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Thursday, 14 December 1995

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 10.30 am, and read prayers.

MOTION - URGENCY
Legislative Council, a Genuine House of Review, Reforms Funding

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): I have received this letter dated
14 December 1995 -

Dear Mr President
At today's sitting, it is my intention to move under SO 72 that the House, at its
rising adjourn until 9.00 am on December 25 1995 for the purpose of discussing
the urgent need for Government funding to facilitate those reforms that are
essential to establish the Legislative Council as a genuine house of review.
Yours sincerely
John Cowdell MLC

In order for this matter to be discussed it will be necessary for at least four members to
indicate their support by rising in their places.
[At least four members rose in their places.]
HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [10.37 am]l: I move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25 December.
It is opportune on the last sitting day of the Council this year that this matter be
discussed. In the past when the Government has wanted to adopt reform proposals
certainly every time some of the Commission on Government proposals are mentioned -
the Premier has said, "By the next election we will have disclosure legislation. That is a
firm promise." I have heard that three or four times from the Premier. All we have heard
from the Government so far on reform proposals with respect to the upper House is
deafening silence in comparison with its warm embrace of certain other proposals that
came forward; such is the warm although late embrace of disclosure legislation.
Several members interjected.
Hon J.A. COWVDELL: I am sure the Minister will want to comment after my remarks.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is pretty early in the morning, and I like a bit of quiet in the
morning.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The Government has shown will and determination in some
regards. I pay credit to its will and determination with respect to the televising of
Parliament. This has been essentially a bipartisan initiative. It has to do with Parliament
and the promotion of this institution. The Government has found resources at the behest,
predominantly I believe, of the Presiding Officers, to televise Parliament. Those
resources are about $1m by the time one takes into account the sound system, lighting,
television cameras and so on. When it has wanted to, the Government has provided the
resources to reform this Parliament. Obviously many other reforms must take place and
only the Government can show the initiative that is required. I say "only the
Government" in two respects: Firstly, many of the reform initiatives require a financial
allocation.
Hon Mark Nevill: Fewer royal commissions might help.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Secondly, there has been a singular lack of separate initiative by
the Government parties' upper House caucus. The Government has shown a lack of
leadership or lack of will regarding the essential reforms needed to make this a genuine



