just been put in place, fire tenders operated by
farmers, by local authorities and by volunteer fire brigades will be exempted. In
addition, vehicles operated by the State Emergency Service will be exempted as will
ambulances which are operated by volunteers. That is the start of the process. That is a
legitimate and honourable process to put in place. We cannot begin to give exemptions
while we have the debt that we inherited hanging over the SGIC. That debt obviously
restricts and seriously affects its ability to operate in that area.
Let us talk about the farmers. I have referred to the exemptions which are already in
place. The York's farm up in Tammin was used as an example. That is a fairly typical
example to use although it is a far bigger operation than the majority of farming
operations around Western Australia. As the member for Victoria Park pointed out, the
York's farm is paying $900 more as a result of the increase in premiums which occurred
when the $50 was introduced. Let us contrast that' with what would happen if this
Government did not act responsibly in this area and the situation that exists in New South
Wales existed here.
If the Yorks were operating in New South Wales, the 18 premiums would be $126 more

-than they are now. The 18 premiums, at $126 each, would amount to $2 250. That is the
additional sum that the Yorks would be paying if they operated in New South Wales. If
the extra $70 which it is being tipped will be introduced in New South Wales is included,
we can add another $1 260 to that. If the Yorks were operating in New South Wales,
they would be paying $3 400 more for their premiums than they are paying here. They
are paying only $900 more in Western Australia because this Government has established
management systems and decisions which have tackled the problems and the inheritance
that we received from the previous Government.
The Premier made a very pertinent point which needs to be reinforced: Farmers in
Western Australia have the cheapest motor vehicles licences in Australia. By operating
in Western Australia, the Yorks are far better off than they would be if they were
operating in New South Wales or in another State where the kinds of decisions that we
have'been talking about had not been made. As a result of that, people over there are
bleeding. The amendment is a responsible approach to a very difficult situation. The
amendment requires the insurance fund to be fully funded, with the deficit being
eliminated over a manageable period. That is the key to what w e are talking about. This
needs to be done over a manageable period. The present record speaks for itself. It is the
result of very good management decisions and hard decisions made by the Government.
Mr Ripper: They will read about this in Esperance.
Mr WIESE: I hope they do. I hope the member does not put in the usual garbage with
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selective quotes. He has never put a straight story out to the media and I suspect that he
will not change. I hope that the member does put out the story. I hope that he puts it out
properly and correctly so that the people in Esperance and across the great southern and
around Western Australia can learn what has happened in Western Australia as a result of
responsible management and hard decisions made by a responsible Government. I make
no apology for being a National Party member of the coalition Government or for the
changes and the responsible management decisions that we made over that time.
Ihe requirement in the amendment for annual reviews taking the deficit into account is
important. That gives the Government the opportunity to do exactly what the member
for South Perth has requested. It means that we will look at the situation in 12 months'
time.
Dr Gallop: You keep going down this rabbit hole, but unfortunately you cannot get
tough the rabbit proof fence.
Mr WIESE: Many of our supporters are way beyond the rabbit proof fence, but the
member would not understand that. He has never found his way out of Victoria Park.
The House should be aware of the National Party motion which refers to a need to
remove the $50 levy imposed on vehicle licences. Quite frankly, I believe that we are
worlking very closely towards that. I believe that we will be able to implement that
policy in the foreseeable future. I make no apologies for that. The National Party, along
with the Liberal Party in this coalition Government, has acted very responsibly.
Amendment (words to be deleted) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Aisworth
Mr C1. Barnett
MrBlailie
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Court
Mr Day
Mirs Edwardes
Dr Haines

Mr Kierath
Mr Lzwis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
MrMinson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Osborne
Mrs Parker
Mr Pendal

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Mr M. Barnett
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Dr~afto
Mr Grahain

Noes (21)

Mr Grn
Mrs Hallahan
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling

Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr ay (Teller)

Pairs

Mr House
Mr Cowan

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

Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Bridge
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Ayes (30)
Mr Ainswort
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Board
Mr Bradsahaw
Dr Constable
Mr court
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
DrlHamme

Mr M. Bamn
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunninghamn
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr~raiar

Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Osborne
Mrs Parker
Mr Pendal

Noes (21)
Mr Grill
Mrs Hallama
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Blotfwitch (Teller)

Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Lay (Teller)

pain
Mr Cowan Mr Bridge
Mr House Mr D.L. Smith

Amendment thus passed.

Motion, as Amended
Motion, as amended, put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Kierath Mr Prince
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Lewis Mr Shave
Mr Blaikie Mr Marshall Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr McNee Mr Strickland
Mr Bradshaw Mr Minson Mr Trenorden
Dr Constable Mr Nicholls Mr Tubby
Mr Court Mr Omodei Dr Turnbull

MDaMr Osborne Mrs van de Klashorst
MsM adSMrs Parker Mr Wiese

Dr Hames Mr Pendal Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (21)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Grill Mr Ripper
Mr Brown Mrs Hallalian Mrs Roberts
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock
Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Mr Graham Mr Riebeling Mr Lay (Teller)

Pairs
Mr Cowan
Mr House

Question thus passed.

Mr Bridge
Mr D.L. Smith

MOTION - TIME MANAGEMENT SESSIONAL ORDER (GUILLOTINE)
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [4.05 pm]: I move -

That the following items of business be completed up to and including the stages
specified at 5.30 pmn on Thursday, 28 September -
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1. Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 1) - all remaining stages
2. Police Amendment Bill - all remaining stages
3. Collie Hardwood Plantation Agreement Bill - all remaining stages
4. Health Services (Conciliation and Review) Bill - all remaining stages
5. Local Government Bill - completion of second reading debate stage

This is a more substantial program for this week than perhaps was the case last week. In
my absence, I notice that the House rose early each night and got itself into a lot of
mischief. The only way to keep people out of mischief is to keep them busy.
The intention for today's sitting is that we conclude the report of the committee on the
Budget debate and the third reading of the Budget. I hope then to move on to the Police
Amendment Bill and the Collie Hardwood Plantation Agreement Bill. A major item for
this week is to start debate on the Local Government Bill, which I am sure all members
are aware is a very large piece of legislation. I hope that we can conclude the second
reading debate on that Bill this week.
I also take this opportunity to forewarn members that, while I do not envisage any
additional weeks being required this session, it is likely that there will be some Thursday
night sittings towards the end of the session. I alert members that that may happen and
advise them that they should not make commitments during that period that they would
find difficult to break.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [4.09 pm]: The Opposition opposes this weekly guillotine, as
it opposes it on every occasion it is moved by the Leader of the House. We oppose it in
principle and for the practical effect it has on the rights of members of Parliament to
debate legislation - rights that they should expect by virtue of their election to this House
by the people of this State.
Last week a spirit of democracy pervaded this House while the Leader of the House was
away. There was some freedom and opportunity to debate. The Leader of the National
Party moved the guillotine motion and demonstrated an element of hypocrisy in doing so,
given the speeches that he made while in opposition. Last week's guillotine was very
light and, as I recall, we passed the Government's program on the first day of sitting.
The Leader of the House is now back from his overseas jaunt and we see a much more
heavy-handed guillotine placed on the business of this House. I do not believe that we
can get through this program put forward by the leader this week without his bringing
down the guillotine at 5.30 pm on Thursday. This week that belief is based not only on a
matter of principle but also on practice. The Opposition opposes the guillotine in
principle and will oppose it in practice when it comes down on Thursday and prevents
our debating the Government's legislation as we would want to do.
There are two very important Bills on the program this week, one of which is the Health
Services (Conciliation and Review) Bill on which a large number of members will want
to speak. There is also the long awaited Local Government Bill, on which there will be
extensive debate. I do not believe this program is a sensible one, so this week the
guillotine will have its ill effect in both practice and principle. I know the Government is
concerned to get its legislation through, and that it regards the Opposition as troublesome
with regard to the passage of its legislation. However, I advise the Leader of the House
that members on this side watched very closely the behaviour of members on the other
side of the House when they were in opposition. Most of what they complain about now,
we observed them practising day after day. I admit I have used some strategies and
tactics from those I observed the member for Applecross and the former Leader of the
Opposition, Barry MacKinnon, perpetrate on the then Government day after day.
However, the previous Government managed to run the House without the regular use of
the guillotine. I can recall only one occasion on which the previous Labor Government
instituted the guillotine in all the time I have been in Parliament and yet this Government,
after imposing draconian guillotines in 1993, comes to the House every week with a
similar motion. It is contrary to the traditions of this place, to the recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters,
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and to the spirit of the work being done by the Commission on Government. It is
contrary to the hopes of those who wish this place to be reformed. -There is a need in this
State for greater accountability of the Executive, and the royal commission has stated thatthe centrepiece of improvements to accountability should be refonms to the Parliament.
This Government is abusing its executive power because, instead of making theExecutive more accountable to the Parliament, it subjects the Parliament to the will of the
Executive more and more. It is done on a weekly basis by restricting the rights ofmembers to scrutinise legislation and participate in debate in this place, as they were
elected to do. There is a way forward, and it is not the way the Government has chosen.
The Government's legislative program could be more efficiently handled without
compromising the rights of members of Parliament or the need to scrutinise theExecutive. We could sit on more days, or the processes could be reformed so that some
of the legislation is dealt with in committees. The Local Government Bill is a good
example of a Bill which could be dealt with by a select committee, rather than by theCommittee of the Whole. If that were done, plenty of time would be freed up - a long
Committee stage is needed for this Bill - and we could get through the Government's
legislation without the need for this regular, weekly, draconian restriction of the rights of
members of Parliament.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [4.13 pm]: I welcome the member for Cottesloe back to the
Chamber. I never want to be accused of taking unfair advantage of him, and I want totell him this week what I said last week in case he missed it. I have said the same thing
every week this guillotine motion has been introduced. There is no doubt that when the
history of this period of the Parliament of Western Australia is written, the Leader of theHouse will be recorded as the worst ever leader of government business in Western
Australia - bar none. I say that firstly because I believe it.
Mr Strickland: It is a view held by a minority of this House.
Mr GRAHAM: I am happy to hear that interjection from the Chairman of the Select
Committee on Procedure because it leads nicely to the next point in my speech. The
chairman, along with you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Johnson), me and others, has visited anumber of States in Australia. It would not be appropriate for me to deal with the
business of that committee, and I do not intend to do so. However, that committee has
visited New Zealand, the Federal Parliament and State Parliaments in Canada, the
National Congress and State Congresses in the United States, and the House of
Commons. In addition, I have been to the House of Deputies in Venezuela and looked atits practices and procedures. In none of those places has a guillotine motion such as this
been used routinely in the running of the business of the Parliament. Guillotines are
used, but unsupported guillotines are not used in any of the places the committee has
visited or the other places to which I have travelled. It is to the great shame of this House
that such a process is used. The ineffectiveness of the leader of government business is
determined and evaluated by his speech today indicating that, after two years of
guillotines and ramming business through this House, he cannot guarantee he will meet
his schedule. He has had complete and absolute control of the parliamentary business of
this House for two years, but he must put us on notice that the House will sit on Thursday
nights. Why?
Mr C.J. Barnett: We have a large legislative program and I wish to give you maximum
notice.
Mr Graham: All around the world Governments have large legislative programs, but the
member for Cottesloe is the only Leader of the House in the western democratic worldwho cannot manage the business even when his side has the numbers. No wonder he wasnot the leader of opposition business when his party did not have the numbers. His name
was plucked out of a hat when a decision was made on who would be the Deputy Leader,
because he is obviously not a numbers man. He cannot count. Two major Bills will be
guillotined through this Parliament - the Health Services (Conciliation and Review) Billand the Local Government Bill. The Local Government Bill has been seven years in the
making.
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Mr CJ. Barnett: We wish only to get through the second reading debate this week.
Wr Graham: So what? The Bills will be guillotined in this Parliament. The Mabo

legislation cost $10m and no-one saw it. Well done, Colin! I know that many members
place a lot of emphasis on the House of Commons, and I quote some statements made
about the use of guillotines in that place -

In the past, guillotine debates (which until 1967 were debated for a whole day)
were hotly contested occasions when feelings ran high, on the one hand about the
wickedness of curtailing debate in this way and stifling legitimate criticism of the
bill and, on the other, about the scandalous waste of time caused by those who
were obstructing the proper progress of legislation and frustrating the will of the
House. Nowadays less is made of these occasions.. .
In practice the details of the guillotine - although not of course the overall time
limits - arm largely as required by the Opposition.

In the House of Commons the procedures for the guillotine are set by the Opposition. I
know the leader of government business is an avid reader Of My speeches, and I suggest
that he read the speech I made on this subject last week and note the times when it has
been used in the House of Commons. In one case debate was allowed for more than 70
hours, and in another for more than 90 hours, before the guillotine was imposed. The
Leader of the House should be ashamed of himself.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [4.18 pm]: I add my voice and anger to this debate about the
use of the guillotine today. We shall be debating five very important Bills that will be
subject to the guillotine. Two of those Bills deserve the scrutiny of the House and the
attention of all members on both sides of the House. As the Leader of the Opposition has
suggested, probably the best way to deal with the Local Government Bill after the second
reading debate would be to refer it to a committee for scrutiny.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is a fair and reasonable suggestion.
Dr WATSON: My concern relates to the Health Services (Conciliation and Review) Bill,
because it has been in the making for almost a decade. I have been very involved with
that movement politically since 1974. The Opposition received a briefing on the
legislation only this morning, and the Bill contains 70 clauses which could impact on
every member of the Western Australian community because we are all potential
consumers of health services.
I draw to the attention of the House an issue that is current in the electorate of the
member for Cottesloe; that is, the Graylands Hospital. I was astounded to receive
information from the Minister for Health that 10 women in 1994 and 13 to the end of
August this year have alleged that they have been sexually assaulted while they have
been patients there. I asked the Minister for Health further questions and it appears that
since the end of August yet another woman has complained of being sexually assaulted.
Eight of those assaults were claimed to have been perpetrated by other patients; five by
staff members; and one by a visitor.
It is simply not good enough that the policy and procedures for dealing with these claims
are kept in-house. The Bill will provide one avenue for those complaints. We must
debate this Bill in Committee to establish that there will be one avenue to which those
people can make their complaint and the director of the unit will be able to make a claim
on their behalf. I say that because of all the women in the health services, these are the
most vulnerable. They are voiceless. I say again: To have policy and procedures for a
hospital which rely on internal investigation and review of what is, after all, a criminal
offence is simply not good enough.
I have many other issues that I want to debate during this Bill, and I know many of my
colleagues on this side of the House, and I am sure members on the other side, have a
number of issues which should be brought to the attention of the House. We should be
satisfied that the legislation which has been 10 years in the making will address the issues
tha the consumers of both public and private health care services bring to us, the notice
of registration boards and other committees, and sometimes the courts. It is inappropriate
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to ram through the House a Bill of this interest and magnitude, where there has been a lotof community consultation, and in which every Western Australian has a potential
interest. It is just not appropriate. I ask the Minister to reconsider the load that has beenimposed on this House this week because issues such as this will not be addressed in theway they should be, and in a way I know all members want them to be.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Marshall Mr W. Smith
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr McNec Mr StricklandMr Blaikie Mr Minson Mr TrenordenMr Board Mr Nicholls Mr TubbyMr Bradshaw Mr Omodei Dr TurnbullMr Day Mr Osborne Mrs van de KlashorstMrs Edwardes Mrs Parker Mr WieseDr Hames Mr Pendaj Mr Bloff'witch (Teller)
Mr Kiemih Mr Princc
Mr Lewis Mr Shave

Noes (21)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Grill Mr Ripper
Mr Brown Mrs Hailahan Mrs RobertsMr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr TaylorMr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock
Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Dr Watson
MrGraham Mr Ricbcling Mr Leahy (Teller)

Pairs
Mr Cowan Mr Bridge
Mr House Mr D.L. Smith

Question thus passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1)
Estimates Committees A and B Reports Presentation

MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [4.27 pm]: I present the reports and minutes of
Estimates Committees A and B and move -

That the report of Estimates Committee A be adopted.
I rise to make some comments on the reports of the Estimates Committees and the week
of work on these matters which concluded a couple of weeks ago.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! The background conversation level is
getting much too high. I know the Chairman of Committees has a very powerful voice,but even I am having difficulty hearing him, as is I am sure the Hansard reporter. I ask
members to keep the level of conversation to a minimum.
Mr STRICKLAND: The whole exercise is a complex one of time management. For the
record, the Estimates Committee A program had 29 hours of consideration and Estimates
Committee B, 31 hours. Each committee sat for eight sessions; that is, a total of 16.
Prior to adopting the sessional order for the Estimates Committees, some members tookthe opportunity to raise problems which they were aware had occurred in the past, and I
made some response to that. I should indicate that there was quite a focus -

Point of Order
Mr RIPPER: I understand we are dealing with a question that the report of Estimates
Committee A be dealt with. Some people on this side of the House wil be speaking onmatters relating to both Estimates Committee A and Estimates Committee B. I
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understand that a total of one hour is available to deal with both matters and I wonder
whether these reports can be dealt with cognately.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): I am advised that an hour is allocated for each
committee. I am not aware of any agreement that has been made behind the Chair to
debate these reports cognately.
Mr RIPPER: There is no agreement behind the Chair. My interpretation was that the
allocation was one hour in total; however, if there is an hour for each, that is fine.

Debate Resumed
Mr STRICKLAND: I will speak only once. I will talk generally about committees A
and B and that may set some sort of lead. The question is that the report of Estimates
Committee A be adopted and that will be followed by a second opportunity to discuss the
report of committee B.
There was some focus on supplementary questions as opposed to questions on notice
because of difficulties that have been experienced in previous years. The committee
chairmen took special note of these sorts of problems and endeavoured to make clear
what were supplementary questions requiring follow up.
Before this debate I sought some information on how the estimates worked this year. It
is with pleasure that I indicate to the House that only one supplementary question is
outstanding in Estimates Committee A, and that is being inquired into with the
responsible Minister. One other question was subject to the National Trust supplying the
information, and that was made clear at the time. There were no outstanding questions in
Estimates Committee B. This year we have had far more success in chasing up
supplementary questions than in previous years. I am not making a comment on the
quality of the questions, or the answers in that statements.
I also compliment Hansard. Members might remember that last year the Estimates
Committees were held when the Legislative Council was not sitting, and therefore the
full Hansard crew was available to report each of our two committees. This year the
Council was sitting at the same time as the two Estimates Committees; therefore, the
additional transcription load was considerable. This year Verbatim Reporters provided a
verbatim transcription for Estimates Committee B, and Estimates Committee A had the
normal support of Hansard. The verbatim transcripts provided by Verbatim were then
edited by the Hansard staff, which was an additional load for them. That was a much
better result than the experience of a few years ago when a private company attempted to
do the editing.
I express appreciation of the work of the chairmen - the members for Darling Range,
Dianella, Perth, Roe and Whitford - who were rostered as deputies. Each of those
members spent approximately 10 hours in the Chair. They participated in coordination
meetings to improve the consistency of the process. From the feedback that I received,
they made a good effort to contain long statements, questions and answers, so that
everyone got a fair go. How does one make a judgment on the whole week? One can
use one's own impressions from one's own involvement. My impression was of a
smoothly running exercise. Members had a positive opportunity to scrutinise not only
the Budget but also related matters. There was also a consideration of opposition
members' need to raise the majority of issues. My experience as a chairman was that up
to 80 per cent of the time available fell to opposition questions, and related answers from
the Ministers. Under those circumstances, a fair go was given to all members.
A point was raised in speeches to the sessional order about the length of time for the third
reading debate. Members opposite suggested that by reducing the third reading debate
time from 20 minutes each to 15 minutes there had been an erosion of time opportunity.
If members look at standing orders, they will see the time is set out as 15 minutes and not
20 minutes. The process has been brought into line with our existing standing orders.
One of the reasons for the improvement in getting the answers to supplementary
questions in on time is that we had a one week break after the Estimates Committee
week, followed by a week of the House sitting, but the Government not pursuing this
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report. That effectively gave more than two weeks in which to chase up those questions.
That delay is essential in achieving the success rate that I talked about. If members want
to make a judgment of the program and the way in which the divisions were handled, Ipoint out that seven of the 16 sessions finished early. That indicates matters were
satisfactorily dealt with to their completion in seven out of 16 committees. We cannotmnake a judgment on the other nine on how much work could still have been done. Th1atis one of those problems we have every year. Some credit is due to the Leader of theHouse for some minor adjustments that were made. Although not varying greatly fromthe previous years, they did allow some change. Credit is also due to the chairmen, who
ensured flexibility in time spent on each part of their session, with reminders to members
that time was going by. That process seemed to work well..
Finally, the ultimate success of any Estimates Committee process is proportional to thequality of both the information sought and the information provided. In other words, its
ultimate success is dependent upon the efforts of the members and Ministers who areinvolved in Estimates Committee week. I guess we can make our own judgments about
how we found that week, but overall it is a week which does allow considerable scrutiny
of Budget matters. It is better than the process that was in place when I was first in thisParliament, when we dealt with the Budget in a Committee of the Whole, and very oftenwe were able to ask questions on only half of the divisions because the Government's
patience ran out and it used the guillotine.
MRS HENDERSON (Thomlie) [4.41 pm]: Estimates Committee A gave us anopportunity to examine a number of issues in which members on this side, and I inparticular, had a special interest. The first issue on which I will comment is the
Government's decision to abolish the 48 positions of technical and further education
counsellors. I raised that issue in Estimates Committee A because I was anxious to findout what kind of investigation the Government had done before it decided to abolish
those positions. I was particularly keen to know whether the Government had conducted
any studies to find out what use had been made of the services offered by those TAFE
counsellors to students within the colleges. I asked Mr Hill, the Chief Executive Officer
of the Department of Training, what was the original driving force for the abolition of
those 48 TAFE counselling positions, and he said it was government policy on core
business. In other words, the driving force behind the initiative was that the Government
had decided not that the counselling services offered by these psychologists in TAFE
colleges was inadequate or poor, or was not being utilised by students, but that TAFE
counselling was not a core service. Mr Hill said also that the positions of those 48
counsellors would be advertised and that new positions would be created which would
offer information and career advice to students. He implied, firstly, that this was not a
cost saving exercise and that the existing counsellors-psychologists could apply for those
positions if they wanted. However, Mr Hill did not say that those new career officers, as
they would be called, would be the equivalent of level 3 public servants, or quite lo'wly
officers in regard to salary and conditions compared with the fully trained psychologists
who were available to offer expertise across a wide range of problems that might be
encountered by students. Therefore, there is no question that the driving force behind
this decision was not only to get rid of so-called non core services but also to save
money.
During that debate, the member for Floreat asked what was the cost of employing those
48 counsellors for a full year, and the answer was $1.7m. That amount is peanuts whenwe consider the welfare and mental health of the thousands of adolescents and older
people who attend TAFE colleges across this State. I find it amazing that over the years,
the TAFE system has reformed itself so that it is now a leading training establishment,
and there is no comparison between the high standard of TAFE courses and the former
technical college system. TAFE tertiary courses are recognised across the comnmunity,
and the calibre of students who seek to get into TAFE courses is extremely high, to theextent that many students apply but do not get places. There is no question that TAFE
courses and colleges are held in high esteem by employers, and that TAFE colleges are
competing with other tertiary institutions for high quality students and are getting them
by the thousands.
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Given that we have an environment where literally thousands of young people are
studying on a full time basis, we must ask the question: What kind of research was done
by the Government before it decided to abolish the 48 TAFE counsellors? Did it take
into account the fact that adolescence is recognised by the community as being one of the
most turbulent periods in the life of any person and a period of enormous emotional
change? Australia has one of the highest levels of youth suicide, particularly of males, in
the western world. That is not a matter of which any of us can be proud. The number of
deaths of young people from car accidents and other mishaps is very high. There is no
question that the death of a young person affects not just the family, but very often also
the network of friends of about the same age. Recently, I became aware of the death of
an 18 year old in a car accident in the Perth metropolitan area. That child had attended
my son's school, and 1 know that death had an enormous impact on the young people at
that school. That is the kind of incident for which a young person might require the
services of a counsellor.

Points of Order

Mr CJ. BARNETT: My Deputy Speaker, I request your ruling. I do not wish to restrict
in any way the member for Thorulie's comments, but we are at the stage of reporting on
the Estimates Committee, and a third reading debate will follow. It seems to me that the
member for Thornlie is now getting into a general issue, which is her prerogative, but I
suggest this is possibly not the right time for that.

Mrs HENDERSON: I understand that this is one of the appropriate stages to comment
on issues that were raised in the Estimates Committee rather than just issues in general
that can be canvassed in the second and third reading debates, and it is for that reason that
I have related my comments specifically to the questions and answers that were raised in
the Estimates Committee that I attended.

Mr C.J. BARNET: This debate is limited to one hour.

Mrs HENDERSON: I realise that, and I intend to speak for 15 minutes.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have just taken over the Chair and I believe a point
of order was taken about the content of the speech, which details matters raised in the
Estimates Committee. It is true that a member may be developing an argument about
why a report should not be adopted. I will take a broad view of the matter from the
Chair, and we all understand that it is a constrained debate for a maximum of one hour
for each committee, so the ruling is that the member may continue.

Debate Resumed

Mrs HENDERSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. Not only are large numbers of
teenagers in TAFE colleges going through a tumultuous period in their lives, and not
only is there a high rate of death among young men in particular from motor and diving
accidents, which in turn can impact upon their fellow students, if they happen to be
students, but also TAFE has been extraordinarily successful in developing courses aimed
at mature age women, particularly women who have been at home for lengthy periods.
Anyone who has spoken to women who decided to give up their jobs and look after their
children will know that many of those women after long periods at home lose their self-
confidence in returning to the work force. Many feel they have lost their skills and have
become out of touch with the work force, but would like to regain their confidence and
skills. Technical and further education colleges have been particularly good at
developing bridging courses for those women. People associated with those sorts of
courses tell me that when those mature women take up those bridging courses, many of
them develop assertiveness skills and the ability to analyse, comment and speak out,
which in some cases impacts strongly on the power relationships at home. They might
previously have had a particular role within the family, and that might change as they
start to broaden their outlook and gain other skills to go into skilled employment. That is
often a time of great difficulty at home.