House of Review. The much vaunted government or coalition backbenich committee was
supposed to come up with proposals. We waited all year for those proposals and the
nearest we came to them was a page and half of suggestions about five weeks ago. The
most appreciable reform on them was that the Opposition should stop speaking in the
upper House. Nothing was said about the Government.
Hon N.F. Moore: That would be a major reform; a major benefit.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The proposal was that a quarter of an hour be shaved off the
ordinary members' speaking time.
Hon N.F. Moore: Who brought in time allocation?
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us listen to what Hon John Cowdell has to say.
Hon J.A. COWDEL.L: At least the Assembly has shown some leadership by setting up a
select committee to examine procedures and events in that House. It is a bipartisan look
at what is takcing place. This Chamber has done nothing of the sort. All that has occurred
is a very inadequate couple of proposals fro~m a backbench coalition committee which
obviously has very limited support from the Ministry. We do not even have a formal
bipartisan select committee as does the lower House.
Hon Peter Foss: They came up with the idea of having adjournment debates.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I refer to the magnificent support for reform by the Government.
Every time we mention further reform Minister Foss disdainfully refers to the glittering
and magnificent reforms that he initiated five years ago, but which people can hardly
remember.
Hon Peter Foss: I never claimed that.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I am talking about the committees.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I seem to recall the Minister's claiming some credit for additional
committee reforms.
Hon Mark Nevill: One of your ambit claims, Mr Foss.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Then there are the magnificent obsessions of the Leader of the
House, which normally consist of the renting of garments and saying, "I agree with
having no Ministers here. I will sacrifice on behalf of Minister Foss. "
Hon George Cash: My position has not changed, but I think yours has.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not know why it is that as soon as one person makes an
interjection, four or five honourable members in this place automatically take that to be
an invitation for them to make some equally out of order interjection. I know who they
are. They instantly find it compulsory to make an interjection. Before we know where
we are the honourable member who is trying to address the Chamber is unable to be
heard by anyone. Even though his arguments may be good arguments, nobody gets any
benefit out of them because we cannot hear them.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Mr President, I thanik you for protection from the ministerial
rabble.
The PRESIDENT: It is protection not just from them bat from all members.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: As I was saying, the failure of will and leadership on the part of
the Government is exemplified by its backbench committee, by its failure to have a select
committee on this matter, as has the Assembly, and by the attitudes presented to this
Chamber, particularly by Ministers Foss and Cash.
In my remaining time I can refer to only some of the things that must be done. Members
will be aware from the Commission on Government report and other reports that a
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dramatically increased research capacity is necessary. This requires Government
funding. A range of suggestions have been made, ranging from at bottom a $10 000
allocation per member from a draw-down research fund, to the proposal of the second
COG report, which is an extra staff member for all members for research purposes. That
is an advance on what I think was known as the "B arnett committee" established some
years ago which proposed an increase of 0.6 staff. Although I was not in this place then,
I very strongly supported those committee recommendations but failed to move the Labor
Government on the matter. It should have moved on the matter but it did not.
With respect to this Government's championing of this Chamber where it has enjoyed an
uninterrupted majority for 105 years, I expect to see a package of reforms announced
early next year for the enhancement of the role of this Chamber. That is the very least we
can expect given the rhetoric from coalition over the past 10 years. Other options
concerning research are the proposal in COG 2 for a library research capacity for the first
time. However, I do not think this should preclude individual assistance for members.
Other models operate, such as a research pool in New Zealand where researchers are
allocated to parties to provide a research pool, or presumably an additional member for
Independents or single representative parties. I recall in the previous Government that an
allocation was made for the Independents but not the major parties.
Hon N.F. Moore: Exactly right; I wonder why.
Hon Peter Foss: I wonder why.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: We are looking to Hon Peter Foss to act on the critique he
provided last time. Other opportunities exist which need funding; not just the research
capacity and that possible range of options, but also the enhancement of committees. A
number of suggestions has been made, such as the payment of the Chairpersons of
Committees. That is long overdue and requires some attention. In this Chamber, as
members will be aware, party Whips are paid as is anyone who performs a role, except
people who perform committee roles. Even in local government there will now be a
committee sitting fee. There are other proposals for the committees that require funding;
that is, the minimum requirement of the allocation of a clerk and research assistant for
each committee. Quite often the Legislation Committee must wait for staff to return
from their regular junkets with Hon Bruce Donaldson and his committee. Those staff are
shared between the committees and we are told we cannot hold a meeting because the
staff have gone to Tasmania and so on.
In conclusion, a range of essential reforms could be acted upon with little or no expense
to the Government. Certainly, even given Hon Max Evans' fiscal stance, an appreciable
reform package could be announced next year without a great impost on government
finances. I run through the obvious list: Cooperative time management, particularly with
respect to the allocation of a decent amount of time for committees, and examination of
the structure of the committees. I was disappointed that the Commission on Government
did not look more closely at this aspect and that the second COG report contained advice
for Legislative Assembly committees but not for Legislative Council committees, which
are far more important. We must look at the provisions for question time and public
information. Proposals have been made to inform the public about what is going on in
Parliament each week. That is a good idea. Of course, if the task were set to inform the
public about what is going on in Parliament, members could be similarly informed.
Obviously, sitting times should be examined. I note the proposal that this Parliament
should adopt the House of Representatives' sitting times and finish at 8.00 pm. I note
Hon Peter Foss' previous advice that no good legislation can be passed after 11.00 pm,
and I think our legislative output recently bears testimony to that. A range of proposals
has been made, and we look forward to leadership from the government side and a
reform package early in the new year.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.53 am]: I am
delighted that Hon John Cowdell raised this motion today. It is about three years too late,
given that he has been a member of this House for three or so years. I am reluctantly
starting to form the view that every time Hon John Cowdell speaks he takes a negative
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view of the subject matter. If be does not change his approach to matters, the answer to
the question "Knock, knock, who's there?" will be "The negative John Cowdell." I take
great interest in much of what he says in this place, but he forgets to finish his comments
with some positive suggestions. Knocking all the time gets us nowhere. One of the
problems facing Hon John Cowdell, which could be used in part as an excuse, is that he
was not a member of this place from 1983 to 1992-1993 during the years of the Labor
Government. However, he was very close to the House during that period, given his
former official position with the Australian Labor Party. He was one of the principal
advisers of the former Government with regard to the manner in which it handled
parliamentary affairs. Without wishing to draw you, Mr President, into the debate, which
I recognise would be improper, I note that soon after the Burke Labor Government was
appointed in 1983 the then Premier in his first Budget cut the finances to the Legislative
Council.
Hon Mark Nevill: Because of the gerrymander.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Any excuse is better than none when someone is on a loser.
Hon Mark Nevill: It is an excellent excuse.
Hon GEORGE CASH: When Mr Burke was asked why he had cut the funding to the
Legislative Council, he asked why he would want to fund a House that opposed his
legislative program. During the 10 years of the Labor Government this House was not
adequately funded. In 1989 a number of new members were elected to Uhs place. One
of those new members was the late Bob Pike, who began his second term as a member.
He, along with Hon Derrick Tomlinson, Hon Peter Foss and others, very early in the
piece indicated the structure of this place should be changed. The coalition parties, then
in opposition, made a proposal that four new standing committees be established.
Hon John Cowdell is a member of at least one of those committees, which committee is
probably the most effective of them all. I do not want to play down the work of any other
committee, but the Legislation Committee has been 'very effective and in the main its
recommendations have been accepted by this House. I do not know on what basis Hon
John Cowdell says that nothing has happened, bearing in mind that he was principal
adviser to the former Labor Government with respect to parliamentary practice in this
place. Despite his official position during that period, the coalition parties initiated the
changes made in this place.
Hon J.A. Cowdell: It is history.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes, it is history but we should not overlook it or Hon John
Cowdell's previous position within the Australian Labor Party. During the time he held
that position, the funding to this place was cut back. One of my ministerial colleagues
said in an aside that this is the most hypocritical exhibition f-rm this member in this
place in recent times. He stands and pretends that there should be change but he forgets
that he, in particular, was one of those responsible for the massive cutback in Legislative
Council funding during the Burke and other Labor Governments. Let us not dwell in the
past, but let us look to the future. I refer to some statements in the latest COG report at
page 159. Mr Cowdell when giving evidence about the Legislative Council, of which he
is a member, said -

We do everything that the Legislative Assembly does, that is, other than initiate
money Bills, but we do it less well. The Legislative Councillors sit around doing
nothing worthwhile in legislative session. We have futile set piece debates that
go for hours and hours and effect no change whatsoever..

This is one of our members taling about this House of Parliament. He prefers to make
these comments to some other committee, rather than suggest positive changes in this
place. His evidence continues -

We have five government ministers who get on with their job, which is
administering, occasionally sitting there signing Christmas cards in the House, but
that's fine. That's perhaps a symbol of them getting on with a worthwhile role.
We have four shadow ministers who are also pursuing a critical role in the public
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forum and we have the President who is pursuing an administrative role. The
other 24 of us define our roles in terms of the electorate constituency groups,
party committees, you name it, anything but a legislative role. Our function is
purely formal. We are the rubber stamp.

That is a very negative statement by the member. I cannot believe he would say that.
Why does he not come in here and propose that a committee of change be formed? It
was the Government that asked some backbenchers to get together, and Hon John
Cowdell was one of the persons consulted on changes in this place. If he had said that we
did not go far enough, I could accept that. It may be that in the new year we may
consider a select committee to look at the future of this place. It is not the coalition's
platform, but I have a personal view that there should not be Ministers in this House. I
now ask members opposite to put up their hands if they agree with the proposition that
there should not be Ministers in this place. Hon John Cowdell did not raise his hand. He
believes there should be Ministers in this place because he sees himself jumping some of
the current shadow Ministers for a position in due course.
Hon Mark Nevill: Under the Constitution there must be one Minister in this place.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Under the Constitution there can be a principal Minister. We
could call him the Leader of the House. The official title could be leader of the
Government in the Legislative Council, and he could do whatever must be done
administratively under the Constitution. However I believe there is room for significant
change; that we can establish a strong committee structure, under which committee
chairmen are paid a sum equal to Ministers' remuneration or thereabouts; that they have a
senior position; and that members of committees take their work very seriously and turn
up for work. I am sure that Hon John Cowdell would agree with that.
As Hon Mark Nevill suggests, there may be a need to change completely the current.
sitting hours of this House. Why we happen to run parallel with the Legislative
Assembly, I have no idea. I should say that I have some idea because it is by way of
historic fact more than practical management of the House. Therefore there is room for
change.
Because of the shortness of time I will sum up: First, I am disappointed that Hon John
Cowdell should be so negative regarding his membership of this House, given that during
the 10 year reign of terror of the Labor Governments he was the principal Australian
Labor Party adviser to the Government which was responsible for cutting back funding to
this House. I cite, therefore, hypocrite number one. Secondly, I invite Hon John
Cowdell to make positive suggestions so that the Government can pick up those
suggestions and move forward, and we can make positive changes to this place. Thirdly,
although Hon John Cowdell is not part of the management processes of the House, in the
past 12 months the Government and the Opposition have worked closely to try to achieve
a steady flow of business through this House.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [ 11.02 am]: I am pleased to support the motion
moved by Hon John Cowdell. Before I begin speaking to the motion, because Hon John
Cowdell may not get the opportunity to close debate because of the constraints on time, I
must defend my colleague. To call Hon John Cowdell's contribution this morning
negative -

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us listen to Hon Kim Chance.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Thank you, Mr President. To call Hon John Cowdell's
contribution this morning negative, indeed to describe any contribution by him on this
issue as negative.-
Hon George Cash: It is the ageing process that is affecting him.
Hon KIM CHANCE: - could probably only be defended by the fact that people are a
little tired. Hon John Cowdell is one of the most positive speakers in the advocacy of
reform of this place. In a sober moment people would generally recognise that. In his

13179



speech this morning Hon John Cowdell raised no less than 10 positive points for the
improvement to this House -