Many of those mature aged women have sought the assistance of counsellors in TAFE
colleges. When they take up the course they enjoy the learning experience as they
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develop their skills, and they may think about other courses that might lead to other job
opportunities. That changes the situation at home. They go through great periods of
doubt about whether they are being selfish, and what effect it will have on their family
and on the power relationship within the marriage. For many of those women this
counselling service provided within TAFE has been essential. I am told of examples ofwomen venturing out of the home and taking up these courses being one cause of
domestic violence. Those women have then sought assistance from counsellors. In thesame way as many teenagers need assistance from TAFE counsellors, so do many of
these mature aged women. I have no doubt that the same could be said of many older
men who have been made redundant. I have seen men in my electorate who have beenmade redundant at the age of 47 or 48 and have gone back to TAFE to start an entirely
new career direction. For many of them it is a difficult time. They too have often found
that they need some support. It is not easy to go from being a person who has held a
responsible job in the work force, providing for the family for 20-odd years, to being a
student. It can be battering for the self-esteem.
The response of the Parliamentary Secretary to the inister for Education in thecommittee debate on this matter was to ask why TAFE should provide psychological
services for the students who attend TAFE colleges. He said that TAFE would get out ofthe personal psychological counselling of students, and that those facilities were availablein the wider community. In other words, this is a non-core service; TAFE has no reason
to provide this counselling service; and these people can get this information and service
in the community.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am mindful that the question is that the report of Estimates
Committee A be adopted. I indicated that I would take as broad a view as possible.
However, occasionally some reference should be made to whether the House should
adopt the report. If the member is aggrieved about the process or the report, someindication of that should be given in her speech. If matters proceed as they are going, it
will be more of a third reading stage debate as follow-up material after committee.
Mrs HENDERSON: I was adopting the same kind of approach to this question as weoften take when we move the adoption of a report of a Committee in this place and
debate in some detail the issues of the Committee. In line with the convention, I do not
oppose the adoption of the Estimates Committees' reports, even though they may contain
some issues with which I am not happy.
For the Parliamentary Secretary to suggest that students should get private counselling at
$90 an hour is a callous approach to the young people in the education system. There is
no question that if young people are engaged in full time education and they have
psychological problems, it is part of their needs to have counselling available to them on-
site. Unless they are fully able to participate in and direct their mind to their studies, they
cannot take advantage of the high level of teaching offered to them in their courses and
they cannot concentrate on what is at hand. If, for example, a member of the family has
died, a friend has been killed in an accident, or they have been overcome by another
personal tragedy, they need immediate help and assistance in coping with that problem in
order for them to get the benefit of their course. If that help is not available, young
people might not be able to concentrate and could fall behind and lose their self-esteem.
If a 19 year old cannot get immediate help and support at the college, what chance is
there of his paying $90 an hour to a psychologist in private practice in West Perth to help
him resolve his problems? It is just about nil.
Questions were raised in Estimates Committee A about whether enough studies had been
done of the workload of these counsellors - that is, what proportion of young people and
mature aged women went to them with problems - but no answers were given. In fact, it
became clear that no local studies had been done. The only study referred to was anational study that was done at four institutions. It indicated that students wanted more
career advice, not less psychological help. The Government extracted the information
from that national survey and said that it would abolish those 49 positions. It isextraordinary that the Government did not say to the counsellors that it had looked at a
national survey which implied that students wanted more career advice, and did not ask
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whether they could provide that as part of their service. It just saw an opportunity to
reduce costs - we are talking about only $1.5m - by making all the counsellors redundant,
abolishing their jobs, and saying it would put in career advice officers. That was a
callous, hardhearted decision that had no concern for the wellbeing of the young people
in the TAFE colleges. Unfortunately, we will reap the effects of that kind of decision
making in the years to come.
In that same Estimates Committee A I raised the issue of temporary lecturers in TAFE.
Last year between 500 and 600 temporary lecturers had to reapply for their own jobs.
Their jobs were advertised, selection panels were set up, and job descriptions were
developed. That is an extensive process to go through for 500 to 600 people. I asked
about the cost of the exercise. As part of the supplementary information I was told that
$4 000 was spent training staff for the selection process. However, the cost of setting up
selection panels, advertising the jobs and having people reapply for their own jobs was
$275 000.
My advice is that most people who applied got their old jobs back. The whole process
cost $275 000. 1 understand that the same thing will happen again at the end of this year.
If that is not extravagance and blind adherence to the notion of advertising and
contracting, I do not know what is. Many of those lecturers had lectured for 10 years or
more, and they were told, "Everyone's job is up; everyone's job will be advertised; if you
want your job, you will have to go through the lengthy selection procedure." What a
joke, blindly to go through all that procedure when most of those people are back in their
former positions.
The Estimates Committee hearings allowed us to obtain direct information that otherwise
would have been difficult to obtain. On three or four occasions, I have raised in the
House a problem in relation to a poultry farm in my electorate. I have been trying to get
an undertaking by the Minister for Planning on allocating state government funds to
purchase that poultry farm so that it can be developed into residential lots and so that the
farm can be relocated elsewhere. On three or four occasions, the Minister has said, "The
matter is well in hand; it is progressing; meetings are being held and the matter will be
resolved." He said that to me informally across the Chamber at least half a dozen times.

One of the advantages of going to the Estimates Committee is that we find officers who
often do not have the same gift of the gab as Ministers. When I asked the Minister in the
Estimates Committee to tell me where the money is for the purchase of that poultry farm,
the head of the department made it quite clear that no money had been allocated, no
money would be allocated, and that the Government will not assist with the problem at
all. I appreciated that opportunity in the Estimates Committee to obtain a direct answer
to a question that I have been pursuing for 18 months. My constituents were amazed. It
was a very different answer from the answer that was given by Hon Derrick Tomlinson in
local meetings and by the Minister in his letters, almost waving a carrot and saying, "Yes,
it will be fixed; it will be resolved; we are almost there." The truth came out in the
Estimates Committee; there was no money and there would not be any money.
I certainly support adoption of the Estimates Committee report and I appreciated the
opportunity to obtain some additional information on those issues.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [5.03 pm]: Estimates Committee A dealt with the vote for the
Parliament. I shall talk about that matter, but I wish also to talk about the process of the
Estimates Committee. I understand why the Estimates Committee came into being. I
understand also the limited changes that have been made since it was introduced by the
Labor Party Government. As I have said and will say again, the Estimates Committee is
not the optimum procedure for Parliament to scrutinise Budgets. There are other
mechanisms by which Parliament could scrtinise Budgets much more effectively.

Mr CJ. Barnett: I am not sure what the member is about to say, but scrutinising the
Budget and the performance of departments are two different roles.

Mr GRAHAM: That is a fair comment. I shall divert my speech a little and deal with
that point. The Minister is dead right; it is whether we scrutinise the Budget or a
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department. All I have done is move forward five minutes of my speech to accommodate
old grumpy. I am always happy to do that.
Mrs Parker Such a nice fellow.
Mr GRAHAM: There is no secret about it. I have told members that I think he is the
worst Leader of the House in the western world. I do not know what else I can do.
Members want to see me when I am being offensive! However, that is my view of his
ability. He has other strengths, but in his ability to handle the House he is the worst in
the western world. He is quite good at some other things.
Mrs Parker You are just a little extreme.
Mr GRAHAM: I do not think so. History will judge the Minister in that way. When the
member for Helena and I are in our dotage and having a cup of tea together, she will
probably agree.
Mrs Parker That is most unlikely.
Mr GRAHAM: The Estimates Committee has two purposes: One is to scrutinise the
behaviour and performance of Ministers as opposed to their departments and the Budget,
and the other is to allow members of Parliament to gain information. On any criterion,
the Estimates Committee does not do as good a job as some other mechanisms that apply.
Some of the problems with the recent Estimates Committee are similar to those that are
mirrored in every Estimates Committee debate in which I have been involved for the past
six or seven years, and one is the pace at which supplementary information is
forthcoming and the way in which it is used deliberately by Ministers to divert a course
of questioning. That is not a criticism of the current Government. All Ministers in that
position would take the easy out. The easy out for- Ministers in the Estimates Committee
is to say, "I am not sure of that information. I will take that question on notice and deal
with it later." I saw that happen in several committees. I know full well that the Minister
concerned had not only knowledge but personal involvement in the issue and was using
the easy out to avoid scrutiny.
We all know that that happens. That process should not be allowed when Parliament is
scrutinising matters. It is all right at question time and in the cut and thrust of debates for
members to have a liberal interpretation of words and so on, but when Parliament
scrutinises the actions of Ministers, departments and the Budget it is not reasonable for
Ministers to duck a hard question.
Mr Nicholls: Ministers must still answer questions.
Mr GRAHAM: There is no doubt about that, and the Minister knows it very well. I am
not claiming the moral high ground on our side of politics. I am saying that the
mechanism is available for Ministers to use. The issue in question might be hot and
topical this week, but it might be next week's fish and chip wrapper. The state of play
for a Minister is grabbing an issue and diverting it until next week, and hoping that
something else will come along and knock it off the agenda.
Mr Nicholls: The counter side is that if one asks an involved question and the Minister
gives an answer off the top of his head in good faith but it proves to be rnot totally
accurate, he is accused of misleading Parliament. There must be flexibility.
Mr GRAHAM: The Minister is right. Apart from my attacks on the Leader of the
House, who is the worst in the world, I am trying very hard to be reasonable about the
system and not lay blame at the door of an individual Minister. The Minister is right; it is
a trap for Ministers. That raises some of the nonsense about the Westminster system.
Ministers are responsible for everything from the top to the bottom. That is nonsense in a
modemn parliamentary system.
Mr M inson: It will not stop you from demanding proper ministerial responsibility.
Mr GRAHAM: Ministers have responsibilities, but they cannot be held responsible, for
example, for the actions of a junior clerk in leaving out a figure from a report. However,
Ministers should be accountable for their department's actions. The point the Deputy
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Speaker raised about questions is one to which I will refer. Members of Parliament
should be provided with the mechanisms to scrutinise a department effectively. At the
moment, it depends on the goodwill of Ministers, and members opposite know that from
their days in Opposition. If an opposition member is a shadow Minister, he may wish to
apply a fair degee of scrutiny to his counterpart. IHe may well delve into a department
by asking competfnt questions. In some cases a mole in the department may have fed the
mrember the relevi.nt information to enable him to do that. As a result he will probably be
given some sensible answers. With the change of Govemnment some Ministers became
shadows and vice versa and I suspect there was some swapping of books and notes so
that similar questions were asked and similar answers were given. It is a feature of the
Estimates Committees that these things happen.
As a method of scrtinising the affairs of Govemnment, the Estimates Committee system
is less than worthless. It does not fulfil that role; it provides a member of Parliament with
the opportunity to adk a series of questions, if he is lucky. More than likely, he will have
the opportunity t9 get an answer to one or two questions that will lead to a story in the
local paper or; if I* is extraordinarily lucky, in The West Australian. It does not put any
bureaucrats or'Ministers under pressure.
Members opposite, like me, will have chatted with the bureaucrats as they came in and
out of the Estimates Committees. The bureaucrats do not fear or have great trepidation
about t.e ordeal of an inquisition in Parliament at which they will be grilled on where the
department spends its money. In fact, they are quite blas6 and relaxed about it because
they know that largely it is a farce. When one considers the time that is allocated to
scrutinising a department - I suspect that on average and on a bad day a chief executive
officer could expect to be questioned seriously for 20 to 25 minutes. I say seriously
because as the opposition members get up steam, the government backbenchers are doing
their job by asking dorothy dixers. That is how the Estimates Committee system is set up
to work. It does not do its job.
The Deputy Speaker has a happy knack of taking the Chair every time I want to have a
go at him. I do not know whether he has extrasensory perception, but this invariably
happens. In his speech on this subject he said that the Estimates Committee system
works very well and that an examination of the figures shows that debate on seven out of
16 divisions finished early; therefore, in his view, the system was satisfactory. I do not
endorse that view. In fact, nine divisions were not properly scrutinised. The fact that
debate on seven divisions concluded early is more likely to indicate that those divisions
were not put under serious examination.
I know that the Governor's private secretary breathed a sigh of relief when he found out I
was not a member of the Estimates Committee which considered the Government House
division. He went away a happy man and I do not know who asked him questions, but I
was not there to ask about the role of the Governor's speech. These things happen, but
the Estimates Committee system does not lead to intense scrutiny of Ministers, the
Budget or the various departments. I certainly do not agree with the Deputy Speaker that
credit should go to the Leader of the House for refining the system. I 'must admit that the
current system is better than the long-winded committee system that operated previously.
However, it is not the best system we could have.
I refer now to the role and number of Parliamentary Secretaries and to the number of
Ministers who are not members of this House. For example, the Ministers for Mines,
Transport, Education, Employment and Training, Sport and Recreation, Parliamentary
and Electoral Affairs, Finance, Racing and Gaming, Environment, Water Resources, the
Arts and Fair Trading and the Ministers assisting the Minister for Public Sector
Management and the Treasurer are all in the other place. Any serious examination of
budgetary matters would conclude that if those portfolios are taken out of the Legislative
Assembly's Estimates Committee debates, members in this place are not seriously
examining the major part of the Budget. In fact, they are examining minor parts of the
Budget because the Ministers in the other place have responsibility for the big buck
items. The Legislative Assembly cannot touch those portfolios other than via
Parliamentary Secretaries. My colleagues tell me that the Parliamentary Secretaries were
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less thani glorious in their ability to answer questions. In some cases the Parliamentary
Secretary was sitting in the committee like young Jones (Minor) in prep school - that is,
rather dull and uncomprehending - while the chief executive officer of the department
answered all the questions. If that is the case, the solution is simple: Get rid of that
Parliamentary Secretary because he or she serves no functional purpose and allow
members in the Legislative Assembly to cross-examine bureaucrats and the members in
the other place to cross-examine the Ministers.
Mr Minson: Another way would be to have joint Estimates Committees.

Mr GRAHAM: The Minister is right and I certainly do not disagree with him. It is one
of a number of solutions. If I had to choose two solutions behind which I would throw
my considerable weight, one would be joint Estimates Committees, which would operate
not under the current format but as smaller committees, and the other would be a standing
oversights committee, albeit there could be difficulties with the latter. The standing
oversights committees in both Houses of the Parliament would have to be well resourced
and have the ability to examine all departments in detail.
Mr Lewis: The Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee does that now.
Mr GRAHAM: No, it does not.
Mr Lewis: Isn't that in its brief?7
Mr GRAHAM: It does not have the expertise or the resources. it has the ability to do it,
but it very seldom enforces it. Very few of the public accounts committees in the other
States and the Commonwealth have the ability to do that. I would like to see joint
Estimates Committees as the Minister suggests because it would give members in both
Houses the ability to examine Ministers from both Houses.
Several matters were not addressed in the Estimates Committees. For example, the
$123m allocated to licensing was examined through the Police portfolio, but no-one
could answer the questions because of the administrative decision to transfer that
responsibility to the Department of Transport. We have no idea what happened to that
money. Questions were asked about the Art Gallery of Western Australia in division 72
and every question was answered by the director. Questions were also asked about the
Library Board of Western Australia and every question was answered by the director.
The same occurred with questions relating to the Perth Theatre Trust, the environment
and land issues. The Opposition asked questions about the $83.7m allocated to the
Department of Land Administration, for which the Minister for Lands has responsibility,
but the answers were not forthcoming.
The budget for the Department of Transport was $431Im; Main Roads received an
additional $15Sm; Racing, Gaming and Liquor was allocated, $14.3; Education received
$1.2b; the Western Australian Academy of Performing Arts received $4.7m; the Office
of Non-government Education received $104m; and the Department of Training, $257m.
The amounts of money that are not being scrutinised by the Assembly are considerable. I
am told by our members that when they attempted to examine figures which fell under
the purview of Ministers in the upper House, the Parliamentary Secretaries in this place
were not briefed to the level they should have been or were unable or unwilling to answer
questions and gave them the flick to the departmental head who was present at the time.
I went through that exercise in an Estimates Committee hearing concerning the school
bus issue. By the time the Parliamentary Secretary had very skilfully handed that
question around the bureaucrats my time had elapsed and they moved on to something
else. The question was bounced around the bureaucrats to see who could answer it. The
question finally went back to the Parliamentary Secretary just as we ran out of time. I did
not receive the information I was seeking.
Mr Bloffwitch: You should have put it on notice.
Mr GRAHAM: It was skilful use of procedure to avoid scrutiny.
Mr Shave: You should have attended the Estimates Committee when electoral matters
were discussed. You would have found me far more forthright.
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Mr GRAHAM: If I found the member awake let alone forthright it would have been a
major achievement.
The point I am tDying to make, having said that, is not to be overly critical andcondemnatory of the Government just because it is the Government. I want to bring theattention of the House, albeit in a limited way - I know its attention span is not great - tothe fact that the Estimates scrutinising process is deficient. I recommend that we find away to change the procedure for the good of the House and for the good of ourparliamentary institution. However, the process should still enable people to make their
political points. I am not so naive as to want to exclude politics. People should still beallowed to air their policy, personal and political differences, but at the same time bring
their eye back to the main game which is the scrutiny of the way taxpayers' dollars arespent. The royal commission outlined how some of that could be done and the
Commission on Government outlined further how some of that could be done.
Parliament should wake up to itself and deal with some of these issues.
Question put and passed.
[See papers Nos 542(a) and (b).]

MOTION - ESTIMATES COMMITTEE B REPORT BE ADOPTED
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Strickland): The question is -

That the report of Estimates Committee B be'adopted.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of th 'e Opposition) [5.23 pm]: I refer to
the discussion that took place during examination of the Disability Services' budget,
particularly the discussion on respite services. I am pleased that the Minister is here this
evening. I raise a matter concerning the Mildred Creak Centre and the future of respite
services there. A meeting was held on 18 September, organised by the Hillview Autistic
Society. Given that the Mildred Creak centre is on the Hilview site and in my electorate
I was invited to attend that meeting. An opportunity now exists for me to pass on to the
Minister some of the issues raised there.
Before doing that I will describe the developmental disability we call autism. It is a very
serious disability which affects people's ability to communicate, their perception within
their environment, how they make sense of the whole world around them and their ability
to form relationships with other people.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Are you going to relate this to the Estimates Committee? The motion is
whether we adopt the committee's report.
Dr GALLOP: The committee included a wide ranging discussion of respite and
disability services. Intellectual handicap is present in more than 75 per cent of people
with autism. Many aspects are involved in this condition such as abnormal sleep patterns
and aversive responses to food outside a restrictive range. Those problems can result in
difficulties with meals and, consequently, challenging behaviours. All in all, children
with autism have very special requirements. Residential respite options are crucial to the
parents of autistic children. Respite services have been the subject of a tremendous
amount of discussion in both the general Budget debate and also quite specifically in the
Estimates Committee.
The meeting organised, by the Hillview Autistic Society was most concerned that the
prospect of contracting out the respite services from Mildred Creak may disadvantage
their children. Members will be aware that in 1992 the services at Mildred Creak were
transferred from the Health Department to the Disability Services Commission with a
commitment to review those services after three years. As a result the Minister set up the
Mildred Creak respite review which reported in June 1995. That review was conducted
by three parents, three non-government service providers, three government service
providers and one project officer. Respite services are one of five services available at
Mildred Creak. The staff involved are 4.2 full time equivalents, 3.9 social trainers and
one-third of a social trainer/supervisor. The overall running costs of the program - the
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food, the power, maintenance, etc - amount to $27 000 a year. Weekend residential
respite is provided for 51 weekends a year and holiday residential respite is provided for
four weeks each year. A holiday daytime program is available for four weeks of the year.
The demand for this program comes from the 119 families who have children with
autism. Those children range from four to 17 years with a mean age of 8.7 years. Thirty-
three families access the respite program. The two messages the parents want to put
across to the Minister on this issue are: First, they believe very strongly in the need for a
specialised service.

Point of Order
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: Mr Deputy Speaker -

Dr Gallop: You are insulting those people.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not insulting people. I am interested in what the member has
to say, but he has spoken for five minutes on whether the report of Estimates Committee
B be adopted. He has not once referred to the conduct of the Estimates Committee.
Dr Gallop: I have; twice.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: There is an opportunity during the third reading to have a more
general debate. This is not the time for general debate about issues which members may
wish to pluck out of the air, however important they may be.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Although the comments by the Leader of the House are
relevant, I have already indicated that I am taking a broad view of the situation,
considering the one hour constraint on debate. I have already indicated that position, but
I remind members that the question is that the report of the Estimates Committee be
adopted, and it would be helpful if members occasionally referred to the motion.

Debate Resumed
Dr GALLOP: The first point of view that the parents want to put across to the
Government on the issue is that children with autism have social, communicative and
cognitive deficits which limit and interfere with their ability to function, and which
require special services. In the past the Minister has met some of the parents, and he will
be aware of their strong views that the very challenging behavioural symptoms of autism
are such that they cannot be categorised in a general area of disability and be treated in
the same way as other disabilities..
Mr Minson: I agree. It is important.
Dr GALLO)P: The second point that the parents wish to emphasise is that the need for
respite is fundamental. They want access to residential and out of home respite in order
for their families to function in the way that we all expect our families to function,
because the behavioural problems associated with autism require respite. Locally based
homelike respite services that are accessible and responsive to the needs of families are
crucial. Also of great importance is the need for consistency of staffing skilled in the
management of autism. With those two general points, the major issues of concern to
parents are the level of services and the type of services. The provision of six beds,
which were reduced from 12 during the 1980s, is now under severe pressure from
increasing demand as the number of children with autism grows. There is difficulty for
those parents in accessing services -

Mr Minson interjected.
Dr GALLOP: The number went from 12 to six in the 1980s. I cannot remember the
exact date but I think it was when the Health Department amalgamated its functions -

Mr Minson: I cannot remember being guilty of it.

Dr GALLOP: The Minister was not guilty. There are now more children with autism but
the amount of services available has not altered for a number of years. Therefore,
pressure is being placed on the existing services. Some parents at that meeting said they
are finding that, when they try to access the various respite services available in the non-
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government sector, on occasions they are knocked back. Some of the non-government
providers say that the children with autism do not slot into the pattern of service that they
offer. Therefore, there is a problem with the level of services.
The second issue is the type of service. The Government is looking to contract outrespite services to the non-government sector. The Minister has indicated that is thegeneral direction. Parents are concerned about the impact this will have on both
accessibility and accountability, because in their dealings with the non-government sector
parents feel that their children sometimes do not get a good crack at some of the facilities
because of the policies that some of the non-government providers have on autism. As to
accountability, the parents' concern is that the contracting out of services will make it
harder for them to have an impact on the type of service delivered.
Mr Minson: You may wish to convey a message to your constituents: First, that anycontracting out - if that is recommended - will remain dedicated to people with autism.
Therefore, the service must stringently fit the requirements of those people. Secondly,
the level of service will be addressed in the next Budget.
Dr GALLOP: That is excellent. I turn to the parents' concerns about the privatisation
process. Parents are concerned that the specialist social trainers may be replaced by
carers. Perhaps the Minister can consider that aspect. Parents are concerned that there
may be a change in the criteria of care from one of specialist to that of general
maintenance. The Minister has indicated that will not be the case. Parents also are
concerned about the possibility of high staff turnovers, with a consequent reduction in the
quality of care as a result of the loss of continuity. Obviously no government department
can offer complete continuity of service from its staff, but the parents are concerned that
that type of continuity should be an important element in any contract let out.
Another issue of importance to the parents is the feeling that the administration placesgreater emphasis on early intervention programs up to five years rather than on respite
generally. They want the Minister to be aware that they want respite to be placed
alongside the early intervention program as an important priority. Having said that, the
parents asked me to indicate to the Minister that when it comes to determining the basic
conditions for any contract, if one is let, they would be very interested and happy to talk
to the Minister and the Government about the issues that should be in the contract, so that
any contract meets the requirements that they consider important. Secondly, they want
the Government to treat the level of services more seriously. The Minister has indicated
that within the next Budget he will be looking at that issue.
Generally speaking, the meeting was of the view that privatisation carried problems, and
if those problems are to be addressed it is crucially important that parents be involved
with the department in determining the criteria to be used for any contract. I am sure
they would be very happy to sit down and go through that issue. To some extent, that has
already been done in the Mildred Creak respite report of June 1995. Appendix 5 to that
document looks at the areas that require safeguarding in any new service provided. First,
it refers to access to services; second, staff who have the knowledge and skills to manage
the person with autism; third, consistency and continuity of service; fourth, the
comnmunication systems which facilitate the development of confidence and trust; fifth,
the service provider's ability to meet each child's individual needs; sixth, booking must
be managed by the unit; seventh, affordability of service; and, eighth, the service
provider resources to meet the needs of children with autism. In other words, the service
provider will provide the resources to meet the special needs of the children.
I very much appreciate the opportunity to be able to pass on the concerns of parents
during this debate on the Estimates Committee report. The parents would very much
appreciate the Minister's serious consideration of the issues they have raised.
Mr Minson: The Mildred Creak respite report is currently with the board. The report hasnot been endorsed by the board but that should occur in the next week. Any action taken
will commence in the middle of October, in conjunction with the parents.
Dr GALLOP: I thank the Minister very much.
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MS WARNOCK (Perth) [5.39 pm]: Mr Deputy Speaker, you will be pleased to know
that I intend to address the conduct of the Estimates Committees' hearings. I attended the
hearings both as a questioner - if I can put it that way - and as a chairperson. It was a
process I found extremely interesting. I hope that I managed to carry out my duties
fairly. Some members on'this side of the Chamber were a little stroppy about some
matters which I had to draw to their attention from time to time. Perhaps that shows that
one was seeking to keep the process as fair as possible. However, I agree with my
colleague, the member for Pilbara, about certain matters. I felt a lot of the time that the
Minister, the Parliamentary Secretary and the head of the department were not being put
under as much pressure as one would have hoped. After all, this extremely important
matter addresses the spending of large chunks of taxpayers' money. The view of people
outside Parliament is that it is an opportunity for some pressure to be put on the
Government of the day to account for the way in which money is being spent. I have
addressed this point to both the Leader of the House and the Opposition Leader of the
House. I simply want to make these points for the Hansard record.
I wrote to the Leader of the House and the Opposition Leader of the House about the
allocation of time in the Estimates Committee, which is of particular concern to me. I
have attended three committee hearings in three years. Because of my own interests,
parliamentary responsibilities, and professional interests, I am particularly interested in
Estimates Committee hearings concerning the arts. I asked the Leader of the House and
the Opposition Leader of the House to consider rearranging the Estimates Committee
hearings next year so that more time will be allowed for this portfolio. Last year there
was an unholy rush towards the end of the one hour allocated to try to fit in a reasonable
amount of questions. In my case it is art, but anybody who is interested in a subject and
has spent time working on it will have questions for the person in charge of that area,
whether the Minister, Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister or the head of
the department, who is the executive who heads up that portfolio. Both this year and last
year we had the spectacle of several members frantically trying to get the call, rushing
towards the end of the hour. The Arts portfolio budget is something 1like $58m in six
large and important divisions, which include the Department for the Arts, the Art Gallery
of Western Australia, the Library Board of Western Australia, the Perth Theatre Trust,
Screen West and the Western Australian Museum. These divisions involve the spending
of a fair bit of taxpayers' money about which members on both sides of the Estimates
Committee wished to ask questions of the people in charge of those portfolios. Quite
frankly, at the end of the hour there remained a vast pile of questions. I got through less
than 10 per cent of my questions, the rest of which I put on notice. Like my colleague,
the member for Pilbara, I believe my job on that occasion was to examine in careful
detail the people who are in charge of those portfolios. It seems to me more satisfactory
if we can ask questions through the open way in which the Estimates Committees are
arranged rather than later put them on notice. I was extremely frustrated at the end of the
hour, as were other people on that committee, because questions had not been answered.
I felt it was a waste of time frankly for very well paid chief executives to spend most of
the day sitting and waiting to be questioned on a subject, and then going away without
contributing in any way to the Estimates Committee hearings because the time had
expired. In comparison to the arts, I chaired a one hour session on a division concerning
government employees' housing, the budget for which was something like $19m. It was
over in half an hour, because very few questions were asked.
Mr Prince: To be fair I turned up with the whole executive of Homeswest, and they did
not have to be there.
Ms WARNOCK: I make no criticism of the Minister. I imagine he did not organise the
Estimates Committee. He was there the entire time. I feel we might have allocated the
time in a better way.
Mr Prince: Some time was spent on asking Homeswest about its budget, which is
Commonwealth consolidated fund money.
Ms WARNOCK: That is true, and I understand it is not included in the estimates.
However, if several sessions finish early, which is most regrettable if the idea is to put the
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Government under pressure, the timetable needs to be rearranged. As somebody who is
interested in the arts, both privately and professionally, I believe we are selling the arts
short. People involved in the field said to me later that they were surprised they had not
been asked a question. I answered, "We did not have time to ask you a question. You
will not get off lightly, because they will be on notice." During the Estimates Committee
hearings the questions could be asked. It is a public forum. We could have involved
ourselves in some vigorous debate about government spending. In my letters to the
leaders of both sides of the House I wrote that perhaps we might give this matter more
serious consideration when the Estimates Committees are organised for next year.
In general I find the process extremely interesting, but I would lie to see more pressure
put on the people who answer the questions. Like my colleague, the member for Pilbara,
I feel there is some dissatisfaction. Although one does not want to be churlish about
people who are doing their best to fill in for a Minister, if the Minister is in another
House, it is pretty pointless asking complicated questions of somebody who does not
have full time responsibility for that portfolio. My colleague, the member for Pilbara,
has suggested a joint House sitting of the Estimates Committee. He knows more about
parliamentary procedure than I do. Perhaps that is a way we could go.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [5.49 pm]: Estimates Committee B contained the Health
budget. The Minister for Health made claims prior to the Health budget coming down
about changes to the patient assisted travel scheme and the impact it would have on the
budget. In considering the committee's report, it is important to bear in mind the
decisions made and the effect of them on the public, particularly people in the north west
of the State. This is because in the debate on the PAT scheme, lies have been told,
Parliament has been misled, people have been misrepresented, and the accountability
processes of this State have been rorted. On 25 April this year the Minister for Health
responded to an Opposition press release in which the Opposition announced the changes
that the Government was to make to the PAT scheme. It did that in the context of a
Budget which raised in excess of $1 b in new charges and taxes, although they were not
called charges and taxes: They just fell into that little loophole. In the first paragraph of
his press release, the Minister launches into an attack on the Opposition Health
spokesman, the member for Victoria Park, for living in the city. The Minister for Health
is also guilty of that crime. That was the pot calling the kettle black.
The second paragraph of the press release states -

"Particularly when strong support for the changes came from country-based
groups and one of his colleagues is also on record as supporting the majority of
the proposed changes," Mr Kierath said.