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: He is touted as the only cerebral strength in the Labor Party -
federal or state.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I will not rise to that.
Hon John Halden: Who from the government side matches him? No-one!
Hon KIM CHANCE: To suggest that during the years of the Burke Government
Hon John Cowdell was in any way a faceless man was similarly unfair. Hon John
Cowdell was a publicly elected official of the Australian Labor Party during that time.
He was certainly not faceless. He occupied for much of that time the second most
important position in the party's lay structure.
Several members interjected.
Hon KIM CHANCE: He was elected by any member of the public who could claim a
franchise in the Australian Labor Party. It was most certainly open to the public and able
to be criticised by the public, because people would recognise that those positions in any
major party are very much public positions. Even though they may not be elected by the
public they are certainly exposed to the public. However, to describe an elected party
official as a faceless man - indeed to describe the people who were originally described
as faceless men, which applied to the national executive of the ALP - is just a confusion
of terms. The national executive did not comprise faceless men. They were clearly and
publicly identified, and they were elected through the democratic process. Perhaps it
confuses matters by going into that point.
Hon George Cash: We do not claim that the 36 faceless men of the Labor Party were
responsible for cutting back the funding of the Legislative Council. We say that Mr
Cowdell, as principal adviser to former Labor Governments, played a major part in that,
and now he says that we should reinstate that funding.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I thank the Leader of the House for bringing me back to the point
First, Hon John Cowdell was not a principal adviser. He was a key and respected
adviser, but not a principal adviser.
Hon George Cash: Now he is nobody.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Given the choice that the Burke Government made, and I was
unaware that that happened until Mr Cash said so -
Hon Mark Nevill: Don't believe them!
Hon KIM CHANCE: Given the choice that the Burke Government made, and the state
of this place until the reforms in 1989 which brought this place to the 'democratic" state
that it is now, and the way this place existed between 1983 and 1989, 1 would be inclined
to support what Mr Burke did. Why on earth should a popularly elected Government
provide large resources to a House which was not democratically elected?
Hon George Cash: You want to politicise everything.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: It is a catch 22 situation.
Hon KIM CHANCE: We have a bicameral system, and the upper House in that system
has at least some pretence of being a House of Review. I believe we genuinely try within
the constraints we have placed on ourselves to be a House of Review. Although I do not
think we do it very well, and to that extent I agree with Hon John Cowdell, there is a will
to make this place a House of Review, and I respect that will. However, in any bicameral
system in which we pretend to have a House of Review, for that House of Review to be
elected undemocratically makes the system a farce. We made changes in 1989 in this
place, which can at least let us hold up our heads and say that we are getting there. We
have a long way to go. I[do not know the precise circumstances under which the Burke
Government made that decision. I do not know the degree or the effects of the financial
cuts, but I can understand why a popularly elected Government would want to look
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sideways at the way it was allocating money to a House of Review which did not have a
democratic franchise.
Hon George Cash: Mr Cowdell still claims that to be the case. Therefore, why claim
that we should reinstate the money?
Hon KIM CHANCE: It is still the case. The only observation I made was that in 1989
things improved, and we are on the way -
Hon N.F. Moore: But the money did not come. There is no more money.
Hon KIM CHANCE: If that is the case - I take Hon George Cash's word for this - the
member is describing the funding to the Legislative Council as inadequate. I do not see
evidence of that. I think the funding to Parliament is inadequate; however, I do not see a
division between the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council in the resources
available to each House, which is great. In fact, comparing the spending that our new
extensive committee system has available to it with the funding available to the system in
the popular House, we seem to be quite well off.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: What about funding for a research officer?
Hon KIM CHANCE: I could not agree more with Hon Ross Lightfoot. One of the key
reforms we should consider when we talk in the same breath about expanding the
committee system is expanding the resources available to members. In the one-vote-one-
value debate, which is conducted with some passion in my electorate - I sometimes find
myself moving to the back foot - I have always argued that it is not the numbers of
representatives that the country areas have to represent them that is relevant, but the
quality of the representation they have. What restricts the quality of representation that
members are able to provide to their electors in rural areas is the resources available to
them, not the number of electors they represent, and certainly not the number of square
kilometres or the number of sheep in their electorates. It is being able to get the research
done, to access the information and to provide direct services to our electors that makes
the difference between whether rural areas get representation or not.
The same argument can be applied to the contribution members make in this place; that is
where we come back to the question of research officers. If we argue for an expanded
and more effective committee system, we must also acknowledge the other side to that
equation: If we expand the time we must commit to the committee system, our already
strained resources will be further strained. I am a member of just one committee in this
place. Although it is effective, I do not think it is regarded as the most active committee
of this place. My limited involvement in the committee system takes all the time I can
afford to put into it. I am sure the same argument applies to other members. Any more
involvement would impact on my other roles as a member of Parliament. I can see how
additional research capacity and staff could expand the role of committees.
HON B.K DONALDSON (Agricultural) 1 11. 12 am]: I will discuss some of the issues
Hon John Cowdell raised. What the backbench committee included in the page and a
half was significant to what had gone on in the rest of the year. We were trying to bring
the House into line with debating standards that have been set in other places. There has
been much meaningless debate over the year. The committee hoped to trial over the last