I am not allowed to say that that is an out and out lie, but that is as close to it as a
Minister of the Crown can get in this Chamber without having action taken against him.
In one of the debates, when the Minister was doing his Neville Chamberlain
impersonation and waving around the documents which showed that Hon Kim Chance
supported his changes to the PATS, he was caught. I raised a point of order and required
him to table those documents. Those documents showed the exact opposite. No action
was taken by the House. Had an opposition member been involved, I suspect that
something could have, and would have, been done very rapidly. However, the House
took no action. To this day, the Minister perpetuates the myth that Hon Kim Chance
supports his view.
In the body of the press release, the Minister says that specialist medical services in rural
areas would in fact - not in ideology, or in anything else, but in fact -

be boosted from July 1995 by an extra $1l.5m in savings accrued from changes to
PATS.

That would be the second closest thing to an outright lie that we could hear from a
Minister. I asked nearly 400 questions on notice which I anm told cost over $7 000 and
the answers demonstrate that fact. "Inside Cover" in The West Australian does not like it,
but the reality is that the Minister did not tell the truth when he said that $1.5m would be
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used to boost specialist services in country areas. If he did, it does not show up in the
Budget and it did not show up in the Estimates Committee. It did not show up in his
answers to parliamentary questions. It might have arisen somewhere else, but it did not
appear "in fact" as the Minister said. There is no fact to substantiate the Minister's view.

A little further on, the press release describes PATS. It states that the Minister said that
the "money would be saved by setting a fairer level for some payments which were too
generous".
The Minister has not been prepared to repeat that statement because, quite simply, they
were not too generous. The Minister has returned the payments to the 1990 level when
his colleagues and I lobbied the then Labor Government for substantial increases. They
were not too generous in 1990 and they are not too generous in 1995.

The press release then outlines the changes. Buried away towards the end of the press
release the Minister says -

The Government accepted the changes only on the basis that all savings would be
identified and set aside to improve specialist services in country areas.

To this day, the Health Department cannot tell me what specialist services will be
improved in my electorate. Notwithstanding undertakings by the Minister in Parliament
that they would be defined within two months, the Minister has been unable to do that.
He either cannot or will not do that.

This has gone on, and it has been packaged up as a change which is beneficial to country
people. When the Minister realised that he was in the manure in the bush, he set about
changing and modifying his rhetoric, as the Minister for Health often does. There was an
example of that today in relation to the asbestos issue. When we have a go at the
Minister about a policy issue, he goes back to WA Inc as the first excuse. The second
thing he does is launch a personal attack on the person who has had a go at him. The
third thing he says is that we do not have our facts quite right. On this issue, I have my
facts exactly right.
Mr Kieruth: You are wrong, as you usually are. You tried to scare people at the
weekend.

Mr GRAHAM: All the Minister has to do to show me that I was wrong is show me the

press release in which he announced that he was going to change the system before I
found out in Parliament. He should produce that.

Mr Kierath: It has been known for 12 months.

Mr GRAHAM: It was being done in secret and no-one knew about it until I found out
about it in Parliament.
Mr Lewis: I knew about it.

Mr GRAHAM: Did the Minister publicly announce it?

Mr Kierath: No, it was not my job.

Mr GRAHAM: That is exactly the point that I made on Sunday and the Minister is now
calling me a fibber.

Mr Kierath: No, what you told them on Sunday related to the basis of compensation. I
spoke to people afterwards and they apologised.

Mr GRAHAM: Who apologised?

Mr Kierath: Robert apologised for what you had said.

Mr GRAHAM: I will ring Robert and we will deal with this after the dinner break. I wil
ring him over the dinner break and we will find out whether the Minister is lying again.-

Withdrawal of Remark

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member knows that he cannot use such language
which impugns the Minister. I ask him to withdraw.
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Mr GRAHAM: Mr Deputy Speaker, if you ask me to withdraw, I will withdraw, but Iput this to you -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The practice is that the withdrawal is unconditionaland it cannot be debated. The member has withdrawn his comments.
Debate Resumed

Mr GRAHAM: I am primarily concerned about PATS in this debate, but I will fix theother matter over the dinner break. On Anzac Day, the Minister said -
The changes are fair and reasonable and they will enable us to reduce the annual$7 million cost, ensure the scheme continues and help provide better health
services in country areas.

The Government's aim was clear: It was to reduce the cost. The only cost of PATSinvolves the benefits which are paid to patients, apart from that bit which contains thevisiting specialist scheme which, when he issued his press release, the Minister did notknow existed. He went on to make a trite point about wide ranging consultation inchanges to PATS. Again, he perpetuated the myth that Hon Kim Chance supported hischanges.
I want to refer briefly to consultation. The member for Ashburton made a very goodspeech in this place in which he said that he had spoken to every group which claims tohave been consulted, but not one agreed that it had been consulted. They were told thatthe Minister was considering these matters. With regard to the consultations which theMinister purported to have carried out, there are no representatives of the north west ofthis State on the Country Hospitals Board.
Mr Kierath: Can I just say to you -
Mr GRAHAM: The Minister cannot say anything to me. I get ruled out of orderwhenever he does that, so I will not listen to the Minister any more. There is norepresentation from the north west of the State on the Country Hospitals Board. I couldnot give a tinker's cuss for the views of that loony woman who runs around saying,"We've got to change the system for the good of the country hospitals." There are peoplein the north west who use PATS because it is the only system available to them. It is notopen to her to advocate changes for those people.
The regional development council denies that it ever considered in detail any of theseevents, as does the ministerial health committee's member, Hon Kim Chance who, as weremember the papers show, did not support the Governmen The rural health group doesnot support that either. What has all this been about? The Minister was given someadvice. I have no doubt about that and, as I have said before, I like to give him thebenefit of the doubt because sometimes he might be right. However, this is not one ofthose occasions. He was given some advice and had discussions with people about thethings that they think are happening in PATS. The great tragedy with this Minister is thathe is the first Minister since PATS began who ever took any notice of these ratbags.

Siting suspended fromn 6.00 to 7.30 pm
Mr GRAHAM: The Minister for Health, in his changes to PATS, has not been able tosupport any of the initial changes that he has made. The people who have objected tothis - in some cases toprt of the proposal and in others to the entire proposal - includethe member for Dianella, the member for Collie, the member for Geraldton, the memberfor Roe and that hoary old chestnut, the National Party conference. The latest person toappear in the public debate opposing the PATS changes is the Minister for LocalGovernment, Paul Omodei. On 16 September he is quoted in The West Australian assaying that he had written to Cabinet colleague, Graham Kierath, pleading the case forcountry people affected by changes to PATS. The arguments that the Minister for LocalGovernment put forward to the Minister for Health in support of changing the systemwere identical to the arguments that I put to the Minister. The Minister's response to mewas to put out a press release in my electorate telling the residents of the Pilbara that Iwas telling lies about the scheme. That being the case, it then follows that the Minister
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for Local Government must be telling the same lies, because his arguments are identical
to mine.
I said that the Minister could solve the problem of PATS quite simply; that is, if there is a
need to allocate money for increased specialist services in country areas he should make
a Cabinet submission for additional funds and use those funds to fix the problem. That is
what the Labor Government did in 1990 when it solved most of the problems in relation
to PATS. We know from responses to parliamentary questions that the Minister for
Health did not do that; he did not even consider that course of action.

The Minister now says that his aim is to improve health services in the regions, not in the
city. However, we also know from answers to parliamentary questions that I have
asked - about 400 - that the Minister has no idea what he will do, notwithstanding the fact
that he gave a rock solid undertaking that these things would be in place by July this year,
and it is now almost October.

I now wish to quote from an unsolicited letter that I received from a medical practitioner
in Tom Price. The letter states -

Dear Mr Graham,
I have recently written to the Minister for Health asking for special dispensation
for Tom Price/Paraburdoo in regards to the Patients Assisted Travel Scheme. I
would value your assistance in lobbying the Minister with me for change. As you
know PATS is highly controversial already in many aspects and restricts greatly
the access of people to health care.

I need go no further, but I will. A medical practitioner in Tom Price is saying exactly
what I have been saying to the Minister for Health about PATS. More and more
members opposite - including the National Party members who strongly support their
party policy and who voted on this at their conference - agree with me rather than with
the Minister that he does not need to change the scheme again to fix up the mess that he
has made.
We talk about where we should go and in her letter this doctor points out to me the
difficulties that people are facing in the regions. The Minister is incapable of
understanding that even if he provides Port Hedland with the best specialist medical
services in the State - everything that is available in Perth - some of my constituents
would still have to get to Port Hedland to avail themselves of the scheme. Some of them
are 1 000 or 1 500 kilometres away from the services.

There are two elements to this argument. The first is whether the Minister will improve
services, and the evidence is that he will not. There is no extra allocation of funds and
the Minister has made no attempt to get those funds. In fact, he has reduced the benefits
to the level that existed five years ago when they were increased by the previous Labor
Government. The Minister has made no attempt to understand the problem let alone to
deal with it. Because it is not a city problem this issue has not been given the serious
consideration it deserves. If the scheme applied to metropolitan Perth the Minister's
actions would be a front page story and a major scandal. There is no way that this
Minister's actions can be properly scrutinised. There can be limited scrutiny within the
Estimates Committee process, but the Minister was not able to substantiate any of the
points that he has made in Parliament in answer to questions and he has not been able to
substantiate any reason for the changes. The amount of money allocated to the scheme
indicates no blowout in the past five or six years. Also every year more people are using
the scheme for less money. The last, and probably most telling, point is that money used
in the PAT scheme to transport patients to medical services is being used to purchase
specialist medical equipment for hospitals in the bush. I understand those funds were
previously allocated under capital works budgets and the operating budgets of the various
hospitals. That PATS money is being used to purchase specialist equipment, and that in
itself is criminal. I have asked the Minister through parliamentary questions to provide
information on the amount of money spent each year on purchasing capital equipment,
and he is unable or unwilling to provide that information.
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DR WATSON (Kenwick) [7.41 pm]: I shall make some points about issues pertainingto women, and indicate how disappointed I was to return from Beijing and learn that notime had been set aside in the Estimates Committees to debate the budget for the Officeof Women's Intereszs. This evening I shall raise issues relating to women's health. Goodhealth and health care are basic human tights. At Beijing women's health was
considered to be one of the 11 priorities of equal value that were assigned to the UN draftplan of action. Although many of the issues were agreed upon, some needed to bedebated and many countries had to compromise on them. That relates particularly toaspects of maternal, sexual and reproductive health. There is no mention in the Budget
papers of women's health, apart from the early detection of cancer. Of course, thatshould be included. I congratulate the Government on expanding services for the earlydetection of breast and cervical cancer. However, there is no other reference to women'shealth as an issue in the Budget papers, apart from a halfhearted reference to postnatal
depression, and a halfhearted approach to issues of young women and sexuality. There isno mention in the public health trends about unwanted pregnancy. There are no publichealth programs to deal with this issue, despite the findings of the Western Australian
Research Institute on Child Health that 20 per cent of 15 year olds are sexually active.
I now refer to issues relating to reproductive health, issues which were discussed verythoroughly at Beijing. Reproductive issues and rights must be recognised as a criticalpart of overall general health and a key element of health care and health status duringadolescence and adulthood. Women, of course, bear the greatest burden of reproductivehealth problems, and are always at some risk of complications during pregnancy andchildbirth. Women deal with unwanted pregnancy; deal with and suffer theconsequences of unsafe abortions; bear most of the burden of contraception; and aremore exposed to contracting and suffering from the effects of sexually transmitted
diseases. More than one-third of all healthy life is lost in adult women due toreproductive disease of one sort or another. Each year throughout the world 20 millionunsafe abortions are performed, and 70 000 women die as a consequence. Of course,millions more suffer lasting consequences to their fertility or health. Young womenaround the world are most vulnerable and programs for them to prevent unwanted andunplanned pregnancy are needed urgently. Unsafe abortion is a major public healthissue, and there is a clear indication of unmet needs for contraception in WesternAustralia. I point to a case reported in a Midland newspaper while I was overseas andwhich was brought to my attention. I was surprised that it was not reported in themainstream Press, but in the Echo of 10 September under the headline "Midland abortion
case to challenge controversial law" it stated -

A legal test case is looming, after a Midland woman was charged with procuring
an abortion for a 14 year-old girl, recently. The woman, who is not related to the
girl and cannot be named so as to protect the juvenile's identy, was charged by
the Midiand CIB following a complaint from the girl's father, who was not
informed of the abortion plans.
The preliminary hearing is set for September 19 in the Midland Court of Petty
Sessions.
The complaint was laid after the girl became pregnant to a 15 year-old boy.

It is a tragedy in anybody's terms. Two children are involved, a 14 year old girl and a 15
year old boy. The boy's mother approached the Zera Medical Centre on the girl's behalf
to make an appointment for an abortion. The girl's father laid a charge under section 199
of the Criminal Code. This is my point: These sorts of necessary services are hindered
by three outdated, outmoded and useless sections of the Criminal Code.
Mrs Parker: Are you suggesting that a 14 year old girl should be able to access an
abortion without her father's permission?
Dr WATSON: Yes, I am. I am taling about reproductive rights as the right of thewoman to exercise. I understand there are many people in the community and many
members of Parliament who do not fully understand the position relating to abortion in
Western Australia. Sections 199, 200 and 201 of the Criminal Code outlaw abortion,
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which should be available to all women who exercise their choice to seek it. Section 199
states that any person who with intent procures the miscarriage of a women is liable to
imprisonment for 14 years. A women who has an abortion is liable to imprisonment for
seven years. Clearly, this is archaic. The reason I support choice is that as a young
student nurse I cared for women who had sought illegal and unsafe abortions throughout
the 1950s and 1960s. Two of the girls 1 nursed who were the same age as me died, the
first at Royal Perth Hospital when I was 17 and a half years old, and the other at the
London Hospital in Whitechapel when I was 24 years old. That had a tremendous impact
because, if abortion had been legal and safe, they would have been able to make a choice
about the services they accessed.

Furthermore, the Health budget should be providing funding for information services,
contraception services and education of the community so that people can access that
information. We know in the Netherlands, where abortion was decriminalised many
years ago, the incidence of abortion per annum has dropped, as has the incidence of
unplanned and unwanted pregnancy. Women are able to exercise choice about
contraception, to have safe contraception and information about the choices for
themselves and, where contraception fails or where they have not been able to access a
clinic for whatever reason, abortion will be provided if that is the choice. Nobody is
saying that this is the answer to unplanned pregnancy; it is one answer that depends on
whether the woman makes that choice. We cannot allow to continue the present situation
where people are at risk of going to court, being charged under the Criminal Code and
then being imprisoned as the so-called procurer or, in the case of the doctor, of 14 years -

Mr Pendal: Can you tell us the last time that happened?

Dr WATSON: I can.
Mr Pendal: And more is the pity.

Dr WATSON: This woman was charged and a very wise magistrate who should be
congratulated found there was no case to be heard; that making a telephone call for an
appointment could not be seen as procurement.. As far as I can establish, the last case of
a person being charged for procurement was in 1935. A woman was charged but no
conviction was recorded. The last conviction for procurement in a higher judge's court
in Western Australia was in 1931. Since then a number of charges have been laid with
committals and convictions, and I can provide the member with a chart of those.

Mr Pendal: If it is true, what was done about contraception?

Dr WATSON: Contraception can fail. The pill, which is probably the safest
contraception, can fail.

Mr Pendal: Beyond that, perhaps it is the woman's responsibility to be safe.

Dr WATSON: I understand some of my colleagues on this side differ with me and some
of the colleagues of the member for South Perth would differ with him. We should be
examining this issue in this House. Since my arrival in this place in 1986 we have not
had a debate on abortion. The Criminal Code should be amended to withdraw those thme
offending sections.
There are two freestanding clinics. The doctors who operate those clinics are unable to
train people to provide services. Neither women in the country nor those from migrant
communities can access those services. Reproductive health is part of general health and
it is acknowledged that general health is a right. Women bear these burdens and should
not be further burdened by these outdated, outmoded sections of the Criminal Code.
Abortion should be decriminalised, with funding being provided for counselling services,
information and education.

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [7.54 pm]: In the few seconds
that remain, I take this opportunity to thank all members of the House both for their
comments this evening and for their participation in the Estimates Committees. I also
thank the Chairman of Committees, who is not here at the moment, and other members
who chaired the commidttees during the proceedings. From my observations, I thought
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the Estimates Committees performed well and probably ran mome smoothly than has beenthe case in previous years. I accept many of the comments made, and there is alwaysroom for improvement. The member for Perth made the point about the Arts portfolio,
and I will look into that.
I also take this opportunity to thank the officers of the House for their effort in organisingthe Estimates Committees. It is not simple to organise two Estimates Committees atonce. I thank Kevin Humnfrey from parliamentary services, who had the fairly difficulttask of coordinating the availability of Ministers and opposition spokesmen. Once again,I thank all members and I can assure them that the comments made will be taken intoaccount in the organisation of the Estimates Committees next year.
Question put and passed.
[See papers Nos 543(a) and (b).]

PERSONAL EXPLANATION - MEMBER FOR PILBARA
Statements Misrepresented by Minister for Health

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [7.55 pm] - by leave: In the debate prior to the dinnersuspension theme was an exchange across the Chamber between the Minister for Healthand me regarding statements attributed to me in the Press on Monday resulting from thepicnic of the Asbestosis Diseases Society. The Minister said to the House that he hadspoken to people as a consequence of the comments that I made. I might add, thecomments I made were simply to read the answer to a parliamentary question that theMinister provided to me in May. The Minister sought to create the impression thatpeople had rung him and had apologised for my behaviour.
I have two things to say about that as a consequence of telephone calls I made. Itelephoned the people whom the Minister named as being those who had spoken to me. Iascertained that they did not ring him; he rang them. It was not done via his staff. Hepicked up his ministerial telephone and rang these people to whom he referred. It wasnot organised via a staff member or a secondary discussion; the Minister rang thesepeople and obtained comments from them. During the dinner suspension I spoke to theperson whom the Minister named, Robert Vojacovich, as having apologised for what Ihad said. He told me that it was not the case that he apologised to the Minister foranything I had said. The Minister has misrepresented a conversation on behalf of RobertVojakovich that the Minister instigated, and quite clearly has misrepresented my view in
the Parliament.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1)
Third Reading

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [7.57 pm]: I move -
That the Bill be now read athird time.

MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [7.58 pm]: We are debating the third reading of the Budget
Bill.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before the member commences, it is very difficult to determineprecisely what can be said during the third reading stage. I can do no more than requestmembers to be what is generally interpreted as restrained in their speech during the thirdreading stage, as compared with those made during the second reading stage.
Mr CATANIA: I will endeavour to do that. My speech will concentrate on a number ofissues in the police area which is of special interest to me and will refer to a number ofcomments which were dealt with during the Estimates Committee. I Will highlight thetransfer to the Transport budget of $123m for the licensing division, which in past yearshas fallen within the Police budget. In that transfer, the item and division allotted wasnot taken out of the budget, and although it was included in the budget of the Minister forPolice in the summary of divisions, it could not be scrutinised by members of thecommittee. The Government made a serious mistake in not allowing members to
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scrutinise, in effect, 25 per cent of the Police budget - that is, $123m. Neither the
members of the Government who might have an interest in that nor members of the
Opposition were able to scrutinise the expenditure of $123m. The Estimates Committee
process should cater more for the demands of opposition members because they do not
have access to this information. That failure by the Government to allow for scrutiny of
that $123m item is unaccetapble, and it highlights the arrogance of the Government. It
states that item will not be part of the Police budget, and the Minister for Police will not
take any responsibility for it. It is now part of the transport division; however, it is not
shown in the transport allocation and members cannot scrutinise itin that area. The
Minister for Police would not take responsibility for that item of expenditure and the
Minister for Transport did not have to.

Mr Wiese interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! If the member on his feet does not wish to take a lengthy
interjection that is his right.
Mr CATANIA: I will not take a lengthy interjection, because I do not have the time.

The Minister is on the record as stating that he could take responsibility after the end of
August, and he would answer questions only on what he knew about the subject. That
was not taking responsibility. That was saying, "Well, I know something about it, even
though it is not my responsibility, but I am asking you to pass this item. If members pass
this item they can, but it is not my responsibility."

That is an important statement by the Minister. It bears out the arrogance and callous
nature of this deception, because up to 70 jobs could be lost in the process of that shift.
Once the Department of Transport rationalises its staff, the information I have from
people who are directly involved is that 68 to 70 jobs will be lost in the process. That is a
significant number of jobs. People employed in the vehicle licensing area are concerned
because they have homes, careers and families to look after, and at the moment they do
not know where they are going. To hide that transfer in the budget process so it is not
scrutinised is a very callous act.

Another area that I would like to deal with relates to whether the Government will carry
out its election promise that Western Australia would have an extra 800 police in this
Government's term. During the Budget estimates we were told that retirements from the
Police Force were occurring at the rate of 15 a month on average; that is 180 during the
year. The recruiting process that the Government has put into place will yield only half
the number that the Government has promised. The retirements from the Police Force
are higher than they have been at any other time during police history. It may be that
some officers should retire, but 180 retirements during the year is a high number, and the
recruitment will not replace the number of retirees as well as provide the 800 new
officers that have been promised. If the Government were honest, it would say that it
will not reach that figure of 800, but it will endeavour to do so.

I asked questions on the allocation of the funds requested by the Auditor General to
ensure that the communications area was properly managed and that the proper processes
were set in place. The communications system is the public's front line of contact with
the police. The Minister's response was that an allocation of funds was addressing the
concerns expressed by the Auditor General. The supplementary answer that I received
from the Minister does not demonstrate this at all. I asked whether the concerns
expressed by the Auditor General had been met. The Minister advised that $225 000 had
been allocated for air-conditioning and minor works.

Mr Wiese: Be honest! It was also for the new telephone numbers.