five or six weeks of the session a system to ensure that people kept to the point of the
debate.
The second part was the categorisation of the Bills by what we loosely called the Whips'
committee; that is, the Leader of the House, the leader of opposition business, and the
two Whips, if they wanted to be involved. Part of that categorisation had gone on during
the year through the cooperation that existed between the Government and the
Opposition. That was nothing new. From the original paper we looked at as a committee
to change the sitting hours and the committee structure, we found that we were
hamstrung because in some instances the same advisory research officer advises two
committees, which makes it difficult. The committee considered having Monday as a
full committee day. Many members were unhappy about that because shadow Cabinet
meets on Mondays. The Government has a problem with committee meetings on
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Tuesday mornings because it has party meetings until 3 o'clock. That left us to sit on
Wednesdays. Many people said that if we were here, we might as well sit. Therefore,
we had to get a day that ensured the emphasis was placed on the committee structure.
Why could the Standing Committee on Government Agencies not be used as another
form of the Standing Committee on Legislation and deal with all financial administration
activities?
We must consider the number of research and committee officers if we are to utilise this
format for this House of Review. That is not easy. Another problem is that the wider
community views members in this place almost as local members; we are not. People
understand that members in the Senate, for argument's sake, are in Canberra for much of
the time and have a huge State to wander around, and that much of their time is spent on
committee work. That often involves travel around Australia looking at legislative
proposals. We must change the mind set of people. Members of this House are not local
members; however, we are expected to act like them. Members in the Agricultural or
Mining and Pastoral Regions are expected to be in Geraldton in the morning, Esperance
in the afternoon, and Mullewa in the evening. As Hon Kim Chance knows, those
members are considered to be local members of seven electorates.
Hon Barry House: We have 10.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: We must educate the community that if we are to play a
significant role in this legislative process, this place is where the activity should occur,
debate should continue. In many cases the Opposition is now comfortable with time
management in the Legislative Assembly; we do not hear any grizzles.
Hon Kim Chance: No.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Members should consider the number of Bills passed in the
House of Representatives and the Senate and how they are passed - by the guillotine.
Hon Kim Chance: I don't think you can say the Opposition is comfortable with it.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: The committee suggested that the so-called Whips'
committee look at Bills when they came forward. Bills about which there was no
problem between the Government and the Opposition would be automatically put into the
House; the others would be hived off to either the Government Agencies Committee or
the Legislation Committee. It would not restrict the debate in the House at the same
time. The Security and Related Activities (Control) Bill is an example of that.
Hon Mark Nevill: You've been reading the 1987 report of this House.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I was not one of those faceless men cutting back money to
this House. The committee listened to a lot of comment on whether there should be
Ministers in this House. A number of people said to me - I will not dob them in - that
they used to think there should not be Ministers in this House but that they were not sure
now. Compared with the talent of their party in the other place, they thought there was
good talent in this House.
Hon Kim Chance: That is not quite what I said!
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: It was not even Hon Kim Chance. I will not dob in my
colleagues; I do not look at anybody in particular. There was a rapid change of heart to
the extent that perhaps there is room in this place for three or four Ministers, but probably
not five.
Hon John Halden: There has never been a change of heart or position from my party.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: A number of the committee chairmen approached the Premier
and Deputy Premier some time ago about the role of committee chairmen and committee
members. We spoke to the Treasurer about payment for the committee chairmen and
members, as happens in most other States. We want the Salaries and Allowances
Tribunal to investigate that matter. We are not saying that committee members should
receive a payment, but a recommendation should be sought about whether that should
occur. So far we are still waiting on advice. Following the meeting we were able to give
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a positive commitment to the committee chairmen that the matter of payment would be
investigated.
There are some positive changes in the wind. During the Christmas break we should
look at the committee structure that exists at the Wang centre to see how we can best
utilise the staff located there and to see that a greater emphasis is placed on the role that
the committees play while takting into account the hours which are available during
which they can meet. Any arrangement must be a bipartisan one because it affects us all.
We should put a paper together during the Christmas break and add to the information
already with the committee of backbenchers to which Hon John Cowdell referred.
Hon George Cash: And was consulted on.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: That is right. This information should be put to the Premier.
During the break we should put forward some recommendations to facilitate changes,
and we could then give them a go.
Hon George Cash: It would be positive.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: We are talking positively. We are not always negative, as
intimated by Hon John Cowdell.
Hon J.A. Cowdell: Neither was I.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I notice that when he started to get negative, all his colleagues
suddenly seemed to have urgent parliamentary business outside the Chamber.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: That is an exaggeration.
Hon Mark Nevill: How can you say all?
Hon George Cash: They were looking at the ground and shuffling their feet.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I will withdraw the word "all"; however, I will say that his
colleagues sitting closest to him looked uncomfortable. They realised that he is not
producing the positive contribution to this House that he made to the previous Burke
Government when he was busy recommending cuts to funding to this House. If we can
see a turnaround by Mr Cowdell during the recess when he can reflect on his
shortcomings in giving such negative, cynical comments -