Mr CATANIA: And a new telephone number. The Auditor General expressed a number
of concerns about the police response time. He recommended that the system and
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$225 000 is to upgrade air-conditioning, not to upgrade equipment in the
communications area to make it more efficient and responsive to people contacting the
police. The Minister is not going down the right trail.
I refer now to workplace agreements for police. During the past year, since the newrecruitment drive has been undertaken by police, recruits have been given no option -
they either sign workplace agreements or they are not employed by the police and cannot
enter the academy. That is intimidation at the highest level: If they do not sign, they donot get a job. I am surprised that the Commissioner of Workplace Agreements has notrejected that practice out of hand, because it is intimidation. The Opposition thought that
the workplace agreements legislation proscribed that practice. When questioned, neither
the Minister nor the Commissioner of Police knew what cost advantages would be
obtained through workplace agreements.
Workplace agreements were an ideological suggestion by this Government which the
Commissioner of Police accepted and put into place blindly, and when the commissionerwas asked what was the process, what would it cost and was it a cost advantage, theanswer was not forthcoming. In fact, this week we received as supplementary
information the obscure answer that the Government expects that it will get aproductivity increase of 15 per cent because workplace agreements will make the police
flexible and allow a better rostering system. Does the Minister for Police think that will
give the Government a cost advantage in the end?
Mr Bloffwitch: I think a 15 per cent increase for productivity will certainly give us an
advantage.
Mr CATANIA: How will the Minister measure a 15 per cent productivity increase? The
answer states -

Mr Wiese inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order, Minister!
Mr CATANIA: The answer states that it is projected that a productivity equivalent of
15 per cent will be achieved. How will the Government measure that?
Mr Wiese: I tried to tell you, but Mr Speaker stopped me.
The SPEAKER: Thank you very much!
Mr CATANIA: It is not easily measured, and I think the Government is misleading the
public. The Minister for Police intimidated those recruits into signing these contracts
because they were given no choice; if they did not sign the workplace agreement, they
could not get into the Police Academy to under-take training to be part of the police
service.
Another area of concern is that it was admitted during the Estimates Committee process
that the fraud squad in Western Australia is in some cases years behind in its
investigations. There is no evidence that the Government is providing additional
resources to the fraud squad and that the police service is concentrating on the increasing
need for specialised officers to be recruited to deal with the increasing incidence of fraud
in our society. We have seen that the police service is contemplating using the services
of private consultants to conduct investigations into the Argyle Diamonds matter.
[The member's time expired.]
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [8.14 pm]: I wish to discuss the Budget process and what
is as much a sin of omission as it is a sin of commission; that is, the lack of accountability
of the energy utilities to this Parliament and, in particular, the way in which the Minister
for Energy has discharged his responsibilities under the legislation regarding
accountability. The Estimates Committee is a process by which the Parliament is able to
monitor the Budget and ensure there is accountability within the public sector. The
various departments that are funded through the consolidated fund have to place
documentation before the Parliament, through the Estimates Committees, in the form of
Program Statements, and amounts as small as thousands of dollars are able to be
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scrutinised. Heads of departments and Ministers are able to be questioned by members
of Parliament duing the Estimates Committees and the Parliament is able to satisfy itself
that the appropriation Bill is worthy of approval. I think everyone would agree that the
Estimates Committee process is a vast improvement on the process that preceded it,
where the Budget was debated in a Committee of the Whole House and the debate was
on the subject matter of the clause that was being considered but did not scrutinise the
Budget. I have said in this House on a number of occasions that the energy utilities in
particular, and the same comment could be made about utilities such as the Water
Authority, should be subject to a similar form of accountability. I quoted the Minister in
an earlier capacity when he made'a similar comment, but he then said that he no longer
stood by and agreed with those comments.
Mr C.J. Barnett: When did I say that?
Mr THOMAS: The Minister said that he was then a rash young parliamentarian but he
has matured and the views that he expressed on that previous occasion were no longer
his. I am paraphrasing what the Minister said.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Other than that the nature of the energy utilities has changed
fundamentally, with which I think you would agree.
Mr THOMAS: The nature of the energy utilities has certainly changed markedly, but
nonetheless they still provide energy to the community at large; their operations still tie
up an enormous amount of public funds; and, above all, they still have considerable debts
in the order of $3.5b, which ultimately must be paid by the people of Western Australia
by one form or another, and the Parliament has a responsibility to ensure that that is done
properly. The legislation as it applies to the Budget and also the legislation which
constitutes the energy utilities does not provide the same degree of accountability for
these utilities as it does for the consolidated fund departments. The Minister may say, in
defence of the Government's position, that the Acts which constitute the two energy
utilities have a section which outlines the provisions for accountability. However, that is
not working at present. The Electricity Corporation Act and Gas Corporation Act each
provide for strategic development plans and statements of corporate intent and set out in
some detail the matters which should be addressed by those statements. In some ways,
those subjects are addressed in the Estimates Committees where members of this House
are able to ask the Minister and the heads of department questions about the operations of
their organisations and the way in which moneys are expended. The energy Statutes
provide that those documents shall be prepared two months before the end of the
financial year to which they relate and be tabled in the Parliament to provide a degree of
accountability. It is now the last week of September and we are yet to see in this House
the statements of corporate intent of the energy utilities. I am at a loss to understand how
that can be.
When I have raised this matter before, the Minister has said-that a few matters needed to
be ironed out. We are three months into the financial year for which the statment of
corporate intent and the other documents will relate; however, we are yet to see them in
this House. These organisations have a turnover of hundreds of millions of dollars, with
accumulated debts of $3.5m. They are probably among the most important areas of
public administration this Parliament must oversee. Even if those documents were before
us, the process still would not be adequate because members do not have the opportunity
in the way they do in Estimates Committees to ask the Minister or the officers questions
about the operations that presumably will be outlined in the statement of corporate intent
and similar documents when we see them. Nonetheless, it would go some way towards
satisfying the requirements of accountability if those document were before us.
I have said in the broad why those documents should be before us. In particular, the
performance of this Minister and the way he has handled his portfolio suggests that there
is a great need for this Parliament to insist upon all the powers of accountability it has in
relation to this portfolio. On three occasions while this Minister has been responsible for
the operation of the energy utilities and the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia which preceded them, arrangements have been entered into for new generating
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capacity to be added to the State's energy system without going to tender and without the
normal provisions of accountability we would expect when a state instrumentality
acquires new goods or services. The legislation under which the energy utilities now
operate provides that procedures will be entered into; however, they were not used on the
three occasions on which new generating capacity was acquired by Western Power and
the then State Energy Commission. Those procedures have not been observed either
because they predated the operation of this legislation - nonetheless, they occurred while
the Minister was responsible for the operations; or in the case of the most recent, the
Mission Energy deal, when finally some indication of the price was wrung from the
Minister in this Parliament - although previously he did not know the price himself -
because the total generating capacity was marginally below the threshold level which is
required in the Act for the process of accountability. The Act provides that where
generating capacity is acquired at 3 per cent or more of the total grid, certain processes
must be observed. Those processes were not observed by law in the Mission Energy
deal.
The Minister will say that that was an arrangement where the total generating capacity
entered into was marginally less than the threshold level which was required in this Act.
However, we are talking about sums of money which are measured at the very least in
tens of millions of dollars, and on occasions approach $lb. We are talking about
organisations which have in total some $3.5m in debt. The public of Western Australia is
entitled to know the way in which those utilities are being administered, and we as
members of Parliament have the responsibility to satisfy ourselves that that is being done
properly. Last year the then State Energy Commission entered into an arrangement
without going to tender and transferred to a private organisation at the behest, among
others, presumably, of a prominent member of the Liberal Party, the resource base of a
$70m project. That was a substantial decision and, I suggest, a gross act of impropriety,
of which the Opposition was critical.
Mr C.J. Barnett: What are you suggesting was improper?
Mr THOMAS: I suggest that it is improper to dispose of a valuable state asset without
going to tender.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I assume you were referring to Charles MacKinnon. You implied, or
threw a bit of dirt to suggest, that somehow he was part of the deal. He certainly
introduced the company to me, and the deal developed from there; however, he was not
part of the negotiations with the company.
Mr THOMAS: I did not throw dirt. He was an advocate of the project.
Mr C.J. Barnett: He was involved as a facilitator of the financier of the project. That
deal, which was a good one for the State, was negotiated by the board of Western Power
and Pacific Hydro. I was supportive of that deal, but I was not involved in the
negotiations of it. Perhaps you are not suggesting this, but I want to make sure that if you
are erring even slightly to suggest impropriety for favouring someone who is a prominent
Liberal, you are quite wrong.
Mr THOMAS: We have been through this on a number of occasions and I do not think
we need to go through it again.
Mr CJ. Barnett: You raised it, my friend.
Mr THOMAS: That is right. I suggest that it is improper to dispose of a valuable public
asset without that matter going to tender and without other people having the opportunity
to submit a price. That is a proposition which stands on its own. I have said so outside
this House and Charles MacKinnon took out a libel writ against me, which he
subsequently withdrew. He admitted that he had no case to pursue in that matter, hence,
it has been disposed of.
Mr CJ. Barnett: I think there might be a bit more to that scenario than you know.
Mr THOMAS: Nonetheless, he fled a notice of discontinuance and he backed off on
what he originally alleged was libel. Earlier this same Government entered into a project
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for $500m or $600m for a power station at Collie when there was another reputable
builder of power stations which believed it could construct the same project for some
$50m or $60m less than the price the Government accepted for.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Hang on, don't dodge. Don't forget your Government sacked them.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have wondered for some time whether the member has been
debating a Budget item or a matter that came from the Estimates Committee that was
related to an item in the Budget. I am not sure that is happening at the moment; in fact, I
doubt it. I ask the member in the brief time remaining to adhere to that situation.
Mr THOMAS: I thank you, Mr Speaker, for drawing my attention to that. I did raise this
matter in the Estimates Committee this year and last year, and I will probably raise it
again next year.
Mr Prince interjected.
Mr THOMAS: The Opposition will be in government after that, and I will be the
Minister. When I raised it in the Estimates Committee I said that what we are
considering in this Bill contains not only the expenditure, but also revenue. At page 17
of the Consolidated Fund Estimates is provision for revenue which includes statutory
levies - the Public Authorities (Contributions) Act - and the profits and surpluses of
business undertakings. I draw attention to a projected increase fr-om $23m to $67m in the
profits from business undertakings. I presume that is because the energy utilities will pay
a dividend rather than a levy which was paid under the Public Authorities (Contributions)
Act. That is an important matter which I would like to debate in this Parliament and
discuss with the Minister, and have subject to the same degree of scrutiny as expenditure
under the consolidated fund. However, regrettably, the procedures are not provided for
me to do so.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House).
[Continued on page 8558.]

HIRE-PURCHASE AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council with an amendmnent.

POLICE AMENDMENT BELL
Second Reading

Resumed from 31 August.
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [8.30 pm]: The Opposition has great concern at the
consequences of the Bill. In part, the first paragraph of the Minister's second reading
speech states -

The purpose of this Bill is to provide legislative authority for the Commissioner
of Police, with the approval of the Minister for Police, to enter into contracts for
sponsorship arrangements with the private sector whereby police property can be
used for advertising in return for money, goods and services.

That is very dangerous. The royal commission into police in New South Wales has seen
the propensity of some members of. the Police Force to be easily corrupted by money and
the luxuries that money can bring. Even with all the accountability procedures that might
be put into motion, as the Minister indicated in his second reading speech, and money is
deposited in a trust account and used for the purpose for which a contract is drawn up, the
police will always feel obligated to a company or individual who outlays sponsorship
money and who undertakes a contract with the police department and says, "Here you
are, here is this sum of money. I act as a sponsor for the police, and in turn I want my
name, my company and my brand advertised on police property." That police property
might be cars, the booze bus, a building that is owned by the police, or a suburban or
country police station.

8537



8538 [ASSEMBLY]

Dr Gallop: Even a police uniform.
Mr CATANIA: Yes, even a police uniform. All police property can be used for
advertising. A small sum of money might enable a sponsor to have a small
advertisement. I assume that the companies that advertise on the helicopter that is used
by the police in Perth and the community policing vehicles would receive some
consideration. In effect, some would regard it as favouritism when it comes to dealing
with problems that they may put before the police. The police would place themselves in
a very dangerous situation if they contracted to advertise the name of an individual or
product on police property.
Mr Bradshaw: Do you sponsor Constable Care?
Mr CATANIA: Yes. The member for Wellington raises a good point. Let me
differentiate between sponsorship, Neighbourhood Watch, community police -

Mr Wiese interjected.
Mr CATANIA: Let me tell the Minister why it is dangerous. If we have sponsorship of
community policing, and we were rightly trying to encourage the community, as is the
mission of the police service, to form a partnership to deal with crime -

Mr Wiese: Do you reckon that is new?
Mr CATANIA: No. Because it is not new does not mean that it is not dangerous.
Mr Wiese: It is a lot safer under this Government than under your mob.
Mr CATANIA: Some of the things into which the Government has been delving in the
past couple of months emit a significant odour. That odour would be quite horrendous in
many circumstances. The proposed sale of the Caves area down south does not smell too
good. The Minister should not point the finger too much. Let us hope that he can
manage his own portfolio -
Mr Wiese: That is totally unrelated to the police service.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister has mentioned sponsorship and dealing with certain
moneys. Let us hope that the Minister can manage his portfolio in a way that is above
board. I am trying to impress upon him that he should be very careful and concerned
about doing that. There is concern. A police service is a very important part of a
community. Governments should provide essential services such as education, hospitals,
police and transport. The way in which they provide them should be absolutely
accountable and should not be open to accusations of any form of corruption.
Mr Wiese: What would you consider to be proper accountability? It is important that
you inform the House.
Mr CATANIA: In his second reading speech, the Minister mentioned the accountability
process whereby money is placed in a trust account controlled by the Minister. The
Minister gives the Commissioner of Police authority to spend, does he not?
Mr Wiese: Yes.
Mr CATANIA: In effect, the money is controlled by the Minister for Police. I do not
dispute that;~ do not get me wrong. There is an accountability mechanism by which it can
be controlled. We must remember that the first paragraph of the Minister's speech
referred to advertising in return for money, goods and services. The money can be put
into a trust account and controlled by an accountable process. Goods and services are
less quantifiable and less able to be controlled through the accountability process.
Whatever process the Minister adopts to ensure accountability, it can easily be put aside
when it comes to advertising. One cannot put services into a trust account, and that is
where the problem lies. The Minister is drawing up a contract which supplies the police
service with a service. It is not quantifiable, and therefore it is very difficult to scrutinise.
The criticism will arise out of the method that is adopted to obtain sponsorship for police
cooperation. Surely, the Minister would agree with me. For example, I refer to the
sponsorship that was obtained from Custom Credit Cwrvration Ltd through Custom
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Fleet. Did not the police service provide five officers, on a full time basis, to Custom
Credit? The police service would not have done that if an agreement had not been made
that Custom Credit, through Custom Fleet, supply $2.5mn worth of police vehicles.
Where there is a swap of services for goods or services the problem will be to ensure that
the accountability process is put in train. The Minister was made aware of this problem
in two matters which caused some controversy. I refer, first, to the Argyle Diamonds
inquiry where Argyle Diamonds actually purchased the services of police and, secondly,
to Custom Credit. Normally, those resources would not have been given to those two
organisations but they were able to pay for those services. Not many organisations or
individuals have the capacity to pay for police services.
The danger that is inherent in this Bill is that police services can be purchased by
organisations or individuals who have the money to do so. In that respect, the police
service will be compromised and in some cases it will leave it open to corruption.
Sponsorship contracts will be entered into and the police will receive money, goods or
services.
In many instances fraud cases have not been examined because of insufficient Police
resources. I am very concerned about one case in which a group of approximately 25
individuals were defrauded of approximately $5m. They have not been able, either as a
group or individually, to obtain the services of the police. They endeavoured to provide
funds, not in the form of a bribe, to the police service so that one member of the fraud
squad could trace the fraud that had been perpetrated on them. Those funds paid for an
officer to travel to the Eastern States to follow the person who perpetrated the crime.
This sort of action would become the norm rather than an exception to the rule if we were
to allow the process of contracting for sponsorship to be a common and generally
accepted procedure of the Western Australia Police Force.
If companies and individuals are able to enter into sponsorship agreements with the
Police Force the police will be readily available to them, but they will not be readily
available to other companies or individuals that are not on the sponsorship list. That is a
danger that will arise if this Bill is passed. The Bill will give the Commissioner of
Police, with the approval of the Minister of Police, the ability to enter into an agreement
with sponsors. The method of sponsorship has been implemented in other countries
around the world. The next step, not only in this State but also around the world, will be
that police will investigate the increasing cases of fraud and be paid a success fee for the
resolution of those cases.
Whatever process is put into operation it should be closely scrutinised because we do not
want to reach the situation in this State which has been reached in other parts of the
world where the police are acting as entrepreneurs in selling their services. We do not
want police officers in this State receiving a success fee for the recovery of goods or
moneys that have been lost, robbed or defrauded. It would be a dangerous practice and
would need to be closely scrutinised.
The sponsorship process will give individual police officers the authority to attract
sponsorship. The introduction of a would be sponsor to the police service may indirectly
benefit the police officer or the person introducing the sponsor to the police. That, in
itself, presents a danger because police officers would introduce sponsors and obtain
direct benefits for themselves. Another danger is that by actually receiving sponsorship,
either by money, goods or services, the police will advertise that company on their cars,
property or uniforms. If the police were to receive sponsorship from a company which
had its name or logo on a police vehicle or property and that company were eventually
declared to have engaged in criminal activity, that would cause great embarrassment to
the police. That situation could arise and should be avoided. The legislation should not
give the availability to the Police Commissioner to enter generally into contracts of
sponsorship between police and corporate or individual sponsors.
T'he next situation I envisage is something to which the Leader of the Opposition alluded.
Can members imagine a police officer walking around wearing a uniformn full of
sponsorship logos, such as that of a formula 1 racing driver? The lapels on the uniforms
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of racing car drivers are covered with small emblems advertising McDonald's, Hungry
Jack's, Coca Cola, etc.
Mr Wiese: You are making a joke of this.
h&l CATANIA: I am not making a joke of the situation. In other parts of the world
police have sponsorship logos on their sleeves or various other parts of their uniforms.
To allow them to walk around as advertising billboards for companies which provide
them with sponsorship cheapens the standing of police. I can envisage nothing worse
than police officers' uniforms being used as sponsorship placards. This Bill will allow
that. Where in the Bill or in the second reading speech does it prevent that from
occurring? In the future a Commissioner of Police or Mlinister of Police may think that is
appropriate in order to obtain funds for the police service. It may be such a successful
operation that the amount of sponsorship may alleviate the burden of huge budgetary
considerations. Who knows what may happen? The danger exists. It has happened in
other areas; therefore why can it not happen with the police service?
In opening his second reading speech the Minister said that the police will be able to
actually contract for sponsorship and that sponsorship will allow for any sponsor to use
the police property to advertise its goods. Those goods may be of any kind; the most
common sponsors in Australia being Coca Cola, Hungry Jack's, McDonald's, etc. We -
and I am sure the Minister - do not want to see that sort of contract occur. This Bill may
open sponsorship deals into that area. Only the other day, I saw three different sponsors
advertised on the side of a police car, one of which was Blue Light discos. As it turned
the corner I saw three sponsors mentioned on the other side. The logos were so
pronounced on that vehicle that the police insignia was barely visible. The only place it
was obvious that the vehicle was a police vehicle being used for community policing was
at the front.
Mr Wiese: Don't you know they are not police vehicles? They belong to the
Community Policing Council, which is a totally separate organisation.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister is perfectly right. Nonetheless, in that vehicle was a police
officer.
Mr Wiese: You admit I am perfectly right; you are being deliberately misleading.
Mr CATANIA: I am pointing out the dangers; it was not a civilian driving that vehicle,
but a police officer.
Mr Wiese: It was a community policing officer.
Mr CATANIA: We know that, but Mr Joe Blow who sees that vehicle thinks it is a
police vehicle full of advertising. It conjures up all sorts of images in the community. It
tells people that the police are now involved in contracting sponsorship with the private
sector to obtain advantages. They think the people who advertise on those vehicles will
have an advantage if they need the police. If two people were calling the police for
service -

Mr Wiese interjected.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister may be correct; but that is people's perception, about
which the Minister should be dramatically concerned. The perception is that police are
being bought through the sponsorship dollar.
Mr Minson: It is wrong, is it not?
Mr CATANIA: The Minister is in the business of perceptions. If he does not know that,
what is he doing here?
Mr Prince: Don't you thin the perception might not be that the sponsorship will reflect
well on the sponsor in the minds of the public.
Mr CATANIA: The sponsor advertised on that vehicle would draw kudos from that
sponsorship.
Mr Prince: Isn't that the perception people might take?
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Mr CATANIA: People have made comments to me, rightly or wrongly, that the police
are engaging in a contract of sponsorship to obtain dollars, rather than the business of
policing. The perception is that the police are being bought.
Mr Prince: I trust you set them right?
Mr CATANIA: It is not a matter of what I say to set them right; it is a matter of
community perception. The reputation of the police service in Western Australia is
s uffering from lack of credibility and that sort of advertising does not enhance that
reputation.
Mrs Parker- Do you have a problem with the community participating with the police in
finding solutions to crime?
Mr CATANIA: No, I do not.
Mrs Parker: It is a partnership. We say the police cannot do it on their own. Community
police, Neighbourhood Watch and local businesses are joining forces to fight crime and
find resolutions to community issues, and you are nitpicking.
Mr CATANIA: I agree with cooperation within the community to help the police.
However, the member should read the Bill very carefully, particularly the first paragraph
of the Minister's second reading speech. It should dramatically concern members. It
states that the Minister for Police is able to enter into contracts for sponsorship
arrangements with the private sector whereby police property can be used for the purpose
of advertising in return for money. As I stated, money can be controlled through trust
accounts.
Mrs Parker That does not concern me -

Mr CATANIA: Certain allowances are made regarding community policing cars. The
police helicopter is sponsored. If the gates are opened and police motor vehicles or
property generally is sponsored - as, for example, is the booze bus - the effect will be
lost.
Mr Wiese: You are condemning yourself by your ignorance. Who provided the booze
bus?
Mr CATANIA: If advertising on police property is allowed, as I saw on the community
policing vehicle, even the 0.05 markings on the booze bus will be lost. The sponsor will
want a pound of flesh for the sponsorship dollar. The sponsors will not be advertising for
the good of the community. Any corporate sponsor will want its pound of flesh. It is
already happening in many instances. Because it is already happening with a number of
vehicles without the authority of this Bill, it shows a certain amount of arrogance. Does
the Minister have the legislative authority to allow advertising on vehicles or police
property?
Mr Wiese: Did you have any authority when you entered into the previous conatrais for
the helicopter, and everything else?
Mr CATANIA: We am~ not the Government. The Opposition is trying to advise the
Government to be concerned about certain aspects of its legislation and what the
Government might be entering into, If the Minister wants to become involved in a tit-
for-tat fight, I am prepared to do that. However, all I am trying to do is to logically point
out that this legislation does not contain a protective device to ensure that the police
service does not face problems in future. If the Minister does not want to accept that
proposition, that is fine. The Minister should not mislead the House or the public about
this piece of legislation.
The legislation is flawed. It is dangerous in that it could lead to police corruption. It
could lead to inequality in services because the people who are giving the sponsorship
dollar to the police will receive a better service than those people who cannot afford to
provide such a sponsorship. Whether that is true, whether it will eventuate, or whether it
is just a perception, the reputation of the police will not be enhanced. As the Minister
responsible, the Minister for Police needs to ensure that the reputation of the police is
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restored rather than further damaged This legislation will not resurrect the reputation of
the Police Force in Western Australia. It will help to promote the perception in the
community that the police are involved in something which they should not be involved
in; that is, they will1 be seen to be trying to attract the corporate dollar to obtain more
funds. That is what I am trying to emphasise.
Another issue that concerns me is the sponsorship as payment in contra for services.
How will the Minister quantify the service and what service will he accept for the
sponsorship? What ability will the companies have to offer the service to the police to
advertise on police property? That aspect will be difficult to quantify. I cannot see how
the Minister can adopt an accountability procedure when dealing with such a service.
Mr Wiese: The member is correct in that it will be difficult to quantify. It will depend
on the company with which I will be working. I have not added them up, but there are
probably 50 or 60 companies outlined in the annual report who wish to sponsor and assist
the police. That information is detailed in the annual report. Each company provides a
different service. One cannot generalise but it is a service in return for advertising. It is a
contract. Contrary to the references made by the member to the second reading speech, it
will be the Commissioner of Police who will enter a contract with the approval of the
Minister. It will be an accoun~table process. The details are outlined in the second
reading speech and in the annual report.
Mr CATANIA: I do not disagree with the Minister. However, when a Commissioner of
Police goes to the Minister to talk about a contract with a particular sponsor, in many
instances the Minister will not refuse. He will expect that the Commissioner of Police
will have examined the situation and he would bring to the Minister an honourable
proposition. Am I correct?
Mr Wiese: That is an assumption. I will and do look at every proposition that is brought
to me. I can assure the member that many of those propositions are not accepted.
Mr CATANIA: I am happy to hear that, because it is very important when the police
service is given an ability - as will this Bill - to contract a sponsorship. The Minister will
need to be on guard about those contracts. Where donations are made, whether by cash,
by cheque or by legal tender, they must be banked. That is an accountable transaction. 'It
will be a proper process. However, when the police are paid in contra for a service that is
where the danger will lie. If the Minister is not alert to the dangers he may fall into a
trap.
Mr Wiese: The member is correct. The process would need to be quantified, and any
contract should contain safeguards.
Mr CATANIA: The exchange of goods and services as part of a sponsorship deal occurs
in private industry all the time. In the liquor trade we hear about offers of 13 to a dozen.
With any sponsorship of the police service, if the person introducing the sponsorship is
successful and the police take up the sponsorship, the police may receive some sort of
gift from the sponsor. The danger of corruption should be looked at. This Bill opens the
door to corruption.
Mr Wiese: Quite clearly a contract will not specify a gift. If that were to happen that
would quite clearly be corruption. I hope that any officer involved in that type of activity
would be out of the force as quickly as the relevant section could be signed.
Mr CATANIA: As well intentioned as the Minister is, the problem is that whenever a
government department like the Police Force deals with sponsorship in ithi way, it is
endemic in this system that either of the two parties will obtain a benefit. It is part of the
business dealings that happen in many types of business. It is the danger. My view of
the police, and I am sume that of the Minister, is that they should be absolutely above
board and be an example to the rest of the community of the sort of integrity we should
admire and look up to. If at any time police integrity is questioned, even if a case is not
proved, it puts a black mark against the name of the police. There should be no incidents,
areas, ability or processes which might attract anyone to the Police Force who may have
a propensity to go off the rails and to be compromised or corrupted in any way. That is
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why I express the concern. I have been involved in many sponsorships on a charitable
and business basis. I know the sorts of deals that can take place, which in private
enterprise may be considered quite normal. However, when one deals with the law
enforcement arm of a State or country, sponsorships may be considered avenues ofcorruption and contribute to the downfall of weak people. Although, as the Minister has
said, it is under the control of the Minister, the Bill gives the Commissioner of Police theability to deal with companies on a sponsorship basis, which is of great concern. The
Commissioner of Police will not always deal with a sponsor himself; he may delegatethat authority down the line. I assume that the eventual signing of the contract will be the
privilege of the Commissioner of Police with the consent of the Minister.
Mr Wiese: "Responsibility" would be a far better word than "privilege".
Mr CATANIA: Yes, the Commissioner of Police will be responsible for signing.
However, the Commissioner of Police may delegate that authority two or three links
down the line. My concern is that by the time the contract gets to the Commissioner of
Police it may have some flaws in it.
The Opposition must make these points because the integrity of the police right around
Australia is being questioned. Royal commissions in various States of Australia have
revealed that some of the practices in which police have been involved are of a very
serious criminal nature. We do not want that behaviour in any form to gain a footing inWestern Australia. There may be legitimate companies in Western Australia dealing in
legitimate products, but somewhere down the line they may end up in the hands of
criminal owners. Can one imagine what would happen if the police took up a
sponsorship with a company that had been established with laundered money or by
people involved in criminal activities in Australia, perhaps obtaining the money through
the use and sale of drugs? If companies like that contracted a sponsorship deal with the
police service and its background became public knowledge, what would happen to the
reputation of the police?
It would be better if this Bill dealt with specific rather than general areas, such as the
helicopter, and stated clearly that sponsorship could be undertaken with the police in
specific areas. Various car manufacturers supply vehicles for community policing
activities. The Sarich company sponsors the police helicopter. As a member stated
previously, community policing is helped by various sponsors, such as car manufacturers.
Insurance companies such as SGIC have helped the Neighbourhood Watch scheme. Itwould be better if specific areas of sponsorship of police activities continued through the
Police Amendment Bill. Generalisation is dangerous. Although the intentions of the
Minister for Police may be honourable, the danger is that many activities may bring some
members of the Police Force into disrepute because they undertook inappropriate
sponsorship deals.
The Opposition opposes this Bill, not in an attempt to try to score political points, but
because of sincere and serious concerns about what this Bill may lead the police service
into. Although the Minister has said a number of activities undertaken by the police deal
with sponsorship, generalised sponsorship deals that will enable companies, individuals
and corporations to take up sponsorship of the police are dangerous, even though the
Minister has said it would be overseen by his good offices. The Opposition's advice is
that the Bill be reconsidered and that the wording be specific rather than general, so that
it deals with areas of community policing and the police air wing rather than in general
terms. I am sure that no-one in this House or in the community would like to see police
property used as a corporate billboard to advertise wares. The Minister may not imagine
it in that way, but that may happen. Police property, from police vehicles to general
police property, could be used as an avenue for advertising and by sponsors who want
something for the dollars, goods or services that they have provided to the police. We do
not want that to happen in Western Australia. It has happened in other parts of the world
and it is distasteful. The Opposition opposes the Bill in that respect. As I have said, we
agree with specific areas receiving sponsorship, but we do not believe that the police
service should deal with sponsorship in a general fashion.
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I close on that note and urge the Minister to reconsider the Bill as he has presented it to
us. I urge him to make changes in specific areas so that sponsorship can occur in respect
of community policing and the police air wing. It should not occur in direct operational
areas. In those areas, the private sector should not be able to advertise or use police
property for advertisements or sponsorship.
MR RIEBELING (Ashburton) [9.21 pm]: I have concerns about the public's view and
the view of the police in relation to a Bill which allows corporate sponsorship of police
activities which, in return, allows them to sponsor and to advertise. I listened with
interest to the Minister's interjections on the member for Balcatta. The Minister has not
addressed the concerns correctly. I hope that he will be able to put my mind, and that of
the member for Balcatta, at ease when he replies to the debate later.