Hon J.A. Cowdell: It will be a turnaround on your part.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: - at least he may be able to assist us in making some changes.
Hon Mark Nevill: Does that mean you may do something?
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Stop being negative about Hon John Cowdell.
Hon Mark Nevill: What are you proposing?
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: We have a nice comfortable package that committee
members will enjoy.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: Is this a Christmas present?
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: In consultation with the Premier, I hope that at the
commencement of the sitting next year changes will occur to the committee structure in
the Wang building.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [11.23 am]: Although
extraneous items have been covered by speakers in this debate, this matter is really about
funding. I refer to the criticism of the Clerk when he got a couple of computers a few
years ago. That decision, too, was based on available funding. Three committees were
in place: The legislative review committee; the constitutional committee; and the
estimates and financial operations committee, of which I was a member. This House
deliberated on setting up the committees in the Wang centre. Irrespective of party
politics, it was agreed that changes were necessary. One of the problems that arose
related to extremely high rental. As we could not get the money to set up the committees
with adequate equipment and to give members laptop computers, we pulled the pin on
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that decision. The whole idea was to help all members. Some very good work was done
by the legislative review committee that year as a result of its bipartisan approach. It
travelled to New Zealand. At the time Hon Joe Berinson said that the racial
discrimination legislation that came out of that committee was very good and it was a
credit to this House.
Hon Mark Nevill: That is a federal Act.
Hon MAX EVANS: We have a similar piece of legislation, but I am not sure what it is
called. As the proposed committee structure of this House would have cost a great deal
of money to set up, a lot of resistance came from those in the other place to allocate
additional funds for it. The general feeling was that if we were given a lot of money, we
would do a much better job than they did and it would give us the opportunity to be
critical of them. Because this House is a House of Review, it is important to have
subcommittees.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Where are the computers now?
Hon MAX EVANS: I do not know. They may have been borrowed and not been
returned.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: Are you alleging theft?
Hon MAX EVANS: I remind members that when the House sits late the running costs
go up considerably because of the lighting and other utility costs involved. When the
House sticks to its normal sitting pattern, the costs are far less. In previous years when
the budget has blown out, supplementary funds have been provided to cover additional
expenditure. Costs have also increased as a result of upgrading the lighting in members'
rooms, which some may have taken for granted.
Hon Mark Nevill: I would have preferred an airconditioner.
Hon MAX EVANS: I agree. I remember Hon Andrew Mensaros wanted to pay to have
airconditioning installed in his room at the south end of the building. Hon Brian Burke
said that he could not have it; he could not work in better conditions than the former
Premier had.
Hon Graham Edwards: Sandy Lewis wanted to bring his own caravan up here and
Charlie Court knocked him back.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon MAX EVANS: Airconditioning was to be put in the front rooms -

The PRESIDENT: Order! When I call order, the Minister must resume his seat. I am
tryig to bring other members to order to allow the Minister to be heard, yet the Minister
is ignoring me. It makes me very angry at 11.30 in the morning.
Hon MAX EVANS: Before I arrived at Parliament House airconditioners were being
installed in the front rooms. It was probably needed less there because at least those
rooms had weather screens. That work was stopped by Brian Burke. He was advised it
would be necessary to repair the holes in the roof and put in airconditioning, otherwise
water would come into the building when it rained. Airconditioning was not installed
anywhere else. The former Premier at that time did not want to make life any better for
the members here. At that time I put a proposition to Brian Burke to replace with new
vehicles the rust buckets that members were driving. It was not until Peter Dowding was
Premier that that suggestion was picked up. The financial advisers to Brian Burke asked
why life should be made easier for all members by providing them with new cars. Added
benefits included the exemption from sales tax on the purchase of those cars, although I
admit some members disagreed with members having that benefit. Brian Burke would
not agree to that. As soon as Peter Dowding caime in we had a meeting with Julian Grill
and others and it was agreed that all backbenchers could have a new vehicle. Of the
91 members of the Parliament at that time, 39 were provided with vehicles, including the
chairman of committees. Funding has been increased over past years.
A couple of years ago the decision about which committee would go away each year was
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done by drawing lots. Given the budget allocation, a decision was made about which
committee would have priority to go away. Gary Newcombe, the adviser to the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies, resigned and it took a long time before a person
with equivalent qualifications could be found to replace him.
Hon N.F. Moore: That is right. It took 12 months to get an officer to work for the
committee.
Hon MAX EVANS: That was an important committee which Hon Mark Nevill chaired
in the early days and did a very good job. It was not a partisan committee; it was set up
to obtain information about certain issues.
Hon Mark Nevill: You are talkng sense now.
Hon MAX EVANS: Gary Newcombe was a lawyer. Someone of that calibre was
needed to give appropriate advice to that committee. Much more money has been
provided to the committee system, which has enabled them to make many more trips
away. If committees go elsewhere, their members are able to make better
recommendations based on the experience they have had and what they have seen
elsewhere. That applies to all members, irrespective of their political persuasion. There
was no way that committees could travel away to that extent previously because the
money was just not available. Whether that was due to a decision by the Treasury or the
Treasurer, I do not know. We had to wrangle to try to get the committee structure set up
in the Wang building. We now take it for granted but there were a hell of a lot of
problems initially involved in making the facilities at the Wang building available to
members. Some members have short memories. We have tried to do a lot to help the
committee system, but much more can be done. I would be the first to say that much
more needs to be done about office accommodation. When I arrived in this place there
were 106 staff in the building. The number has increased to 130. If we are not careful,
we will be overrun by workers, given that the number of members remains at 9 1.
The operative word in this debate is funding. A lot of work has been done on the
committee system over the past few years. As Hon Bruce Donaldson said, there are
limitations on the time members can travel to do committee work. At one stage the
previous Government considered whether committees should sit all day on Wednesday.
That sort of thing should be reviewed. The funding for committees has improved, and it
will continue to improve.
HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [11.30 am]: I would like to reply to two points.
Hon George Cash did his usual party number in saying that he does not need to be a
Minister. Hon Peter Foss was nodding his head furiously. Apart from that, I came
forward with a range of positive proposals to proceed with reform.
[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.]