Any proposal to allow the police to gain sponsorship must be treated with a great deal of
care to ensure that the sponsoring group or corporation is completely beyond reproach.
We must ensure that the area of sponsorship is an appropriate area. I note that the
Minister said that the Commissioner of Police would be in charge of authorising such
checks. However, I believe that the Minister should be responsible. He has introduced
the Bill and he should determine whether it is appropriate for the Commissioner of Police
to enter into such contracts.
I support some forms of sponsorship which have continued for some years now. The
sponsorship of the police helicopter is a great service which does not involve normal
police work in relation to the detection of criminals. The sponsorship of community
policing, which predominantly involves prevention of crime rather than the detection of
criminals, is another appropriate area for sponsorship which should be defined in a Bill of
this kind if that is the way the Government wishes to proceed.

The member for Balcatta raised several areas of concern. Under the provisions of the
Financial Administration and Audit Act a financial audit will be kept. I am concerned
about how goods and services will be registered and about who will place a value on
those goods and services which are provided to the Police Department. Will the Police
Department determine the value of the goods and services or will the sponsoring
company or corporation do that? The public will see this as the start of an official system
for gaining favours within the Police Force.
I know that the Minister says that will not occur, but that will be the public's perception.
In addition to a register of areas in which the police can be involved in sponsorship deals,
there should be a register of groups who should not be involved in sponsorship. For
example, it would be inappropriate 'for a political party to sponsor any form of
community policing activity. That would place a label on the Police Force as to a

prfrence for a political party. Is the Minister considering making a list of people who
aeinappropriate sponsors? Such a list may include religious groups as such sponsorship

could offend large sections of the community. As I have just said, that list could also
include political parties.
The Minister has said that great care will be taken in determining who should or should
not sponsor. He said that the Minister and the commissioner would take great care to
ensure that only reputable firms will be involved. We do not have to look back many
years in Western Australia's history to note the dangers. If the legislation had been in
force 10 years ago, would Rothwells Ltd have been considered a suitable sponsor for
police vehicles? Would the Bond Corporation have been considered suitable 10 years
ago? Would the Bell Group have been considered? Without the benefit of hindsight, I
suggest that, 10 years ago, all those companies would have been considered as
appropriate sponsors for police activities. Armed with hindsight, it is clear that they
would not be appropriate.
What safeguardls does the community have with regard to that kind of sponsorship? The
legislation has the potential to damage the public's perception of the way in which the
police operate. That may not happen in the foreseeable future, but the Minister may
make decisions in the next year or so which, within 10 or 15 years, may have adverse
impacts on police operations. For example, we can imagine what might happen if a

8544 [ASSEMBLY]



credit union in this State sponsored police vehicles in the Criminal Investigation Bureau.
If someone felt aggrieved about the operations of that credit union and headed down tothe local CIB office, a vehicle with a joint logo or some other form of sponsorship could
be sitting outside the office. How confident would that person be that he would get a fairhearing if he walked in through those doors and said, "Your mate, the sponsor of yourvehicle, is a crook"? That is the kind of thing we must protect against at all costs. Forthe life of me, I can see no restrictions in the Bill about what police activities can be
sponsored.
I can see no restrictions about who can sponsor, how much can be sponsored, and the
type of sponsorship. These points must be answered before we allow our Police Force,which we must protect from criticism at all costs, to be involved. The Minister must
answer those points. To simply say, "We will make sure that that does not happen" is notsufficient. The Minister has introduced legislation through which I believe a lawyer,
criminal elements or people who wish to cause mischief, could drive a truck.
Until now our Police Force has attracted some criticism about corruption, but there has
been a very small number of complaints in comparison to other places in the world. Weshould protect the reputation of our Police Force at all costs and not be carried away with
an exercise that may bring in a few million dollars. The cost would be the devaluing ofthe Police Force and its standing in the community as a result of the potential commercial
tie-up with companies that may go bad in the future. That is too great a risk and it is not
worth the amount involved.
If the Minister can define precisely what areas he considers to be appropriate, and if hecan define, presumably with the assistance of the Commissioner of Police, who would beappropriate to be a sponsor and who would not be appropriate - which is just as
important - I will consider supporting this legislation. The Minister for Police is saying it
will be the responsibility of the Commissioner of Police to determine those sorts ofthings. I do not think this would fall into the normal operational decisions that thecommissioner would make. The Minister, as the person responsible for the force, should
make those decisions. If he makes a bad decision, he will wear the political cost.
As the member for Balcatta stated, most of the operational arm of the Police Department
should be classified as taboo. I hope that the Minister states that quite clearly for the
record and points to where that is indicated in this legislation. If that is not in thislegislation, I suggest that the Minister quickly draft an amendment stating that
operational activities of the Police Force should not be open to commercial interests.
Unlike the member for Balcatta, I do not think it is appropriate for the Police
Department, which was investigating the Custom Credit theft, to take sponsorship or
payment of something like $2.5m worth of vehicles from that company. I also
uniderstand that a number of CIB investigators were placed in that company to do the

inetgtion. That is fine, but one side of the investigation had the ability to give those
ofier nformation that it wanted the police to have and the other side - the people who
have now been charged - had no similar ability to access that information.
As there will now be these contracts for advertising and sponsorship, is there provision
for cancellation of contracts if a corporation or sponsor is found to have breached the
law? For instance, if the corporation is involved in community policing and has a good
image in that area, and it is then discovered that the corporation has breached the law in
some way, what action will the Police Department take?
In reference to sponsorship by corporate bodies, will the Minister consider it appropriate
that community policing vehicles be sponsored by cigarette companies? Will the
Minister prohibit that and will he prohibit the sellers of alcoholic beverages, such asSwan Brewery or Carlton, from sponsorship of various police activities? I do not have
the same fears that the member for Balcatta has about sticking badges on police officers.
I do not think that even this Minister would consider that to be appropriate. It would be
demeaning for police officers to walk around looking like billboards; nor do I think that
the Police Union or this Government would tolerate that.
Sponsorship of police functions, especially within the community, does have a major
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benefit for sponsors, and so it should. That benefit should not be given to those
companies for those activities that the community considers sacrosanct. I am referring to
those activities where there can be absolutely no suggestion that any sort of favouritism
can be shown to a sponsor. I have already stated that community policing, the helicopter
service and some emergency services are clear examples of where that can occur without
any benefit to a third party. However, once we get to the operational side of things, such
as corporate investigations, the CIB, the drug squad and traffic controls, we must ensure
there is absolutely no chance of compromise. I am not saying that the Minister is even
contemplating that, but this legislation must make it clear to any citizen reading it that
there is absolutely no way that corruption can take place in this State as a result of this
amendment Bill.
Proposed section 39B is not clear enough. It leaves it open for virtually any part of the
operational functions of the Police Department to be sponsored. That is far too broad to
be left alone. I look forward to the Minister's explaining how this legislation can be
interpreted in the way that he has suggested by interjection. The Minister's second
reading speech does not deal with this in any detail. It is deliberately vague and that
reflects the way this legislation has been put together. It is sloppy and that sloppiness
cannot be supported by the community. This legislation will damage the Police Force
and we must at all times try to protect its integrity against corruption.

MR BROWN (Morley) [9.39 pm]: I, too, express sonmc concerns about this Bill. I wish
to refer to a number of matters. The first is the question of what this Bill may allow, if
not tomorrow or next year, in the years to come. I do not ascribe necessarily to the
notion that people will act with bad motives or wrong intent, but rather they may act in an
overzealous way to try to gain for the State an income in the form of sponsorship, which
could lead to a compromise in the independence of the way the Police Force carries out
its job. It is interesting to see what has happened in other areas, where there has been an
obligation on the host organisation to carry out its job independently and without favour.
I refer to those organisations where there have been suggestions of sponsorship going
wrong in some way or form.
Members may recall that some time ago a matter was raised in the Federal Parliament
about the television service of the Australian Broadcasting Commission and particularly
the television program "Holiday". At that stage it was said that the program was
designed to promote tourist destinations around Australia and obviously to encourage
viewers to spend their money on holidays at those destinations. It was suggested at the
time that there were certain corporate benefits from that. For example, advertising Port
Douglas may be appropriate to ensure Australians not from Queensland are able to see
the attractive features in and around Port Douglas, both man made in the wonderful resort
and the natural features of the rainforest and so on. It was suggested that, given that
promoting Port Douglas was the thrust of the program, there was no inconsistency in
allowing a corporate entity which may benefit from that program to make a contribution
towards it. It was said that if the corporate entity were prepared to make a contribution
towards the production of the program, it might mean the producers would have more
money to spend and could produce a higher quality program than if they relied on the
ABC budget. To all intents and purposes, there was no conflict of interest between the
objectives of the ABC and the corporate assistance in the production of the same
programs, with a potential spin-off for an organisation operating a tourist resort in one of
the locations advertised. I am sure there was no bad intent in establishing that system or
arrangpemt No-one was conspiring behind closed doors to work out an arrangement to
benefit a particular individual or organisation. The people involved in that process
initially had the most honourable motives in the forefront of their minds. However, in
that process it was found there was dialogue between the corporate provider of the funds
and ABC television. T1he question was whether the presentation of the documentary on
those destinations was an ABC documentary, simply providing advice to viewers, or
whether it was influenced in some way by the corporate dollars channelled into that
operation. Although I have not read the report on this matter, certainly it was suggested
that corporate dollars had the effect of influencing the presentation of these programs and
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that the programs did not sit squarely with the production principles of the ABC. That isone experience, and it was not based on bad motives, bad faith or people acting corruptly.It is simply the case that once there is involvement in the corporate sponsorship game,
there are certain unwritten rules. They do not bind people but they are of influence andthey sit in the back of one's mind constantly. They may affect the partiality with which
an issue is dealt.
I take another example, The West Australian in this State. I am not suggesting anyrelationship between The West Australian and any of its sponsors. However, let ussuppose it has a contract with McDonald's Family Restaurants, under which the companyplaces $2m worth of advertising in The West Australian each year. Thbe contract is a
strict commercial contract in which McDonald's negotiates for the maximum space, inorder to get the message it wishes to promote to the readers of The West Australian. It isa legitimate and straightforward contract. Suppose in that circumstance a young andenthusiastic journalist produces a story about the contents of a McDonald hamburger.
Mr Prince: The newspaper is in the business of selling advertising. That is its solerevenue source. That is how it derives its revenue. The police service is not.
Mr BROWN: I will continue to draw the analogy. What would the Editor of The West
Australian do in the circumstances I have described? According to the Press Council
newspapers have some principles against which they test themselves.
Mr Bloffwitch: You are using the wrong example. In Sydney where they have two daily
newspapers, you may have a case.
Mr BROWN: It may be, but it depends on how courageous the editor may be when
deciding where to put the story. The story may be detailed and it may have been checked
by the chemist. The editor has the choice of putting it on page I but if he does that hemay feel heat from the newspaper owner, particularly if one of the large corporate
sponsors has the ear of the owner. Does the story go on page 1, 13 or 38, or does it go in
Wednesday's edition, which has 200 pages, in a column which is quite innocuous? Theyare the choices to be made. I invite any member of the House - we are talking about the
Press and not the police - to read some of the accounts of the media barons to see how
sponsorship operates. The stories are very entertaining and one can see that money talks.
Mr Prince: With respect to the same point I made before, whether it is the profit orientednewspapers which sell advertising or the ABC, you are talking about a medium which is
selling advertising in one form or another and thereby deriving revenue; the police
service is not. That is the fundamental difference. The examples the member draws are
good ones, but they are not comparable to a police service that is publicly funded.
Mr BROWN: Let me put this scenario: Let us suppose the police service has identified
some new detection equipment which can go into a room and sample air and do all sorts
of things. It could have a significant impact on detection.
Mr Prince: DNA sampling, for example.
Mr BROWN: Let us assume there is great excitement about it in the police service. It
costs about $10m, which is pretty significant. Let us say the economy is on a slide; it is
not booming -
Mr Lewis: Which economy?
Mr BROWN: The Minister should go back to sleep. This is an example. The Minister
should concentrate on reading his letters and we will have a discussion. Let us say thatcrime is increasing and there is no money. Cuts need to be made and an instruction has
gone out from the Premier's office that all Ministers should knock 15 per cent off their
budgets and should not come up with new initiatives. Further, there isno money for
capital. Suddenly an organisation comes along and says that it will make this equipment
available to the police service. That would be extremely tempting.
Mr Prince: Particularly if it is an insurance company and has a vested interest in crime
prevention.
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Mr BROWN: If it is an insurance company, its objects may sit on all fours with those of
the police service. If an insurance company is worried about the level of breaking and
entering offences, that company may benefit by a reduction in that crime. Premiums
could be reduced and the company possibly could clean up over a few years; it could well
be a good investment. At first blush, there may be no obvious conflict.
Mr Wiese: How long is it since you blushed?
Mr BROWN: I do not know. However, it may not be an insurance company. It may be
a group that is prepared to rent this equipment for a period or that is prepared to make it
available for a period. This is all speculation. Let us see how sponsorship dollars have
dominated, and do dominate very significantly, how a lot of the corporate sector now
operates. It is a significant area of expenditure; an area of huge dollars; and an area of
perceptions. In the United States a lot of money is going into techniques which 30 years
ago might have been considered to be touchy-feely stuff. It is now seen as a linchpin of
businesses. When products are the same and services and lots of other things are the
same, how do companies flog this equipment? They get an edge in the market by
creating the sight perception and perception sells the product.
Now the Minister for Police must make a decision about this. Unless the Minister is
absolutely crooked - one imagines there would be very few of those, regardless of which
side of politics that person comes from - or stupid, the Minister will not fall for the three
card trick. With many of these things it is not a matter of someone boldly coming
forward and offering a bag of goodies in return for either a highly illegal or a highly
irregular thing; it is a question of putting in place goodwill and creating the opportunity
at an appropriate moment to make sure that the decimal point is moved over by just one
notch, just a shade. People might ask: Although an investigation might be important,
how many resources should be allocated to it when there are many other problems? The
company probably would say that it is law abiding and is trying to assist by providing
these items.
Mr Prince: I suggest that to a certain extent that is already possible in the sense that not
many police services possess a lot of forensic equipment, such as DNA and sequencing
apparatus. That is normally found elsewhere and used on a contractual basis. To that
extent that ability for blackmail has been available for a long time and you are not really
painting a new picture.
Mr BROWN: It is a new picture in that what is proposed in this Bill is to formalise the
sponsorship arrangement.
Mr Prince: Isn't it better to have it out in the open and have it accountable?
Mr BROWN: I agree with the accountability aspect. There is no question about that.
The failure in this Bill is that there is no limitation; it is a general, broad discretion that
may be used wisely and prudently, but it may be used less than prudently, even with the
best will in the world.
Mr Prince: Even with public accountability?
Mr BROWN: Public accountability will test the moneys or the goods and services
comning in and where they went. I am not talking about that form of accountability, about
anyone walking away with a fistful of dollars; I am talking about something far more
insidious, far more subtle, about how to guarantee this level of independence. In New
South Wales we are already seeing what is coming out of the royal commission into the
police service.
Mr Prince: That is talking about pretty blatant corruption, with the bag of money and so
on.
Mr BROWN: Absolutely. I agree with that. The only reason I raise that is that we all
know that in all of these things money talks. At the end of the day money speaks in all
languages. Sometimes it speaks loudly and sometimes softly, but it does speak. My
concern is that this will kick us off in the wrong direction. We may have Police
Ministers with the highest integrity and the best of intentions who will work for the
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benefit of Western Australians. However, somewhere along the track sooner or later bad
decisions will be made and less prudent Ministers will be appointed. I fear for what mayhappen with this sort of arrangement without the checks and balances that should be
contained in this Bill.
What do we want when we look at the police? I like to see a service that is independent
in every way. I can elect to go to a store of my choice, and that is fine; however, when I
deal with a police officer I expect to be dealt with independently. I do not expect to be
confronted with logos, with advertising or with anything else that I may find offensive.
One can elect to buy newspapers and to watch certain television channels. If one doesnot like one newspaper or television channel, one can choose something else. However,
we have one Police Force. We cannot telephone and say, "I do not like this Police Force,
I have found a better brand of Police Force. I do not like the Hungry Jack's police force,I will have the McDonald's police force." That is not possible as we have only one
Police Force. It is important that we have only one Police Force - I do not support the
mnultiplicity of police forces that we see in other countries - and that there beindependence and the perception of independence; that is, complete independence. We
do not want people wearing logos, or stickers on cars or invitations to telephone and get a
free tyre or whatever else. We do not need that form of visual pollution on police
vehicles. Fair enough, other vehicles like company trucks can advertise in that manner
and I have no problem with that. However, for police vehicles, uniforms and matters
dealing with the police service that is required to uphold the laws of the State, it isimportant there be independence and for there to be seen to be independence. For those
reasons I have grave reservations about this Bill. It is not because I think anything willhappen tomorrow that will cause major problems, but because this Bill sets us on a path.
I ask members to cast their minds to other areas of endeavour that are now dominated bythe advertising dollar. Some people may say that it is beneficial for the community and
the community has achieved a great deal. [ suggest that although one would not frown
on everything, certainly some things did better without the advertising dollar and without
being owned, controlled and effectively run by a small coterie of people with undue
influence in our society.
Mr Prince: Your plea to turn the clock back will not succeed.
Mr BROWN: The question is whether we let that happen in the police service. The die
is cast in other areas. We see greater and greater concentrations of ownership and wealthby the day. Some people who are wiser than I have already cast their minds forward to
the turn of the century and beyond, and there is not too much sharing in what they see.
They see further concentrations of ownership and wealth and not too much benefit for the
broader community. However, that is a debate for another day. The debate for today is
to what degree we can insulate the police service from that, or whether we try to insulate
it at all. My concern is not that we will see this overnight change, but rather we will see a
mnovement in that direction. Once we step onto the boat and it is cast adrift, then
imperceptibly we will move in that direction. We will not be able to resist the tide. Ever
so slowly or subtly, but ever so surely, we will move in that direction. That will not be to
the benefit of the Western Australian public in the medium to long term.
Some other matters will be appropriately dealt with during Committee. I oppose the Bill.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [10.05 pm]: I thank members for their
contributions to the debate. I confess to some amazement at the manner in which the
debate ran. If members of the Opposition had taken up the offer that was made several
times on this Bill and the last Bill that we discussed in this House for a briefing on both
the intent and the reasons for the legislation, and on the content and operation of the Bill,
half the things that have been said here tonight would not have been raised.
The member for Morley perhaps hit the nail on the head in the last few remarks of his
speech when he said that the die is cast. The reality is that is the situation that I was
confronted with as Minister, and that we were confronted with as a Government when we
attempted to renew the sponsorship agreement for the police helicopter. We were
advised by Crown Law that the legislation did not allow us to enter into that type of
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agreement, and that the existing agreement should not have been entered into. All of
those sponsorship arrangements which had been in place and had been operating for as
long 1, and probably most members in this House, would be aware, should not have been
entered into. I had to deal with that situation. The member for Morley is quite right:
The die is cast. We have put in place in this legislation, first an enablement for all of
these things that have been happening for donkey's ages to happen legitimately, and,
secondly, all of the controls and safeguards that were not there in the past. Rather than
opening up something new, this legislation addresses this problem that was raised when
we went to renew the sponsorship arrangement. I will not cast slurs or aspersions in
relation to the past. The reality is that we had to deal with the situation and this
legislation deals adequately with that situation and with all the potential situations with
which in a changing world my Government and any police service must deal when
entering into sponsorship arrangements.
One of the most important points, which was made by all speakers, related -to
accountability. All members who spoke were correct that there must be the utmost
accountability - that is, bearing in mind that there was none in the past. I will detail the
accountability measures which are built into the legislation that we are putting through
this Parliament tonight. First, we are entering into a contract for advertising. This
legislation does not deal with anything other than advertising. That is spelt out in the
heading to proposed new part IVA. The heading is, "Use of police property in relation to
advertising". That is what this legislation is all about.
Firstly, there is a requirement that a contract be entered into. Secondly, any of the funds
that are received will go into a trust fund at Treasury. Thirdly, all of the moneys will be
received on behalf of not the Minister, the commissioner or the police service, but the
State, and that is spelt out clearly in the legislation. Fourthly, all of the moneys and
services provided or raised in return for advertising can be used only for the purpose of
providing, maintaining and operating police property. Fifthly, the receipt of funds into
the trust fund and the subsequent use of those funds will be subject to the safeguards that
are built into the Financial Administration and Audit Act. Sixthly, the use of these funds
will be subject to the full scrutiny of the Auditor General. Seventhly, every arrangement
will be subject to full freedom of information examination and scrutiny. Eighthly, every
sponsorship arrangement that is entered into will be reported, as it is now, in the police
annual report. Ninthly, every contract that is entered into will be a written contract and
will be subject to the scrutiny and advice of the Solicitor General to ensure that the
highest standards of integrity and accountability are built into the contract, because I
assure members that I as Minister, and-I suspect every Minister Who follows me, will not
enter into a contract without submitting that contract to the Solicitor General for his
advice. I guess if there were two more safeguards, one would be that the contract must
be recommended by the Commissioner of Police, who is the highest police officer in the
State, and I assure members that I believe no police commissioner would sign a contract
or submit a contract to a Minister without being fully satisfied that the contract was
above board and met all of the necessary safeguards and requirements. The final
safeguard is that the contract must be submitted by the Commissioner of Police to the
Minister of the day for approval. I think I have detailed off the top of my head all of the
safeguards that are an integral part of any sponsorship. arrangement that will be entered
into, and I find it difficult to think of any additional safeguards that we could write into
the legislation. However, if the member for Balcatta can suggest some other safeguards,
I am happy to look at them.
Mr Catania: I am not concerned about the monetary purchase of sponsorship, because I
think the safeguards that you have explained are quite acceptable, but the problem is that
it is difficult to assess the value of a service that is offered by a sponsor and how to
institute accountability procedures.
Mr WIESE: I take on board the comment made by the member for Balcatta that there
will be some degree of difficulty in assessing that value, but I am sure that the Solicitor
General, in looking over the contract, will ensure that all of those matters are dealt with
in the drawing up of the contract. There is no other way that we can deal with those
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matters. I believe that the monetary values attached to the services will have to be
detailed in the body of the contract. As I said earlier, all of those contracts will. be subject
to scrutiny by the commissioner and the Minister of the day, and by the Solicitor General,
and by the general public unrder the freedom of information legislation. I do not believe
anyone will enter into a contract which is not totally above board and which does not
have accountability and integrity built into it. That is why it was important to spell out
what I perceive to be the accountability measures that are built into this legislation. I
believe we have provided for the matters to which the member for Balcatta referred. The
member for Balcatta is talking about services as opposed to money being provided in
exchange for advertising. Those services could be legal advice, accountancy services,
the cutting of lawns or the supply of fertiliser, and the range is such that I do not believe
we could ever detail it by legislation, regulation, or whatever. I think the member for
Balcatta will have to rely on the detail that is spelt out in the body of the contract.

Mr Catania: Let us say we accept that you can establish a mechanism to ensure that
every sponsorship that is undertaken goes through the correct procedures. However, the
Opposition is concerned that once a sponsorship is accepted, the sponsor may receive
treatment that is not necessarily given to another person who asks for assistance from the
police service, perhaps because of lack of personnel or resources. I believe that whether
unconsciously or consciously, the police service will give preferential services to a
sponsor.
Mr WIIESE: I understand what the member is saying, and I guess that is a matter about
which every Commissioner of Police and every Minister for Police will have to be
careful. However, the reality is that we are talking about integrity, and I do not know
how we can ensure in every contract or arrangement that we put in place the integrity of
those who enter into that contract or arrangement. Many of the activities which the
police perform every day could be subject to enticement, favouritism or special
treatment, and it is the integrity of the officers themselves which ensures that they do not
succumb to the enticements which are offered. Secondly, we are absolutely dependent
upon the integrity of the officers who oversee those officers at the coalface. It comes
back to integrity right through the system, not only in relation to police officers; the same
sort of insinuation could be made in relation to every member in this Parliament. That is
the basis of the desire to put in place advertising controls and controls on political
donations. As the federal legislation indicates, ultimately it is still totally dependent on
the integrity of the individual members of Parliament because the legislation is a joke in
ensuring integrity of the processes. The member for Balcatta and I know that one could
walk straight through the existing legislation.
I have addressed the key points that were raised; that is, accountability and the
procedures to ensure that the process is above suspicion and corruption. In view of the
fact that we will go into Committee, it is better that we deal with the other matters
individually then. Members must be clear that this legislation is dealing with sponsorship
and advertising - nothing else. This legislation will put in place controls and safeguards
on things that have occurred for many years. That is the key. I would be amazed if the
Opposition were to oppose legislation that did that. In bringing this legislation into
Parliament I had to deal with the situation I was confronted with. This Bill deals with
that extremely well. I believe it ensures that at any stage in the future accountability
measures are in place and that the process is subject to any of the scrutiny the community
or this Parliament could require.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Ainsworth) in the Chair- Mr Wiese (Minister
for Police) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Part IVA inserted -
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Mr THOMAS: I have in my electorate the suburb of Coolbellup, which is part of theCity of Cockburn and which has a significant law and order problem. In recent timespublic meetings have been held in that area at which people have expressed concern
about the large number of break-ins, police response times and, in particular, citizensbeing harassed for money at shopping centres. This has been a problem for some time;however, of late it seems to have become worse. There is a persistent call from thatcommunity for a greater police presence, which is most often manifest.in requests for apolice station in that area. I have made those requests to past Ministers and
Commissioners of Police.
I turn to the question of private organisations providing material for the Police Force. In1991 or 1992 1 negotiated an arrangement with the local shopping centre for it to provide
space free of charge for the Police Force if the police would set up a shop front "copshop" - a police facility in that shopping centre. I was pleased about that because it was avaluable consideration. I put that proposition to the Minister who said that it was an
operational matter because it required the deployment of police. I then put theproposition to the commissioner and was referred to Superintendent Harry Riseborough,
who was responsible for that area. It was a good proposition; however, sadly thecommissioner did not see fit to deploy those resources in that form. Subsequently the
law and order problem in Coolbellup has become more serious.
I understand that it is now the intention of the police to set up a police presence in theshopping centre for pant of the week. Concern has been expressed by other shopping
centres that if the police are going to be in that shopping centre, it might encouragepeople to shop there and not in others. Therefore, in a sense the reverse situation would
be the case; rather than the police advertising the shopping centre, the fact that theshopping centre is able to advertise that police are there will provide a place that may be
more attractive for people to shop.
Over the years, there have been persistent representations from subsequent members forCockburn. My predecessors, the member for Peel and before him Don Taylor, made
similar requests for an increased police presence in the suburb of Cockburn. Soconcerned were the people in that area - business proprietors and private citizens - thatthey were prepared to make inducements in the form of making space or property
available to the police to encourage them to increase their presence there.
One is reluctant to see an institution as important as the state Police Force reduced tobeing dependent on the charity of shopping centres or perhaps the business acumen ofshopping centres and local people in aider to have a police presence in the area.Nonetheless, there is deep concern in the community. There have been recent public
meetings which hundreds of people have attended. There were tales, of which the
Minister is no doubt aware, of frequent break-ins, police response times and harassment
at shopping centres.
There is a need for an increased police presence in the suburb of Coolbellup. I recently
wrote to the Commissioner seeking to reactivate the proposition that I put to his
predecessor and to the then superintendent some years ago, and I hope that the current
commissioner will act upon that request. It has been the practice of past Ministers not tointerfere in operational matters and to regard the matter of where police are deployed asan operational matter. If my suggestion is not acted upon, there should be some
ministerial involvement in the matter.
Mr WIESE: I understand what the member for Cockbumn is saying. I am not aware of
the particular circumstances at the Coolbellup shopping centre, but a dozen or more such
offers have come to me, and I am sure that the Commissioner of Police receives more
than that. I raise the circumstances of each offer with the commissioner. I am sure that
every one is examined and judged on its meits.
The police service is not able to dpypoice officers and set up a new police station
wherever and whenever a community oorshopping centre believes that it requires one.
Hilton Park station is about 2 kilometres from Coolbellup. It is reasonably well
serviced - in fact, it is as well serviced as the majority of neighbouring communities.
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With the police station being 2 kmi away, it is probably far better serviced than many
other communities.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I gave the member for Cockburn some latitude. His speech
was more appropriate to a second reading debate. His de facto second reading speech
was very peripheral to the Bill. Every time I was about to rule him out of order, he
managed to come back to the Bill sufficiently to change my mind. However, that does
not give the Minister licence to respond in a way that would be more appropriate to a
grievance debate rather than the Committee stage of a Bill containing three clauses, two
of which are of no great consequence.
Mr WIESE: I am in your hands, Mr Chairman. I have indicated to the member for
Cockburn the situation that confronts the Commissioner of Police whenever he decides
how to deploy police officers. I take your advice, Mr Chairman. Perhaps the matter can
be raised by way of grievance.
Mr CATANIA: I wish to deal with the interpretation of police property and advertising
contracts. Will we see logos on police uniform sleeves advertising sponsorship deals?
Will we see logos such as those which formula 1 drivers wear?
I have seen vehicles advertising a certain brand of motor vehicle - Toyota, or whatever it
was. Only yesterday, I saw a vehicle with the names of three sponsors on it. It looked
totally inappropriate. In fact, the police sign was lost. On what property will we see
advertising? Will the range of property involve police uniforms? Will suburban police
stations be used for advertising? Will the Minister give a rundown of what advertising he
envisages will appear on police property?
Mr WIESE: It would be a game man who would predict what propositions or deals will
be put to the police service in the coming years.
Mr Catania: They are my concerns.
Mr WIESE: The member says that they are his concerns, but let us refer to my second
reading speech. Previously, there were no controls and no ability to impose controls.
Under this legislation, we now have such controls. The member asks whether we will see
logos and Superman signs on police uniforms. Such advertising must get past the
Commissioner of Police of the day. I have absolutely no doubt that the commissioner, no
matter who he is, will deem such advertising to be inappropriate. If such advertising gets
past the commissioner, it must then get past the Minister of the day. No advertising
contracts can be entered into without the approval of the Minister of the day. I would be
very surprised if a Minister allowed such totally inappropriate advertising on police
uniforms. A huge range of proposals could come forward.
At present, the police helicopter almost depends upon sponsorship for its annual running.
Nobody in Western Australia would say that the helicopter does not provide a
magnificent service in day-to-day policing activities and as a rescue service. It is an
absolutely essential service. The member is talking about $500 000 a year in
sponsorship. We can consider a range of sponsorships. I suggest that the member rmad
the sponsorship details on the last three pages of the 1994 annual report. To mention just
a few, they range from Westpac Banking Corporation, North City Holden, Bike West, the
Insurance Council, Albany Nissan and Big Rock Toyota. An enormous range of
enterprises have sponsorship agreements in place with the police service. I do not
envisage that number decreasing. A number of other organisations will come forward
and put in place that sort of sponsorship agreement.
Members should look at the motivation behind many of the sponsorships. The member
opposite referred to community policing vehicles. I advise him they are not police
service vehicles; they are community policing vehicles and the donations were made to
the Community Policing Council of Western australia Inc, which is independent from the
police service. Obviously it has close links with the police service, but all the sponsors
provide funds to the Community Policing Council in the form of rental accommodation,
writing materials, motor vehicles and operating expenses. The majority of those
sponsors, if not all of them, are getting some advertising benefits. The main reason that
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everyone of those sponsors becomes associated with that activity is because they want to
put in place community safeguards and help the Community Policing Council to assist
the police in their duties. The same thing applies to sponsors of Neighbourhood Watch.
They are not entering into these sponsorship agreements for exposure and advertising
benefits. The predominant reason they sponsor various police activities is because they
want to assist the police in performing their duties.
Mr RIEBELING: If I heard the Minister correctly, he said that this Bill was introduced
to rectify the existing problem of there being no guidelines in place for police
advertising, through sponsorships and contracts that were previously entered into.
Mr Wiese: It is worse than that. We were told that what we were doing was illegal. It
all happened before we came into Government. It was something we inherited. It was
not allowed under existing legislation.
Mr RIEBELING: The inheritance the Minister will leave is a piece of legislation which
encompasses almost anything that a person can think of. The Minister said it is a
massive area and it could cover any sort of sponsorship. What protection does a piece of
legislation which is as broad as this give? How can it change the situation which exists?
Are any of the sponsorship deals listed in the back of the annual report inappropriate?
Will any of them be knocked on the head because of this legislation?
Mr Wiese: The member is referring to the 1994 report and it would not be appropriate
for me to comment on it. They were put in place without any controls or scrutiny by the
Minister of the day. That will not happen in the future.
Mr RIEBELING: Surely the Minister is not saying that the Commissioner of Police,
through the Minister for Police, did not know about these sponsorship deals? Surely no
secret sponsorship deals were entered into?
Mr Wiese: They are not secret; they are detailed in the annual report.
Mr RIEBELING: Presumably they are all okay. Under the existing system the
Commissioner of Police and the Minister knew what was going on. They agreed that a
sponsorship deal should be put in place. How does that differ from this Bill?
Mr Wiese: I do not believe the Minister would have had any notification of the majority
of those arrangements.
Mr RIEBELING: I would be very surprised if the deals with the private sector involving
the operations of the Police Force were not brought to the Minister's attention. I would
be shocked if that were the case. I do not think that is the case and the Minister knows
what sponsorship deals those companies were involved in. HeI is aware of what those
companies put into community policing and many of them do an outstanding job.
The Minister said that both the Commissioner of Police and the Minister for Police have
made a decision on a number of sponsorship agreements. How the existing system can
be altered by a piece of paper that allows almost anything to occur, is beyond me.
This legislation says that anything can be done; it does not define the areas that cannot be
sponsored, and that is a major mistake. It does not say who can and cannot sponsor. It is
vital if rules ame to be set that they be sensible. It is inappropriate for a political party to
sponsor any community activity. Why does not the Minister amend this Bill by including
a schedule which lists the groups that should not sponsor police activities? In this
community it is inappropriate for religious groups to sponsor police activities for a
number of reasons. It is inappropriate for any group - commercial, corporation or
individuals - to sponsor any operational wing of the Police Force such as the CIB, traffic
and general duties.
Tis Bill should specifically state that these areas are out of bounds for sponsorship deals
and these groups are precluded from being sponsors. If that is not done, this legislation
will codify exactly what has been occurring for years. Presumably the Minister brought
this Bill into this place because he had identified a problem. If the only problem he is
trying to solve is to have a piece of legislation, he is wasting the time of this Committee.
Does the Minister see any advantage in providing a list of the areas that cannot or should
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not be affected as well as a list of corporations and community groups that should not be
involved in police sponsorship?
Mr Wiese: Were you here when I spelt out the list of accountability provisions that are
built into this legislation?
Mr RIEBELING: There is no accountability in it. It states that the commission shall not
enter into a contract -

Mr Wiese: I will answer the member's question because he was not here when I gave the
answer.
Mr RIEBELING: There is no provision for accountability in the legislation.
Mr WIESE: The member said that I was wasting time: Certainly, 1 am wasting my time
now in responding, in a most responsible manner, to a question that has already been
answered. The member did not consider it important to be in this place when the answers
were given. However, this issue is so important that I will repeat what I said. The
accountability provisions built into this legislation are that it is a contract for advertising.
Funds go into a trust fund held by Treasury; moneys are received on behalf of the State;
the money can be used only for the purpose of providing, maintaining and operating
police property. It is subject to the safeguards built into the Financial Administration and
Audit Act; it is subject to the full scrutiny of the Auditor General; it is subject to the
freedom of information examination and scrutiny by anyone who asks for it; and it is
reported in the Police Department's annual report. Every one of these anxmngemnents is
drawn up in a contract which will be submitted to the Solicitor General for scrutiny and
advice before it is signed by the Minister of the day. It is subject to full scrutiny by the
Commissioner of Police before he approves it and passes it on to the Minister of the day;
and it is subject to full scrutiny by the Minister of the day, who must give his approval.
If that is not accountability, quite frankly I do not know what is.
Mr RIEBELING: Perhaps the Minister does not know what it is. I asked whether
sponsorship should occur in various places. An accounting system under the Financial
Administration and Audit Act is fine. If goods come in, presumably they have a value of
some sort. That can be put in a book. Services are somewhat different, but I think that
has been touched on by the member for Balcatta. I am questioning whether sponsorship
can be declared acceptable just because it is written in a book. Will the community
accept the appropriateness of some of the decisions? How will the Minister gauge
whether proposed advertising would interfere with or otherwise be inappropriate having
regard to any operation or function of the Police Force or the department as provided
under proposed section 39B(2) without some sort of guidelines? That clause can affect
#$any"~ operation or function of the Police Force or the department. How will the Minister
be accountable to the public for those decisions which could impact on "any" function of
the Police Force?
It is not good enough for the Minister to say in this place that accounting systems are in
place. This Bill will allow for private sponsorship to impact on the public perception of
any function of the Police Force. It is not sufficient for the Minister for Police to talk in
this place about accounting systems when the perception by the public of Western
Australia about a decision will be open to interpretation. Without some guidelines for
who can sponsor and what areas can be sponsored, this legislation is too broad for the
community to accept. I suggest the implementation of strict guidelines on what areas are
out of bounds; they should be criminal investigation bureau functions, traffic and general
duties of the Police Force. The Minister may say that will not happen. However, this
legislation does not guarantee to the public of Western Australia that that will not
happen.
Wr WIESE: The member is asking an extremely difficult question. I cannot bind any

future Ministers. However, I believe that the wording of proposed section 39B(2) is such
as to deal with exactly what the member is talking about; that is, both the Commissioner
for Police and the Minister will consider the proposal for advertising on the basis of
whether it will interfere with any function or operation of the Police Force. Obviously if
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it were to interfere with anything the commissioner would not approve it; therefore, it
would not even reach the Minister.
The member was correct about perceptions. If there is a perception that it could be
inappropriate to not just a particular function but to any function within the Police Force,
obviously that proposal would not receive the okay to go ahead by either the
commissioner or the Minister of the day. I do not know how we could specify or draw up
a hist of things that would be inappropriate. The member said it would be inappropriate
to have any sort of sponsorship arrangement which dealt with CIB traffic or general
duties. One example that every member of this Chamber believes is most appropriate is
the police helicopter. It is used very much to support general duties operations, in traffic
situations, probably three or four times a week in pursuit situations and in practical
investigative work carried out by the CIB. I think I am right in saying that one example
resulting from the use of the police helicopter was a cannabis discovery in the hills less
than a week ago. I believe that kind of sponsorship is appropriate where it is beneficial,
but it crosses every one of the operational areas to which the member referred. A
decision could be made only by the commissioner and by the Minister of the day, but
with very strong emphasis on the words about whether an advertising arrangement would
be appropriate.
Mr BROWN: I accept the Minister's argument and that he must legitimise these
contracts by legislation. I also accept the way in which these contracts are proposed to be
controlled and the money going into the consolidated fund, and all the other checks and
balances. I suppose my concern is more endemic and concerns what I referred to earlier.
It is not whether someone will hijack the money or anything like that, but that in time - I
do not suggest now - the police service could become overly dependent on sponsorship.
If that were to eventuate, notwithstanding the financial checks and balances in place,
ultimately that may lead to quite difficult questions being considered by the Minister or
the commissioner where on the one side there might be powerful sponsorship dollars and
on the other side the truly independent impartial administration of justice. I am not
suggesting in any of that that someone will make overtures to the Minister or the
commissioner to do something illegal or that they will be placed in that position. As we
all know in the administration of justice, it is easy if things are black and white.
Unfortunately in the administration of justice many things are grey. Therefore, discretion
must be exercised. Do we put more resources into this issue? Do we investigate a bit
further? We might be investigating someone who has been a good corporate citizen, asponsor who is providing funds. Perhaps there has been no suggestion of any
impropriety, any phone call, or any sidling up in a bar or anywhere else, but in the back
of one's mind one could ask: How much further should we investigate? To what degree
are we prepared to provide additional resources that may make life uncomfortable for the
corporate sponsor? To what degree could that corporate sponsor say it has other
priorities, not because it is being investigated, or that it has decided to shift the corporate
dollars elsewhere? In what position would the Minister or the Commissioner of Police be
placed, not at a time of an expanding economy when plenty of dollars are around, but at a
time of a contracting economy when it is difficult to find the money to operate the police
service effectively?
I had the opportunity a short time ago to talk to police in Los Angeles. We may talk
about budgetary problems here, but the police in Los Angeles would consider it a
busman's holiday if they came to this State, considering the budgetary problems they
face, and the real decisions they make every day about simply not investigating quite
serious crimes. We would consider them to be serious crimes. They are considering
major changes to the juvenile system not based on any evidence of better outcomes but
simply based on the dollars available to do the job. That is my concern. That is why I
say that I have no problems with the checks and balances in this Bill. I do not think
anyone will run to the bank with a pot of money or any other funny arrangement. My
concern is the long term endemic problem that might occur, and the ultimate reliance on
sponsorship that may potentially come about as a consequence of those arrangements.
I agree with the Minister: I am sure that many companies that currently provide
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sponsorship do so out of a sense of responsibility and a desire to be good corporate
citizens. In financial terms, the advertising might not be worth anything. Many
corporations do that because they want to put something back into the community. It is
the measure of a good corporate citizen. I understand that. It is worthy. However, I
wonder about the longer term measures, and to what extent the Minister or the
Commissioner of Police may have exercised their minds about this question. If we do
not have proper checks and balances the future generation will not thank us for the legacy
we leave, albeit inadvertently. That is my worry about this Bill.

Mr WIESE: I have addressed the problem, which is why I found it easy to run up the list
of checks and balances that are inherently built into the legislation. The point is
important. However, the checks and balances are able to be written into the contract for a
sponsorship deal. I am sure that one of the checks and balances I envisage is in a
contract I signed recently. I will not name it; I will talk to the member later. I believe it
is possible to write in checks and balances when drawing up a contract for sponsorship.
If the sponsor is found to be operating improperly, corruptly or criminally, it must be
possible to void the contract immediately. That would need to be one of the balances
written into a contract. It is one I will be looking for in any proposal that comes across
my desk. That is very important.
One question raised was whether the police service could become overly dependent on
sponsorships. Certainly some care must be taken to ensure that we do not become reliant
in that way. I do not believe the Police Force would become overly dependent on
sponsorships. However, some sections could become overly dependent in that way.
Therefore, we need to be very careful when looking at the various arrangements to be put
in place. One of the potentially dependent areas is community policing, which is an
extremely important initiative. It still serves a very strong purpose across the community
by getting the community involved in the fight against crime and the provision of a safe
environment in which shopkeepers and residents can operate and live. We must be very
careful that we are not totally dependent on sponsorships in community policing. We
need to watch that aspect closely.
The member talked about the possibility of powerful sponsorship dollars being a
contradiction to the independent administration of justice. Again, that is a matter about
which to be careful. I guess we are dependent on the integrity of the Commissioner of
Police and the Minister of the day. We are very dependent also on several safeguards
that I detailed for the member for Ashburton. A couple of those are the scrutiny
processes that exist across any sponsorship contracts that are signed, that is, that the
Auditor General is able to look at all of them; that anyone wanting to utilise freedom of
information is able to utilise that facility; and that every member of Parliament who
becomes aware of anything or has concerns is able gain information. Each aspect will be
detailed in the annual report every year. Those are very strong safeguards to ensure that
we do not compromise that independent administration of justice in chasing the
sponsorship dollar.
To some degree we have a similar contradiction in the proceeds of crime. We should be
accessing and getting more of the proceeds of crime in some of the judgments made
against some of the criminals who are apprehended by the police. We must be very
careful that we do not devote more resources to pursuing and apprehending a person
whom we believe has many assets or a lot of money, because of the potentially large
amounts of money at the end of the proceeds of crime application, as against chasing the
person with very few or nil assets who is causing chaos for shopkeepers or residents in
the community. We have that balance. The police make those judgments every day.

I accept the points made. These are matters that any Minister must be cautious about to
ensure he does not step across acceptable boundaries. I am sure the Bill contains
safeguards so that people will be called to account for their actions.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.
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Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bil read a third time, on motion by Mr Wiese (Minister for Police), and transmitted to
the Council.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COASTAL SHIPPING COMMISSION
AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr Lewis (Minister for Planning), read
a first time.

BILLS (6) - RETURNED
1. Pay-roll Tax Amendment Bill
2. Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill3. Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill (No 2)
4. Land Tax Amendment Bill
5. Marketing of Eggs Amendment Bill
6. Skeleton Weed and Resistant Grain Insects (Eradication Funds) Amendment Bill

Bills returned from the Council without amendment.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1)
Third Reading

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [11.15 pmj: I wish to raise this evening an issue that was
alluded to in the Estimates Committee. I was not happy about the answer and the matter
still concerns me. I refer to the decision of the Environmental Protection Authority to
have only an informal level of assessment of stage I of the Ascot Waters development.
The Ascot Waters development is a Better Cities project of 97 hectares of land in
Belmont near Parry Field. Members -who know the site will know that it is between
Garratt Road, Stoneham Street and Great Eastern Highway. 'Me river frontage is on the
northern and western sides. Stage 1 includes the construction of an internal wetland in
the site and also the addition of fill on the eastern side of the site where housing will go
later. Also in this stage is a modification of the old Belmont tip site. This part worries
me particularly.
The Belmont tip was in operation from the 1960s until 1982. Although it was designated
as a household waste tip, it appears that other material was dumped there. I have read for
instance that Dr Tom Riggert, an ecologist, who was a member of the Swan River
Conservation Board for 13 years during the 1960s and 1970s, has raised concerns about
what he knew went on with that tip during that time. He has said for instance that he
believes acids, chlorine compounds, asbestos, paint, and solvents were all deposited at
the Belmont tip. He has been quoted in the media as saying that it was the worst landfill
site on the Swan River. There was obviously concern about this site even in the 1970s.
Dr Riggert was the editor of a book on the Swan River and its history that looked at
landfill sites. One of the things that was written in the book in the 1 970s was the need for
Western Australia to adopt World Health Organisation techniques to decrease leachates
from rubbish tips. The book pointed out that all manner of substances tended to be
dumped in rubbish tips by accident, ignorance and sometimes by people thinking they
might get away with it.
A geological survey of Western Australia was released in 1991. It was called an
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inventory of non and inferred point sources of ground water contamination in the Perth
basin. Looming large on the accompanying maps was the Belmont tip, designated as an
old landfill tip site that is a source of pollution. My concern is that almost certainly there
have been and probably still are leachates coming from this tip and going into the Swan
River. My difficulty at the moment is that, with this new activity in respect of stage 1 of
the project, the digging and turning over of the soil and the vibration from the machinery
will be compacting the old rubbish and increasing the amount of leachate entering the
river.

Interestingly, staff in the Department of Environmental Protection have been quoted in
the media as saying that stage 1 does not involve a lot and that it is really only contouring
and shallow work at the site. However, having read the public environmental review
issued by the proponents, I believe that construction of an internal wetland varying in
depth between zero and 2.5 metres is obviously more than just shallow contouring.
Reference to modification of the tip site topography to increase the fill to 2.5 metres
above the flood line must involve more than just shallow contouring. While I understand
that there has been some testing of the leachates from the site and some testing of the
material being dewatered, I am not assured that we are not overlooking a potential
problem. There should have been a full environmental impact assessment of this first
stage.

Let me compare this with what happened when the Burswood site was remodelled and
the casino and golf courses were built. Members will recall that Burswood was also a tip
site. However, Dr Riggert, whom I quoted earlier, has told me that it was definitely an
inert rubbish site. Nevertheless, when approval for that project was gained in the mid-
1980s, the developers were required to monitor the ground water leaving the area for
seven months to get some idea of what was leaving through the ground water before
work started, during the work and then afterwards. They were required to have a series
of bores between the tip site and the river. Bores between the tip site and the river- will
pick up the stuff coming out of the tip which is likely to reach the river.

Although some testing is being carried out in Belmont, that is taking place as the material
is entering the river. Once it is in the river, it is too late. I am concerned about the fact
that there is a fair amount of evidence that other things besides household waste went
into the Belmont tip, but it is not being treated as a serious problem. I believe that it was
one of the worst tip sites on the Swan River. We may well be missing a potential
pollution problem.

I have another concern about the lack of an environmental assessment in respect of stage
1. This concern relates to the area -

Mr Lewis: This point has been picked off by the EPA.

Dr EDWARDS: That was in relation to stage 2, not stage 1. According to the public
environmental review -

It is important to note that, subject to a number of conditions, the Environmental
Protection Authority had indicated that modification of the site to create a
different wetland configuration would be environmentally acceptable and not
require formal environmental impact assessment. .. This part of the development
is referred to in the PER as Stage 1.

It states that stage 2 is the subject of the current assessment.

Mr Lewis: Is not stage I related to the highway assessments?

Dr EDWARDS: No, stage 1 relates to the earthworks. It relates to the creation of the
internal wetland and the fill.

Mr Lewis: The conservation groups are making the same statements that the member is
making. However, there is incredible bird life out there among the lakes formed by the
tip. If something was seriously wrong, I do not think that the birds would thrive there.

Mr Thomas: Birds can live in pretty difficult circumstances.
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Dr EDWARDS: My argument is that, with machines on top of the tip site, there may bean increased amount of leachate going into the river. Once a new wetland is dug out,there will be a new area which leachates can enter. There may well be problems with thebirds in future. Presumably there is some kind of equilibrium at the moment. We aredoing our best to upset that.
My other point relates to the bird life. The proposals for the edges will harm the bird lifethere. I know about the bird life because I took the opportunity a couple of weeks ago togo out in a small boat through the channels which separate the reeds which grow about 3metres into the river.
Mr Lewis: Does the member for Belmont agree about this?
Dr EDWARDS: He would be concerned about the environmental issues that I amraising. We all agree that the project is good, but it needs the proper environmentalassessments at stage 1 to ensure that there are no problems in future.
Mr Lewis: It was submitted.
Dr EDWARDS: And the EPA said that it did not want to do it. That was the EPA's faultand I am being critical of it. Problems may well develop down the track as the result ofthe lack of a proper assessment.
I am also concerned about the System 6 salt marsh in the area which is the areadesignated M51. From my electorate experience, I know that salt marshes are quitedelicate. If we change the water balance, the salt marsh can be killed. We lost a saltmarsh in the Ashfield flats area of Bassendean in my constituency when a road and pipebisected the marsh. It would be sad if that happened down here.
In deciding not to carry out a formal environmental assessment of stage 1, the EPA saidthat it had discounted the possibility of toxic waste. However, on the evidence given tome, there almost certainly was toxic waste in that site. In addition, the EPA should haveplaced more emphasis on the conservation aspects, such as the salt marsh area to which Ihave alluded. It is ironic that, in his media release about the project, the Minister saidthat environmental management was the key issue in planning the development.Unfortunately, environmental management seems to have been overlooked in stage 1.
MR BROWN (Morley) [ 11.27 pm]: I wish to refer to several matters which werediscussed in the Estimates Committee. The first matter relates to part 13 of the ProgramStatements and the division relating to the Minister for Family and Children's Services.The division sets out the various programs for that department. In particular, it sets outproposals for the funding of non-government organisations. I was particularly concernedabout the funding of a number of non-government organisations which provide financialcounselling services. I wish to dwell for a few moments on that issue.
We discovered in the Estimates Committee that 12 non-government organisationsproviding financial counselling services have had their funding reduced in the 1995-96budget. Those are reputable organisations and they include Communicare Inc, theCommunity Legal and Advocacy Centre in Fremantle, the City of Wanneroo financialcounselling service, the Balga Salvation Army community care, the Welfare Rights &Advocacy Service, the City of Stirling financial counselling service, Self Care inManning, the Sussex Street community law service, the Gosnells District InformationCentre (Inc), the financial advocacy and relief agency in Kalgoorlie, the Geraldtonresource centre and Centreare. Those agencies have been providing a valuable serviceto the community, and, according to those engaged at the agencies, find that on theirexisting funding levels there is already a demand for services which they cannot meet;that is, the demand simply outstrips the number of workers available to provide for theneeds of clients. However, the Government in the estimates has decided for reasons bestknown to itself to reduce the funding made available to those organisations. Somepeople, particularly those who are destitute, are of limited means, or need immediatesupport, will not be able to avail themselves of financial counselling.. As a consequence

of that they will not have access to funds from the Family Crisis program. It isparticularly alarming that those sorts of cuts have been made at a time when agencies
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have already reported unduly long waiting times for people to obtain financial
counselling. The reason the waiting times are important is that under the Family Crisis
program where emergency funds are made available, only those who submit to financial
counselling arrangements are eligible to obtain assistance. Therefore, if there is a
demand beyond which an agency can meet, and if individuals are unable to get financial
counselling and they require immediate financial assistance, they cannot receive that
financial assistance while the counselling remains unavailable. That is a worry for those
in this place who have a concern for those in the community who are less fortunate; for
those who have struck difficult times and need emergency financial assistance from the
Government.
The second concern of the financial counselling services to which I have spoken is that
cuts have been made to a number of agencies, while at the same time the Government has
decided to open up new services in different areas. One would normally say that that was
a positive move, except that the agencies report to me that there appears to have been no
needs based analysis to determine where these services are provided. Therefore, in some
instances people are going to a particular service where there is an obvious need in that
area. New services are being created in other areas, and according to the agencies that
are operating at present, there does not appear to be a need to establish new services in all
those other areas. I suggest that different areas in the metropolitan area and in the
country have different needs. For example, I spoke to officers from the City of Subiaco
some time ago about the social services that are provided through the council. I asked
whether they provided financial counselling services for those who were destitute. They
looked at me aghast and said that they did not provide that service because they did not
find that many constituents around Subiaco required it. That is probably right. However,
in an area where people are on more modest incomes, there is a need for that type of
service; yet through the Estimates Committee it appears that no needs based analysis has
been carried out to determine where these services should be located. It appears as
though someone looked at the map and decided to locate some of the new services in
areas where there appeared to be a gap on the map. No proper needs based analysis or
economic modelling has been done to determine where these types of services are most
needed. That is a concern to the agencies. If a needs based analysis has been made, and
if what I am saying is incorrect, that analysis has not been shared with the agencies, and
the agencies themselves are not aware of any methodology that has been used.

A further point I raise about these financial counselling services is that the Government
in its wisdom has decided to allocate a set amount for each service. It was stated during
the Estimates Committee that $39 981 is to be provided to each financial counselling
service. For that, the financial counselling service is required to provide a full time
service. As I understand it, what is being put by the Government is that in return for
$39 981, a financial counselling service will operate for 52 weeks of the year, year in and
year out. The Opposition inquired in the Estimates Committee how the Government got
that figure. Is it drawn out of the air, is it scientifically based; or is it mathematically
calculated? From where does it come? The Opposition was provided with figures by
way of supplementary information which suggests that there is a salary and on cost of
$37 091 and operating costs of $2 850.

Let us talk about the operating costs of these agencies, bearing in mind that these are
non-government, non-profit agencies. What is that princely sum of $2 850 supposed to
cover? It is supposed to cover office accommodation, telephone, typing, stationery, and
insurance, excluding workers' compensation. They are all the normal costs associated
with running an office. Anyone who has ever dabbled in the market to inquire what it
costs to run an office knows that one cannot run even the most modest office for $2 850
per annum. It is a joke; yet this is the amount that is provided for these services.

Let us turn to the other part of the total grant - the $37 000 which is to provide a 52 week
a year service. If one employs a person as a full time financial counsellor, unless the
counsellor is employed under a workplace agreement, provision must be made for that
person to receive four weeks' annual leave. Out of that $37 000 must come enough
money to employ a financial counsellor for four weeks while the permanent counsellor is
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on leave and, presumably, some contingent amount in case that financial counsellor fallsill during the year. Out of the $37 000 must also come compulsory superannuationpayments, workers' compensation insurance, and coverage for other normal benefits inrelation to employment. If all those costs are taken out of the $37 000, a miserly amountis left to be paid to the financial counsellor.
What does all that say about the way the Government looks at, funds and seeks to assistthose people who are in poverty? What does it say about the Goverrnent's compassionin seeking to provide professional services and advice to those people who need themmost? It says that the Government wants to provide those services on the cheap. It ischeap and nasty and it ensures that non-government organisations, particularly churches,make a significant contribution from their own resources to provide those services thatshould be the responsibility of the Government. This is quite appalling when we talkabout people who are in desperate need.
To make matters even worse, as was discussed during the Estimates Committees, wehave seen inconsistent decision making by the Government during part of this process. Iinstance that by referring to two letters, the first from the Department for Family andChildren's Services and dated 27 April. The letter is addressed to the Gosnells District
Information Centre and it states -

I am writing to you because your agency will have recently received a letter fromthe Minister for Community Development offering an extension to your currentfunding agreement until 31 December 1995.
What does that mean? This is a letter from the department saying that the centre hasbeen allocated funds and, although they are not guaranteed forever, they will cover theperiod until the end of the year.
We have been told about flexible government and flexible decision making. Here we seereal flexibility because in June the centre received another letter, this time from theMinister, stating not that the funding would cover the period to the end of the year butthat it would be sufficient only until 30 September - that is a difference of three months.The funding would be reduced at 30 September. We have seen miserly allocations topeople most in need and under-resourcing so that people most in need cannot access thefamily crisis program and emergency financial assistance. We also see abysmalpayments to workers involved in this industry with specialist expertise. Inconsistent andincoherent decision has also left agencies in a quandary as to the future services they canprovide. I just hope that in other areas of government endeavour we do not see such anappalling mess as we are seeing in this area.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper.

House adjourned at 11.42 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

KENAF PULP MILL - ORD RIVER AREA STUDY

3036. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Resources Development:

When did the Government commission a detailed environmental analysis of all
aspects associated with the concept of establishing a pulp mill on the Ord River to
utilise kenaf or similar cane?
Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:

The Government has not done so. However, I am advised that the Department of
Agriculture carried out a desk top study on the potential for a kenaf pulp industry
on the Ord River irrigation area in 1988. The CSIRO and Department of
Agriculture have carried out agronomic research on kenaf on the Ord.

ALINTAGAS - ACCOUNTS, PAYMENTS ARRANGEMENTS

3266. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Energy?

(1) Will the Minister advise why AlintaGas -

(a) has not adopted the same arrangements for paying power bills that
existed with the State Energy Commission of Western Australia;

(b) has not made arrangements to accept payments over the counter at
its Wellington Street office;

(c) does not have the same number of agencies as Western power to
receive payment - BankWest branches and post offices only?

(2) Do these arrangements make it difficult for people who pay their accounts
in person, especially if they rely on public transport?

Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:

AlintaGas has provided the following information -

(1) (a) When AlintaGas became a separate corporatised entity all business
agreements were re-established. AlintaGas offers substantially the
same range of payment options previously offered by SECWA,
with the exception of a head office counter. With the wide range
of other payment options and locations available a head office
payments counter is not necessary. Customers can pay accounts
through BankWest branches, Australia Post Offices and agencies,
through the post and by credit card either over the telephone or
through the post. Payment by credit card - both by telephone and
by post - is a service that was not offered by SECWA.

(b) AlintaGas no longer operates at Wellington Stret. Its head office
is at 1 William Street. AlintaGas does not offer a counter payment
service at its head office because of the wide range of other
payment options available.

(c) AlintaGas sought expressions of interest from potential payment
agencies to provide a payment service. Those that were cost
effective and commercially acceptable were chosen.

(2) No. Australia Post offers approximately 399 post office and agency
locations and BankWest has 100 branch locations statewide. Those in the
metropolitan area are easily accessible to customers utilising public
transport. In areas where public transport is not an option, the telephone
and mail options are available.
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WATER AUTHOR17Y - WATER CONSUMPTION FIGURES
3336. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Water

Resources:
(1) Why does it say in the Water Authority of Western Australia's 1994annual report that "average annual Perth water consumption per servicedecreased by 11I kilolitres to 465 kI per service" when in the 1993 annualreport it stated that 'average annual Perth water consumption per service

decreased by 6kl to 466 per service'?
(2) If the average annual Perth water consumption was 466 kI in 1992-93, andif the average annual Perth water consumption was 465 I in 1993-94, isnot the reduction only 1 kI?
(3) Would the Minister explain the anomaly?
Mr McNEE replied:
The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following reply -
(1) An investigation has shown that the water consumption figures as reported

in the Water Authority of WA's annual reports for 1992-93 and 1993-94were correctly calculated but that the difference between the two years
was incorrectly transcribed.

(2)-(3) Average metropolitan water consumption for 1992-93 was 466 I and for1993-94 was 465 Id. The difference represents a reduction of 1 I and not1I Idk as published in the 1993-94 annual report.
WATER AUTHORITY - SERVICES COSTS TO CUSTOMERS

3337. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What was the avenage percentage increase in the cost of Water Authority

services to customers in -
(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95?

(2) What was the average percentage increase for metropolitan residential
customers in -
(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95?

(3) What was the average percentage increase for country residential
customers in -

(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95?

(4) Do these increases in costs to country residential customers vary fromregion to region and if so, will the Minister give the average cost increase
for each regional area for both 1993-94 and 1994-95?

Mr McNEE replied:
The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following reply -
(1) (a) 3.4 per cent.

(b) 2.5 per cent.
(2) (a) 10.3 per cent.

(b) 8.5 per cent.
(3) (a) 8.6 per cent.

(b) 6.7 per cent.
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(4) There are two scales of charges applicable to country areas affecting
country south and country north -

Country South Country North
1993-94 - 8.0Oper cent 1993-94 - 11.2 per cent
1994-95 - 6.2 per cent 1994-95 - 9.0 per cent

It should be noted that additional revenue from the charges applicable to the
metropolitan residential second 75 kI in 1993-94 and the first 150 kd in 1994-95
was used to reduce the water service charges payable by metropolitan
nonresidential customers. The amount of revenue collected from the metropolitan
commercial sector in 1993-94 was 12 per cent less than the corresponding amount
in 1992-93. It was reduced by a further 13 per cent in 1994-95. Similar
reductions are expected in 1995-96. The above revenue decreases resulted from
significant reductions in charges to those customers whose GRV based water
service charges were higher than those based on the meter size. The reductions of
the excessive amounts were 23 per cent in 1993-94, 20 per cent in 1994-95 and
25.4 per cent in 1995-96.

WATER AUTHORITY - CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS, FIRST 150 KL OF WATER

3338. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) How much extra did the average metropolitan residential customer have to

pay for the first 150 kl of water in -
(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95?

(2) What total additional revenue did the Water Authority of Western
Australia collect by charging for the first 150 kl of water in 1993-94?

(3) What total revenue did WAWA collect by charging for the first 150 ld in
1994-95?

Mr McNEE replied:
The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following reply -

(1) (a) 1993-94 - $14.25 - over the previous year for those using
150 Id or more.

(b) 1994-95 - $14.25 - over the previous year for those using
150 Id or more.
*50 per cent consumption concession
applies to pensioners.

(2) $5.4m.
(3) $5.6m.

Note: The additional revenue was used to reduce the total bill for
metropolitan nonresidential water service charges.

HOMESWEST - WATER ACCOUNTS IN APARTMENTS AND COMPLEXES

3339. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Did Homeswest have a bill of approximately $610 000 for water accounts

in apartments and complexes in 1993-94?

(2) If not, what was the total water bill for apartments and complexes in 1993-
94?

(3) What is the approximate total bill for water accounts in apartments and
complexes in 1994-95?
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(4) What is the average water bill for Homeswest tenants in apartments and
complexes in 1994-95?

(5) What is the highest water bill for Homeswest tenants in an apartment orcomplex in 1994-95 and what is the address of the apartment or complex?
Mr McNEE replied:
The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following reply -
(1)-(5) Annual service charges totalling approximately $11 .7m in 1993-94 and$12.3m in 1994-95 for residential properties were billed to Homeawest.

Water consumption charges of approximately $4.3m and $3.8mrespectively were also billed to Homeswest. However, individual wateraccount details for each of the many varied types of Homeswestresidential developments are not separately maintained by the WaterAuthority. I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources whichwould be required to provide the information sought. If the member has aspecific question about a particular property I will endeavour to provide
the information.

WATER AUTHORITY - MOTOR VEHICLES
3347. Mr KOBELKE to the Parliamentary Secretary to dhe Minister for WaterResources:

(1) How many new motor vehicles became available to the Water Authority
of Western Australia in the 1994-95 financial year?

(2) Will the Minister provide information as to the make and model of allthese new so as to detail -
(a) how many of each model were acquired during the financial year,
(b) how many of each model were government owned and how manywere under a lease arrangement to a non-government organisation

and what is the identity of the lessor,
(c) which motor vehicle dealers provided these vehicles and the

number of the vehicles of each model provided by each dealer?
Mr McNEE replied:
The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following reply -
(1) 554.
(2) (a) Mitsubishi Magna Sedan Wagon 49

Mitsubishi Triton 37
Mitsubishi Express Van 16
Mitsubishi Pajero 4X4 2
Mitsubishi FM 100 Truck 2
Mazda B2600 33
Mazda T Series Truck 20
Mazda E2000 Van 8
Toyota Corolla 73
Toyota Camry Sedan/Wagons 45
Toyota Townace Van 2
Toyota HiAce Van 3
Toyota Hi Lux 27
Toyota 4 Runner I
Toyota Landcruiser 20
Scania P11I 3HS TruckI
Isuzu NPR Truck 6
Isuzu FSR Truck 2
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Ford Falcon Sedari/Wagon/Ute
Ford Futura Sedan
Ford Fairmont Sedan
Ford Fairmont Chia S/Wagon
Ford Courier
Hino GHIH- Truck
Hino GT3 Truck
Nissan Pulsar Sedan
Nissan Patrol 4X4
Nissan UD CPC Truck
Nissan CWA Truck
MAN 12-232 4X4 Truck
Holden Nova Sedan
Holden Commodore Sedan/Wagon
Holden Acclaim
Holden Berlina
Holden Calais
Holden Rodeo
Holden Apollo
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43
8
3
1
5
2
2

28
26

6
1
1
2

29
19
2
1

27
1

(b) All vehicles purchased/supplied to the Water Authority during
1994-95 are government owned. None were acquired under any
lease arrangement.

(c) Mitsubishi Vehicles Total 61
Mitsubishi Motors Express Vans 6

Paceway Mitsubishi

Southside Mitsubishi

Leederville Mitsubishi

Wanneroo Mitsubishi

Skipper Mitsubishi

Halberts Mitsubishi

Young Motors Geraldton
Withnell Motors Northam
Deilbar Motors Carnarvon
Bunbury Mitsubishi
Mazda Vehicles
Mazda (WA)

Parkland Mazda

Magna
Pajero
Triton
Express Vans
Magna
Pajero
Triton
Magna
Triton
Express Vans
Magna
Triton
Magna
Triton
Magna
Triton
FH100 Trucks
Magna
Triton
Triton
Magna
Triton
Magna
Total 106
B2600
E2000
T Series Trucks
B2600
E2000
T Series Trucks

20
1
6
3
8
1

12
5
4
7
5
'7
3
2
3
1
2
2
2
2
2

17
1

6
7

12
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Toyota Vehicles
Prestige Toyota

Melville Toyota

New Town Toyota
Scarborough Toyota

In Town Toyota

Isuzu Vehicles
Major Motors

Ford Vehicles
Houghton Ford
Lynford
Midway Ford

Nuford

Range Ford

Centre Ford
Titan Ford

Backshall Ford

Mclnerney Ford
FleetWest

Barnsby Ford Albany
Westland Autos Kalgoorlie
Motor City Karratha
Ingrey Ford Narrogin

Lindau Ford Port Hedland
Valley Ford Northami
Suncity Ford Geraldton

Rattan & Slater Esperance
Rumbold Ford Moora
Deilbar Motors Carnarvon
Maalouf Ford
Nissan Vehicles
Duncan Motors

Northside Nissan
North West Autos Carnarvon
Cremorne Car Sales Kalgoorlie

Total 171
Corolla
Camnry
Hi Lux
HiAce
Townace
4 Runner
Landcruiser
Corolla
Carnry
Corolla
Corolla
Camnry
Carnry

Total 8
NPR Trucks
FSR Trucks
Total 60
Futura
Futura,
Falcon
Courier
Falcon
Futura
Falcon
Fairmont
Futura
Falcon
Fairmont
Courier
Falcon
Fairmont
Falcon
Fairmont Ghia
S/Wagon
Falcon
Falcon
Falcon
Falcon
Courier
Falcon
Falcon
Falcon
Futura
Falcon
Falcon
Falcon
Falcon
Total 61

Pulsar
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol
Patrol

50
24
27
3
2
1

20
1

12
12
10
4
5

28
23
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AV Trucks

Holden Vehicles
Shacks Fremantle

Shacks Cockburn

North City

Youngs Holden Vic. Park

Melville Motors

Metro Motors

City Motors

Lance Gibbons

Main Roads Dept
North West Autos Carnarvon
Kyle Motors Kalgoorlie
Young Motors Geraldton

Withnell Motors Northam

Manley Stanwell Albany
Edwards Holden Katanning
Bunbury Holden Bunbury

Scania Vehicles
Scania Australia
Hino Vehicles
Prestige Motors
MAN Vehicles

Nissan UD CPC Trucks
Nissan UD CWA Trucks
Total 81
Acclaim
Rodeo
Acclaim
Berlina
Commodore
Acclaim
Commodore
Acclaim
Rodeo
Commodore
Rodeo
Acclaim
Commodore
Rodeo
Calais
Berlina
Commodore
Nova
Rodeo
Acclaim
Commodore
Rodeo
Acclaim
Commodore
Apollo
Commodore
Acclaim
Rodeo
Acclaim
Commodore
Rodeo
Commodore
Rodeo
Acclaim
Commodore

Scania PlI13HS Truck

Hino GH/GT3 Trucks

AV Trucks MAN 12-232 Truck 1
BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY - SELFREGULATION OF

SINGLE RESIDENCES AND MULTIPLE DWELLINGS; SOUTH PERTH DISPUTE
3350. Mr PENDAL to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading:

(1) Is the Minister aware that, under local government and building by-laws,
the building of single residences is the subject of self-regulation as in the
case of multiple dwellings?

(2) Is the Minister aware of the problems currently the matter of dispute
between the owner of a house under construction in South Perth and the
Builders' Registration Board (reference No TWL: AS: 0.8082)?

(3) Is the mechanism for self-regulation, and its speed in this case, working?

1

4
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(4) Can the Minister assure the House that the random system of audit is
effectively policing the system?

(5) When was the existing system last placed under independent review and
scrutiny to assess its effectiveness?

(6) Will the Minister consider appointing an independent outside review of
these self- regulation mechanisms to see if they remain adequate?

(7) If not, why not?
(8) In any such review, would the Minister seek advice on abolishing the

system which allows different contractual obligations for housing
involving different contractual values?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The Minister for Fair Trading has provided the following reply -

(1) Under the Local Government Act a person is required to submit plans and
specifications to council for approval. Providing the plans and
specifications comply with the provision of the Building Code of
Australia, approval can be given and a building licence issued.

(2)-(3) Yes, I am advised that there is a complaint before the building disputes
committee between the owner and builder. The dispute was listed for a
preliminary hearing in August 1995 when directions were issued by the
deputy chair of the building disputes committee. This did not resolve the
matter and it has now been scheduled for inquiry before the full building
disputes committee in. September 1995.

(4) There is no reference to a random system of audit contained in the Local
Government Act, building regulations 1989 or the Building Code of
Australia.

(5)-(6) A review of the Builders Registration Board and building disputes
committee was concluded in June 1995. A review of the Home Building
Contracts Act 1991 is currently under way.

(7) Not applicable.
(8) Yes.

CAMBRIDGE, TOWN OF - WEMBLEY GOLF CLUB, NEW EQUIPMENT
3357. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Did the Commissioners of the Town of Cambridge purchase any new
equipment for the Wembley Golf Club?

(2) If so, what was the total amount spent and what items were purchased?
(3) If so, what happened to the equipment previously dedicated for use at the

Wembley Golf Club?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) Yes. Equipment for the Wembley golf complex will be purchased in

accordance with the infrastructure asset listing authorised by the
commissioners acting as the council at a meeting held on 28 April 1995.

(2) The total amount allocated on the infrastructure asset list for equipment
and vehicle requirements at the Wembley golf complex is $572 300. The
Town of Cambridge is currently in the process of obtaining quotes and
calling tenders for the supply of this equipment. An extract of the relevant
section of the infrastructure asset list detailing the items to be acquired is
below. Some items, if in good condition may be purchased from the City
of Perth.
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(3) All equipment previously dedicated for use at the Wembley golf complex
is owned by the City of Perth and will be sold or retained by the city for its
own purposes.

Town of Cambridge Equipment and Vehicle Requirements -

Golf Course Purchase Approx Commit-
Item No date cost ted to Comiments

$ date
Ford slasher RM 139 1993 30000
Kubota slasher RM 148 1991 30000
Jacobsen Grensking GM 354 1989 30 000
Jacobsen Greensking GM 358 1991 30 000
Jacobsen Greensking GM 356 1991 30 000
Jacobsen Tni-king GM 357 1993 26 000
Ransomes 350D GM 466 1991 70000
Ransomes 350D GM 467 1991 70000
Kubota loader TT 055 1989 18000
Kubota tractor Tr 056 1991 14000
Massey loader TT 181 199 40000 transfer

from

Massey tractor IT7182 1992 40000 P
Suzuki quad MC 001 1993 5000

Silanspeaer1989 1000
Suboa spae PCC 293 1987 2 000

BoatpdeserPCC 200 1987 4000
Boya sweeper PCC 293 1987 4000
Ings yenah mower PCC 357 1987 4000
Greens Aire 24 PCCO002 1987 16000
Alroh turf Track Venli mower PCC 215 1987 5000
Ings turf cutter PCC 268 1987 3500
Kuboma edger PCC 264 1992 1 500
Dwyers Felton mower PCC 002 1991 3000
Dwyers Felton mower PCC 003 1991 3000
Toro vacuum PCC 1023 1992 1500
Hardie boom spray PCC 394 1987 3000
Spray tank PCC 612 1987 6000
car trailer PCC 429 1987 1000
Corer 4000
Dean trailer PCC 452 1987 6500
Stihi chainsaw PCC 741 1991 1000
Tanaka whi ppe snuipe PCC 308 199 600
Tanaka whipper snipper PCC 309 1992 600
SCt) compressor PCC 764 1989 1 500
KEW pressure cleaner PCC 607 1990 600
Woodchipper 8 000
Marshall fertiliser spreader MI 22 1987 15 000
Equipment 2 000
Tools 1000
4WD) utility 25000 tenders

called
4WD utility 15000
Golf course total 572300

CAMBRIDGE, TOWN OF - VINCENT; VICTORIA PARK
Civic Regalia

3358. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Local Government:
Were each of the three towns of Cambridge, Vincent and Victoria Park provided
with any civic regalia including mayoral chains?
Mr OMODEI replied:
The Towns of Cambridge, Vincent and Victoria Park did not receive civic regalia
as part of the infrastructure purchases required for their establishment
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PERTH, CITY OF - PARKING FUND; ENDOWMENT LANDS FUND
3359. Dr CONSTABLE to the inister for Local Government:

(1) How much money was left in -

(a) the City of Perth parking fund,
(b) the endowment lands fund -
at the end of the financial year 1994-95?

(2) How much money has been spent frm each of these funds since 30 June
1995 and what was it spent on?

(3) What are the Ninister's guidelines for allocating the remaining money in
the endowment lands fund/parking fund?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) As at 30 June 1995 the funds earmarked to provide the new towns'

infrastructure had the following balances -

(a) Parking reserves $28414 160
(b) Endowment lands Nil

(2) Since I July 1995 accrued expenditure on infrastructure for the new towns
amounts to $5 855 967. As the endowment lands trust fund was fully
extinguished in 1994-95, all expenditure on infrastructure this financial
year must be funded from parking reserves. Total infrastructure
expenditure to date -

1993-94 $136242
1994-95 $12609862
1995-96 (to 18.9.95) S5855967

$18602071
(3) All infrastructure requests not scheduled and adopted by the commission

prior to 5 May 1995 are referred to me.

PERTH, CITY OF - PARKING FUND; ENDOWMENT LANDS FUND
Town of Cambridge Allocation

3360. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Local Government:
(1) Has the Town of Cambridge requested funds from the endowment

lands/parking fund for -
(a) temporary staff to input data into the new computer system;
(b) a study of beach erosion?

(2) If so, were these funds granted by the Minister and how much was
granted?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) The Town of Cambridge submitted a request to me for additional

infrastructure funds on 28 July 1995. The request included additional staff
resources for establishment tasks including the implementation of the new
computer system. A separate request was made for $50 000 to undertake
a study of the Floreat beach erosion.

(2)-(3) I authorised the payment of $16 000 for the project management of phase
II of the implementation of the new computer system. The funding
request for a beach erosion study was not approved. My colleague, the

inister for Planning has offered the services and advice of the Ministry
for Planning for this purpose.
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CAMBRIDGE, TOWN OF - FURNITURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR OFFICES
3361. Dr CONSTABLE to the inister for Local Government:

(1) How much was spent on furniture and equipment for the temporary offices
of the Town of Cambridge?

(2) Where was the furniture and equipment purchased from?
(3) Was the furniture and equipment new or second-hand?
(4) What furniture and equipment was transferred from the offices at

Westralia Square?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) An amount of $10 825 was expended on temporary furniture for use at the

temporary offices. Note: This amount does not include items
prepurchased for use in the permanent accommodation.

(2) The temporary furniture and equipment was purchased from BankWest.
(3) The temporary furniture and equipment was purchased second-hand.
(4) All furniture and equipment borrowed from City of Perth at Westralia

Square has been returned.
PERTH, CITY OF - WESTRALIA SQUARE, FURNITURE AND EQUIPMIENT

SALE
3362. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Has any surplus furniture or equipment at the City of Perth's offices at
Westralia Square been sold?

(2) If so, what was the total amount raised from the sale of furnituzt and
equipment?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) No.
(2) Nil.

CAMBRIDGE, TOWN OF - VINCENT; VICTORIA PARK
Mindarie Regional Council Seats Purchase

3363. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Local Government:
(1) Did the Commissioners of the Towns of Cambridge, Vincent and Victoria

Park purchase seats on the Mindarie Regional Council for each of these
towns?

(2) If so -
(a) who were they purchased from;
(b) how much was paid for each of these seats;
(c) from which accounts were the funds taken to purchase these

positions?
Mr OMODET replied:
(1) The commission has arranged for the Towns of Cambridge, Vincent and

Victoria Park to secure membership of the Mindarie Regional Council.
This is proposed to be executed by rearranging the membership of the
regional council so that each town would have one vote, the City of Perth
one vote, and the councils of Stirling and Wanneroo four votes.

(2) Legal advice to the commission recommended that the membership of the
City of Perth be diminished to allow entry of the towns. Each
membership was acquired at a cost of $175 330 which will be paid for
from infrastructure funding sources.
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PERTH, CITY OF - PARING FUND; ENDOWMENT LANDS FUND
Towns of Cambridge, Vincens, Victoria Park, Allocations

3364. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Local Government:
(1) What was the total amount allocated from -

(a) the endowment lands funds;
(b) the City of Perth parking funds by the commissioners of the towns

on each of the three new Towns of Cambridge, Vincent and
Victoria Park?

(2) What items did the funds referred to in (1) purchase for each of the towns?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) Infrastructure acquisitions for the towns scheduled, although not yet all

acquired, from endowment lands and the City of Perth paring reserve
funds for the three towns currently total $38 482.75.

(2) With a number of requests yet to be finalised, the items proposed to be
purchased for each of the towns are scheduled in the minutes of the
council meeting of the City of Perth dated 28 April 1995.

COURTS - CHILDREN GIVING EVIDENCE, VIDEOTAPING FACILITIES
3368. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) Does the Government intend to provide any facilities which will enable -

(a) evidence given by children to be videotaped;
(b) evidence given by children to be video linked to the appropriate

court?
(2) If so, when will such facilities be provided?
(3) If not, why not?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) (a) The Government already provides equipment which is

multipurpose to enable videotaping and closed circuit television of
the evidence of children and other vulnerable witnesses at the
Supreme Court, Children's Court and Joondalup court complex.
The Supreme Court facility has been used on many occasions for
both applications.

(b) Closed circuit television facilities, which enable evidence to be
given from a remote room, are in place at the sites referred to in
(a). Closed circuit television facilities will be installed at the
Central Law Courts by January 1996. They will accommodate the
needs of both the District Court and Magistrate's Court
jurisdictions.

(2) See (1).
(3) Not applicable.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - VICTIMS SUPPORT SERVICE
Pri vatisation or Contracting Out

3375. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:
(1) Is the Government still giving consideration to privatising or contracting

out the work performed by the victims support service operated by the
Ministry of Justice?

(2) If so, when will a decision be made on whether the service is to be
privatised or contracted out?
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(3) If not, has the Government made a decision not to privatise or contract out
the service?

(4) Has the Government made a decision to maintain the service within the
Ministry of Justice?

(5) If so, why has the Government decided against privatising or contracting
out service?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Within the next six months.
(3)-(5) Not applicable.

IRON ORE - EXPORTED FROM COCKATOO ISLAND
Agreement Act; Royalty Rate

3443. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Resources Development:
(1) Which company is exporting iron ore from Cockatoo Island?
(2) Are the operations covered by an agreement Act?
(3) If so, which agreement Act is applicable?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) What royalty rate is applicable to the iron ore exported?
Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
(1) Koolyanobbing Iron Pty Ltd, a joint venture between Portman Mining Ltd

(60 per cent) and Anshan Iron and Steel Works (40 per cent).
(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Operations are covered by the Mining Act and other relevant legislation.
(5) Five per cent of FOB value (Mining Act 1978).

NEW TOWNS - PILBARA, ESTABLISHMENT POLICY
3444. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Resources Development:

(1) Does the Government have a policy of establishing any new towns in the
Pilbara?

(2) If so, where?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No need has been identified for new towns.

NEW TOWNS - ADJACENT TO KARIJINI NATIONAL PARK AND GREAT
NORTHERN HIGHWAY

3445. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Resources Development:
Has land been set aside for a new town adjacent to the Karijini national park and
the Great Northern Highway?
Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
In the late 1980s the Government identified and exempted from mining, under
section 19 of the Mining Act, land suitable for townsite and associated
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infrastructure development. Thbis land is mainly to the east of the Great Northern
Highway, and not adjacent to the Karijini national park.

GOVERNMENT PUBUICATIONS - "INTERSTATE ELECTRICITY PRICE
COMPARI SON"

3451. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Resources Development:
(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Interstate Electricity

Price Comparison, Report CSD 03,94, August 1994"?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
(6) By which company was the document printed?
Mr CT. BARNETT replied:
(1) The cost of production of report CSD 03/94 was $989.
(2) The main purpose of producing the document was for management and

staff to gain a better understanding of how SECWA's tariffs compare with
those of other States.

(3) Under $20.
(4) Internal SECWA staff, the Energy Policy and Planning Bureau, Treasury

and the Minister's office. Copies were also made available to the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Committee of the Legislative Assembly.

(5)-(6) Colortype Press, Belmont, Western Australia.
GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - "PUBLIC GUARDIAN'S OFFICE

NEWSLETITER INFORMATION UPDATE"
3458. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:

(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Public Guardian's
Office Newsletter Information Update No 1 April 1995"?

(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
(6) By which company was the document printed?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) $902 for 2 500 copies.
(2) To support people who have been appointed as guardians and

administrators by ensuring they are kept informed of developments which
may affect their role. To promote professional and public awareness of
the needs and rights of people with decision making disabilities by
canvassing advocacy issues and encouraging professional and public
discussion about these issues. To promote innovative practice and high
service standards for people with decision making disabilities by
highlighting examples of such practices. To promote public awareness
and understanding of the principles and provisions of the Guardianship
and Administration Act 1990 and the system by widely disseminating
information on the same.

(3) $681.30.
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(4) All privately appointed administrators and guardians and Public Guardian

Office stakeholders.
(5)-(6) Pilpel Printing Company, 139 Stirling Street, Perth.

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - EMPLOYEES INTERVIEWED
BY COMMISSIONER FOR WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS OR STAFF

3491. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:
I refer to the answer given by the Commissioner for Workplace Agreements inthe estimates debate on 7 September 1995 that face to face meetings withindividuals who have lodged workplace agreements can occur at their request and
I ask -
(1) how many employees or prospective employees have been interviewed in

this way by the commissioner or one of his staff?
(2) are records kept of the outcomes of these interviews?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) I am advised that figures are not available for the number of individuals

who have requested a meeting with the Commissioner of Workplace
Agreements or his staff.

(2) Notations of the interviews are recorded on the relevant agreement file.
I am also advised that interviews not only Occur at the request of individuals, butare also initiated by the commissioner and his staff. A recent survey indicatesthat 35 per cent of employees involved in workplace agreements are interviewed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LAND - YALLINGUP, SUSSEX LOCATION 4422
417. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier

The Premier has been given some notice of the question. I refer to the Premier's
previous answers on the Government's Caves House property sale and ask -
(1) Is it true that in May 1991 the Valuer General provided a valuation of

$1.3m for the 7.92 hectares of land that Caves Hotel owner and Liberal
Party donor Derek Gascoine wanted to purchase from the Government?

(2) Is it true that Mr Gascoine rejected the valuation as too expensive and inJuly 1993, provided his own valuation claiming the entire area was worth
only $536 000?

(3) Is it true that a few months later, in December 1993, the Valuer General
downivalued his estimate of the value of the property to $1.15m, even
though there was no change in zonings?

(4) Is it true that Mr Gascoine was sent a letter in November 1994 offering
him 4.5 ha, or 57 per cent of the leased property for just $550 000, or
42 per cent of the original valuation by the Valuer General?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(4) In May 1991 the Valuer General advised a fair unimproved market value

of $1 .3m for the 7.92 hectares of land for Sussex Location 4422.Following considerable discussion over rent reviews and land valuations,
in July 1993 the lessees sought an independent valuation from Baillieu
Knight and Frank for the total area of 7.92 ha. A valuation of $536 000
was provided. Following direct negotiation between the Office of the
Valuer General and the lessees, the value of the leased land was
reassessed, and a figure of $1.15m was confirmed for the total area of
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7.92 ha. In December 1993 the lessee agreed to the purchase of two parts
of the leasehold land totalling 4.52 ha at Sussex Location 4422 adjoining
Caves House for $550 000. As I understand it, the Minister in the other
House will give a ministerial statement in relation to that matter, but I
think that answers the question the member has put.

LAND - YALLINGUP, SUSSEX LOCATION 4422
418. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier

I again refer to the Government's bungled Caves House property sale -

(1) Is it true that the Valuer General has never provided a separate valuation
for the 4.5 hectares that the Government agreed to sell for $550 00?

(2) Is it true that the only valuation he provided was for the whole 8 ha block?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2) 1 answered the member's first question because I had notice of it. I

understand the arrangements were carred out by delegated authority, but I
do not have the specific answer to the question. I will provide the member
with that information. I understand that today the Minister will give a
detailed explanation in the other House. If the member is not satisfied
with that, he may ask questions and we will provide the answers.

BUS SERVICES - PRIVATE COMPANIES WINNING CONTRACTS
Driver Quaality, Allegations; Tender Conditions; Checks

419. Dr HAMIES to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
I have heard a disturbing report that private companies winning bus service
contracts are using drivers who were rejected by MetroBus.
(1) Is this allegation true?
(2) What conditions are included in tender documents regarding driver

quality?
(3) What checks are made on the performance of drivers working on these

routes?
Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Transport
has provided the following response -

(1) 'No, the allegations are not true. Currently no private companies are
operating public transport bus services in the Perth metropolitan area as a
result of winning bus service contracts. The first such potential private
company, Swan Transit Pty Ltd, has been appointed "preferred tenderer"
only, and the process of contract negotiation is continuing and is
incomplete. To the knowledge of the Department of Transport, no drivers
have yet been recruited. Pending successful completion of contract
negotiation with Swan Transit, operations are not anticipated to
commence until the new year. Obviously, there is no sense in employing
anybody if that person will not be doing a job until the new year.

(2) The tender documents make provision concerning driver quality as
follows: The contractor must within 72 weeks of the effective date
establish and maintain throughout the termn a quality assurance system for
providing the bus service consistent with Australian Standard ISO 900
series. Currently this does not apply to existing Perth bus services.

(3) The contractor must ensure that the operators of the vehicles hold the
necessary licences and are qualified to operate such vehicles. A contractor
is in default if it, or staff employed by the contractor, operates the buses in
an unsafe or incompetent manner.
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LAND - YALLINGUP, CROWN LAND SALE TO DEREK GASCOINE
Septic Effluent Pumped from Caves Housse onto A Class Reserve

420. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:
I refer to the sale by the Government of 4.5 hectares of land at Yallinguip to a
Liberal Party donor for the ridiculously low price of $500 000 -
(1) Is it true that septic effluent is being pumped from Caves House into a

collapsed cave on an adjoining A class reserve?
(2) Given that this practice is illegal and contravenes local council by-laws,

what action will the Minister take to ensure the owner of Caves House
ceases to pump sewage onto an A class reserve?

Mr MINSON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am happy to reply.
However, the member's introductory statement -referred to the sale of government
land for a particular price, and then the question asked about septic effluent,
which are totally unrelated.
(1)-(2) I assume the question is about septic effluent being pumped from Caves

House into a collapsed cave and so on -
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: I assume that the A class reserve is south of Caves House. I have
inquired through the Minister's department. It has informed me that the inquiries
of the Department of Conservation and Land Management have not been able to
determine whether sewage transfer occurs. It also points out that effluent disposal
is a matter for the Shire of Busselton. However, the Minister does accept ultimate
responsibility. The member has two alternatives: Either put the question on
notice or to inquire of the Shire of Busselton.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - SEA LINKS KINDERGARTEN BUILDING,
FUTURE

421. Mr OSBORNE to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education:
Members of the Adam Road Parents & Citizens' Association have raised
concerns about the future use of the Sea Links Kindergarten building before the
introduction of the Good Start program to the Adam Road Primary School
campus in 1996. What are the Education Department's intentions for this
building?
Mr TUBBY replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for Education
has provided the following reply: The Education Department holds the lease on
the Sea Links Kindergarten building until 31 May 1997. It is anticipated that
when programs for four year old children come under the auspices of the
Education Department the Sea Links building will be used to accommodate
groups of four year olds. At this stage it is not certain which programs will be put
in place at the Sea Links building during 1996. The Education Department may
seek to sublet the building for 1996 while programs for four year olds in the
Bunbury region continue to be offered by the Department for Family and
Children's Services.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - REFORMS
Premier, Confidence in Hon Peter Foss; Responsibility

422. Dr GALLOP to the Premier:
I refer the Premier to the announcement by his Minister for Health that the
purchaser-provider system of health administration introduced by the coalition
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Government in 1993 and 1994 at great cost and enormous disruption is to be
replaced.
(1) Does the Premier have confidence in his Minister for the Environment

Hon Peter Foss, when it is clear that the Minister's own Government has
repudiated all the changes he introduced as Minister for Health?

(2) If the changes are now acknowledged to have been a highly costly and
disruptive mistake, who will be held responsible?

Mr COURT replied:
I was going to answer "Yes" and "You"; however the last time I gave a quick
answer, I got into trouble. I will extend my answer.
(1) Yes, I have full confidence in Hon Peter Foss.
(2) In relation to the challenges faced inside the health system, the member

for Victoria Park would agree that there has been a need for major reforms
in the way government hospitals are managed. The Government is
prepared to bring about those changes to ensure it gets a better service for
a lesser cost.

ELECTORATE OFFICES - SECURITY IMPROVEME-NTS

423. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Premier:
As the security of parliamentary members' electorate offices is of concern to all
members, will the Premier inform the House of what action the Government plans
for the security of these offices?
Mr COURT replied:
Concern has been expressed to my office, particularly in recent months, about the
number of break-ins that have occurred at the electorate offices. As a result of
those complaints and the recommendations that have been made, I have asked
Mal Wauchope in my office to recommend what should be done to improve
security in the electorate offices. I hope that recommendation will come through
within a few weeks.
As members know, the general principle with electorate offices is always that
members are treated the same in these matters. I do not know how many times I
have been broken into - it is far too many. In recent months when a Labor Party
office has been broken into, before we know it Labor Party members have been in
front of the television cameras saying, "Shock, horror - we have been broken into.
There is a sinister plot; secret files have been stolen." There seems to be two sets
of rules. If the offices of government members are broken into, the members
make the complaint to the police.
Mr McGinty interjected.
Mr COURT: I went to great lengths not to be on television after the break-in at
my office the last time when it was set on fire. Do not ask me which papers were
lost! The point I want to make is that the Leader of the Opposition said that he is
heartily sick of the lack of security. He said -

No Government would allow its business to be conducted in such an
insecure fashion.

John Halden went on to say -
We keep on calling for there to be adequate and appropriate security and
of course the Government fails to respond on every occasion.

I want to put the record straight. The Leader of the Opposition wrote to me after
his office was broken into in Fremantle. If it is ail right by the Leader of the
Opposition, I will quote the letter he wrote. On 1 June he wrote -
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In view of the recent break-in at my electorate office, where expensive
equipment and crucial back-up tapes were stolen, I write to request that
security at the premises be up-graded.
I believe a simple, inexpensive alarm unit would serve as an adequate
deterrent.
Could you please arrange for installation of such a unit as a matter of
priority?
With thanks.

Mal Wauchope, who is responsible for these matters, wrote back on 7 July after
he had spoken to me. He wrote -

On behalf of the Premier I am responding to your letter requesting theinstallation of a property security alarm at your Parliamentary Electorate
Office.
The Premier has approved your request and installation will be arranged
through this Office. Prior to proceeding, I would appreciate your views on
the type of alarm which you consider would be appropriate for your needs.

We wrote again on 21 September -

I refer to my 7 July letter about the installation of a property security
alarm at your Parliamentary Electorate Office.
In the absence of a response, I have made arrangements for the Building
Management Authority to undertake an inspection of the premises with aview to recommending an appropriate alarm system. However, should
you have a preference for any particular system, I would appreciate
receiving your views.

We are trying to help. We are trying to install alarms for the Leader of the
Opposition. However, we want to do that in consultation with the Leader of theOpposition. Before he makes public criticism that we are doing nothing about it,he should get the facts right. We are concerned about the situation.
Mrs Roberts: I wrote three letters and put a system in myself.
Mr COURT: Well, there you are. There is a bit of initiative for you. I make thepoint that there is a problem with security in electorate offices. We believe that
security systems should be installed and as soon as the recommendation comes
through, we will have it implemented.
GOVERNOR OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - PENSION ENTITLEMENTS

424. Mr GRAHAM to the Premier:
Given the highily commendable precedent set by the Governor General Designate,
Sir William Deane, in requesting that his salary be reduced by the amount of hisHigh Court pension in order to prevent double dipping from the public purse, I
ask -
(1) Will the Premier -

(a) determine whether the Governor of Western Australia is in receipt
of, or has been the beneficiary of, any service pension scheme as a
result of his military service; and

(b) if the Governor is in receipt of such a pension, will the Premier
request that His Excellency take a similar course of action to that
taken by the Governor General Designate?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2) I am not aware of His Excellency's financial arrangements in relation to
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his pension entitlements, etc. I amt prepared to make some inquiries and,
in an appropriate way, to provide the information that I have to the
member.

NORTH WEST SHELF GAS PROJECT - SHUTDOWN, IMPACT ON
CUSTOMERS

425. Mrt JOHNSON to the Minister for Energy:
Will the inister advise the House of the impact on customers of the recent
forced shutdowns of the North West Shelf gas project?
Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
I thank the member for his question. A potentially quite serious situation
emerged in respect of gas supplies. At about 6.30 pm on Sunday, a short circuit
caused a compressor starter motor to fail at the domestic gas plant on the North
West Shelf. As a result, the domestic gas plant was shut down. It also required
the LNG facilities to be shut down. Gas flows were restored at about 5.00 pmn on
Monday. Effectively, there was a 23 hour stoppage. It affected only a very
limited number of major industrial customers. Ten major gas users had gas
supplies curtailed.
There was no impact on the remaining 230 industrial customers and 350 000
residential and commercial customers were not affected. Western Power was able
to switch to alternative fuels such as distillate and coal, which was substituted for
natural gas at the Pinjar, Kalgoorlie, Geraldton and Kwinana power stations.
Similarly, major private sector industrial users, such as Alcoa and Hamersley,
were able to switch to alternative fuel. However, they did experience an impact
and they were forced to operate at lower levels of production than normal. This
morning, between 2.00 am and 5.00 am, theme was a further problem with the
domestic gas plant due to the failure of a hydraulic hose. However, gas supplies
have now been fully restored and Alcoa, as the major gas customer, returned to
full gas load levels at 11.00 am.
It is important that supply be maintained and I take this opportunity to
compliment AlintaGas, Western Power and, particularly, the private sector
customers, who cooperated in trying to ensure that there was minimal adverse
effect on the public by cutting back on production and switching to alternatives.
By doing that, disruption was kept to a minimum. As a matter of course, I will be
requesting a formal report from both the North West Shelf joint venturers and
AlintaGas and an assessment of the situation by the Office of Energy.

WANNEROO CITY COUNCIL.- MEMBER FOR WELLINGTON, FINANCIAL
DEAL

426. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Premier:

I refer to the recent report in the Sunday Times on 24 September 1995 that the
Cabinet Secretary acted as a front man on one of his brother's financial deals and
ask:
(1) Given that this deal involved the me mber for Wanneroo's using his

property to secure a loan -

Points of Order

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I believe that the term "front man" impugns the reputation
of the member for Wellington. I also do not think that that was an accurate
reflection of what was reported. The question could be asked in a proper manner
without impugning the reputation of the member for Wellington.

Mr RIPPER: Were the point of order made by the Leader of the House accepted,
we might as well come into the Parliament bound and gagged - we would not be
able to sy anything. Parliament is a forum of robust debate and I do not think the
use of the term 'front man" is contrary to parliamentary convention.
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The SPEAKER: In responding to this issue I take this opportunity to say that
although people are able in this Parliament to make very powerful and in some
cases very abusive comments about people who are not members of this House,
that does not mean that people should be entitled to abuse citizens or to make
statements that are inappropriate - particularly statements that are offensive. In
this case I do not believe that these words should be withdrawn. The words "front
man" can be used in a range of ways. Sometimes they can be used in an offensive
way, but that is not necessarily the case on this occasion. Members might
disagree, but the English language allows different interpretations of words. The
member can continue.

Questions withou Notice Resumed
Mr MARLBOROUGH:
(1) Given that this deal involved the member for Wanneroo's using his

property to secure a loan taken out by the Cabinet Secretary, does this
particular transaction appear in the Mann and Fowler reports?

(2) How long has the Premier known about this deal?
(3) Given that the Cabinet Secretary is the brother of one of the key players

involved in corruption in Wanneroo City Council and has been intimately
involved in at least one of his brother's deals, will be Premier act to
maintain confidence in the Government by standing down the Cabinet
Secretary until the outcome of a full inquiry into corruption by the former
Wanneroo councillors?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(3) The member for Wellington is a man for whom I have the utmost respect.

The member has asked -

Mr Marlborough: You said that about the Attorney General and the member for
Wanneroo. Who haven't you said it about?
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to the order the member for Peel.
Mr COURT: I know the member for Peel well enough not to have said that about
him. In all seriousness, I regard the member for Wellington as a fine upstanding
gentleman and member of this Parliament. If a brother raising a loan for a brother
is an issue for the member -

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel.
Mr COURT: The member for Wellington provided me with that informatioin, and
he is also prepared to provide the member with all that information.
ASBESTOS RELATED DISEASES - COMMITTEE, SECRET AGENDA

ALLEGATIONS
427. Mr McNEE to the Minister for.Labour Relations:

There was an accusation in The West Australian on Monday 25 September that
the Minister was secretly setting up a committee to examine asbestos diseases
compensation and that he was stacking it with mining and business people. Is
there any truth in the allegation?
Mr KIERATH replied:
I was shocked to open the newspaper and read that headline, because, on 3 May
this year, there was a question on notice. It is in Hansard. The member for
Pilbara. asked me whether there was a committee. I said that there was such a
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committee, and I went on to tell him who was On it. The member scurried around
at a picnic and tried to fighten people by saying that there is a secret agenda to
review the issue of asbestos related diseases. There is no secret about it; it was in
Hansard five months ago. Nothing has changed dramatically since.
There is no secret about the committee and there is no secret about the agenda.
There are three government representatives on the committee. They are from the
Department of Minerals and Energy, the State Government Insurance
Commission and WorkCover. They all have distinct interests. There is a
representative from the Chamber of Mines and Energy of Western Australia and
from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. They are the
people who must pay for any changes. There is also the chairman of the
industrial diseases panel. The committee is not only not secret but also definitely
not stacked. The member for Pilbara is wrong on both counts.
I can understand Labor members' sensitivity because, when they were in
government, they milked that fund. They lost the money in the SGIC. Labor
members lost money in all their dirty dealings. They wasted money that was put
aside for injured workers and people suffering from diseases. They wasted it on
their mates and on their dirty business dealings. They are the ones who should be
held to account. Their own people have asked me to get that fund out of the
SGIC, to stop it being milked for ever and a day, because it has funds that rightly
belong to injured workers. The Asbestos Diseases Society asked me to do that
when we were in opposition and when the Labor mob, in government, were
hopelessly losing money hand over fist.
It is true that, because it is a difficult issue, it has taken me a while to bring it
about, but I now have Cabinet agreement in principle that that move should take
place. The fund will come out of the SGIC and go into a board controlled by
WorkCover. We will expand the range of diseases to include all dust diseases.
There will be a wide fund instead of a narrow fund. In short, it will be good news
all round, but the best is that it will become a fund for research into dust related
diseases. It is a win, win occasion; nobody loses. I understand the Labor Party's
unhappiness, because it is all good news; there is not one bit of bad news. The
fund will put this State into the world league of research centres for work related
diseases, especially dust related diseases.
I understand that gets up the member for Pilbara's nose and annoys him. He just
cannot stand the fact that we are making good news stories and are doing more
for working men and women in this State than Labor members ever did when
they were in power. All that they could do was milk the fund - rob the fund of
money that was set aside for injured men and women in this State. That was the
Opposition's record when it was in government. This Government's record is the
exact opposite; that is, it has worked to get it to a situation where it can be used
for not only existing and expanded purposes but also, and more importantly,
additional research into dust related diseases.
POLTCAL DISCLOSURE LEGISLATION .PROCLAMATION PLANS

428. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
I refer to the political disclosure legislation passed by the previous Labor
Government some three years ago, which requires full disclosure of the funding
of political parties, and to the recent statement by the President of the Liberal
Party that he does not want this legislation implemented. Will the Premier
undertake to proclaim this legislation before the next state election?
Mr COURT replied:
I can certainly undertake that if this Government does not proclaim that
legislation it will have improved legislation in place. The Leader of the
Opposition is aware that there were problems with the legislation which was
introduced by the previous Government and that is the reason it was not
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proclaimed. The Electoral Commissioner suggested that this Government wait
until the review of the federal legislation. I understand that that has either been
completed or is nearing completion.
I understand the comment by the President of the Liberal Party was along the
lines that this State should have complementary legislation to the Federal
Government's disclosure legislation.
Dr Gallop: He said we didn't need it.
Mr COURT: If this Government does not proclaim that legislation, with
amendments in place, it will proclaim other legislation which would be
complementary to the federal legislation.
Mr McGinty: When?
Mr COURT: Certainly before the next state election. The Government has
already given that commitment. The major political parties are very much under
the auspices of the federal legislation. Regardless of whether it will be amended
legislation or new legislation, which would tend to be complementary to the
federal legislation, there will be public disclosure legislation for this State.
Mr McGINTY: There won't be any changes to the federal legislation in the next
six months.
Mr COURT: The Federal Government has just carried out a review of its
legislation and, if it has not done so already, it will amend the legislation. This
State will have legislation which will be complementary to the federal legislation
and it will be in place prior to the next state election.
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