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CAPE RANGE NATIONAL PARK AND
NINGALOO MARINE PARK

Report Tabling
Hon Graham Edwards reported that he had been directed to present the Report of the
Select Committee on Cape Range National Park and Ningaloo Marine Park, and on his
motion it was resolved -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
[See paper No 1063.]

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 12 December.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [ 11.34 am]: The Opposition supports the
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amended Bill as it has been presented to this Chamber. I compliment the Government on
the amendments to which it has agreed. Many members of this House have been lobbied
over the years by members of the old pension scheme, who feel that since they elected to
stay in the pension scheme in 1987 there have been subsequent changes to the lump sum
scheme and that those changes have been to their disadvantage. They were given to
believe that they would not be disadvantaged by remaining in the pension scheme and,
accordingly, planned their future on that basis. This Bill addresses many of those
complaints and I give the Government credit for that.
The Bill provides members of the state pension scheme with the option either to transfer
to the lump sum superannuation scheme or to elect for a preserved pension in the event of
retrenchment or transfer to the private sector. The existing pension scheme, which was
closed in 1987 and which has about 1650 members, has a decreasing membership.
Public servants in the pension scheme in 1986 were typically those in the mid to high-
salary range. The members who are retrenched under that pension scheme have no
pension entitlement if they are under 55 years of age. If they have served more than
10 years and they are less than 55 years of age they are entitled to a refund of personal
contributions plus interest and a lump sum benefit of 2.5 times their personal
contribution. If a member of that pension scheme has less than 10 years' service he is
entitled only to a refund of personal contributions plus interest and, under the
superannuation guarantee arrangements, a small preserved lump sum benefit.
The offer that has been made to these people to transfer to the lump sum scheme will be
the same as that which people received in the 1987 and 1990 packages. Eligibility for the
transfer offer and the preserved pension entitlements will be the same as previously
offered. Eligible employees are those who are to be or have been retrenched or
transferred to the private sector under the Public Sector Management Act redeployment
and redundancy provisions. As I said, that change certainly was not contemplated when
people stayed in the pension scheme in 1987.
This Bill is also retrospective: The entitlements will apply back to 12 June 1995. The
Government has been lobbied to do something to assist these people and the changes to
the Public Sector Management Act have also created a new set of circumstances that this
Bill addresses. The Opposition supports the Bill.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [ 11.36 am]: I thank
the Opposition for its strong support of this legislation. This is an attempt on my part to
do the right thing by people who have been placed in a unique position because of an age
factor. It was May 1983 or 1985 when the Federal Government started changing the
rules in relation to superannuation. The pension scheme was very good for its members.
However, during periods of low inflation the members complain, but when there is
inflation and they enjoy the benefits of a CPI increase, they take it for granted.
This Bill addresses the problem for members under the age of 55 who are being forced to
move and who cannot do anything about it. My initial amendment to this legislation
related to section 49 and the Treasurer's making a decision to give benefits to the
members. The members of this pension scheme - about 1 400 or 1 500 people - were
unhappy that that decision could be left to the discretion of a Treasury officer - that is,
some public servant would decide whether they should be given the benefit. The
situation was not clear. I see this quite often. I sometimes receive advice with which I
do not agree and I send it back. Most of this is based on negativity. Because some
people are not getting the benefit, they do not see why anyone else should. We worked
on this for some months to get the correct wording. We changed the original amendment
moved in the other House and we now present this Bill. This makes it very clear what
can happen.
I made a statement to the Press on 12 June so that plans could be made, particularly for
water authorities. I colloquially refer to them as the "slide rule boys". Many of the
members of the scheme work for the Water Authority or the electricity authority and are
engineers. They used their slide rules to work out that the pension scheme was a very
beneficial scheme for them. They had minimum units until just before they retired and
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then used their last six months' salary to get their units up to date. That ensured that they
were very well off. That was the system and they were playing by the rules laid down at
the time. The previous Government closed down that scheme because it was very
beneficial to some but not to others. However, times are changing. People are not
staying in the Public Service forever. In the old days people could be counted on to stay
in the service until retirement. For many reasons, including changing technology, public
policy and so on, that is no longer the case. I am pleased to commend this Bill to the
House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RACING AND BETTING LEGISLATION) BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 12 December.
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [11.43 am]: The Opposition
supports this Bill and does so in part on trust of what the Minister has put to me behind
the Chair, which is that he considers this legislation crucial to the industry in Western
Australia. Given that he has suggested that, and today will be the last sitting day of the
year, I will do my best to cooperate and to ensure that the legislation is not held up in any
way. Therefore, my comments will be brief. Secondly, and more importantly from my
point of view, my friend and colleague, the member for Kalgoorlie and the candidate for
the federal seat of Kalgoorlie, Hon Ian Taylor, has impressed on me that this Bill is
crucial for the best interests of country racing. I have a great deal of faith in what Hon
Ian Taylor says. I know that he has done a lot of work on this Bill, and he and I have had
a great deal of discussion about it. Hon Ian Taylor and, I understand, some members
from. the coalition in the other place, are of the view that the Minister has given a
commitment, which has been circulated to the industry and publicly reported, that by way
of regulation he will increase the distribution of funds to country racing to about 36 per
cent. I also understand that as part of the Minister's commitment he has said that be will
arrive at this figure by way of two increments and that the target date is 1 August.
Hon Max Evans: It is to be operative from that date.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The Minister can explain that when he responds. I hope
that the Minister will confinn the impressions I have about his commitments.
I want to deal briefly with another issue in the Bill. I understand that the Bill is to set in
place a framework for the reconstitution of the Totalisator Agency Board. My only
comment is that it could be a good move, and maybe a positive move, but only if the
right people are appointed to the board. This is not an area for the appointment of
political mates. The industry is an extremely valuable one to the State, city and country,
and I believe the board demands the best possible experts regardless of any political
affiliation. It is crucial for the wellbeing of this industry that we get the right people if
we are to make this change to the board.
The only other concern I have, and just a few alarm bells are ringing in my head, is that I
wonder if we are embarking on the same course as Victoria and we are seeing the first
steps towards the privatisation of the TAB. Perhaps the Minister might comment on that.
I have discussed several other issues with Hon Ian Taylor and the Minister. On the basis
of the comments I have made the Opposition supports the Bill.
HON P.H. LOCKYER (Mining and Pastoral) [11.47 am]: I too support the Bill. I
want to make a couple of comments which are pertinent to such legislation coming
before the House. I have had a long discussion with Hon Max Trenorden, Hon Ian
Taylor and others in the dwindling number of members who seem to be interested in
racing.
Hon Mark Nevill: We do not get the time to go.
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Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon Mark Nevill is quite right. They used to call him the Percy
Galea of country racing when he had time to go.
Hon Mark Nevill: I backed Eskimo Prince too!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I always thought that Hon Mark Nevill had advance information!
It is absolutely essential that country racing receive its slice of the cake. Nobody would
deny that. It is especially true in provincial racing in places like Kalgoorlie, which in my
view is the most professional of the race clubs these days. Also racecourses at Pinjarra,
Bunbury and Geraldton are extremely important. Then there are the country race clubs,
which vary from the clubs knocking on the door of provincial racing right down to the
picnic meetings at places like Landor and Gascoyne Junction. My word of caution is that
once Governments start setting these types of things by regulation, we must be extremely
careful. I am a great supporter of the Western Australian Turf Club and a great supporter
of the racing industry running its affairs. It is a bit sad to see in the past couple of days
headlines in the sporting section of newspapers saying that there seems to be some unrest
in the relationship between the Government and the Western Australian Turf Club. Make
no error, I anm a strong supporter of Hon Wilson Tuckey, who is the president of the
Western Australian Turf Club. Although he may not suit everybody, I give members an
undertakting that he has the racing industry 100 per cent at heart.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Is that an ironclad guarantee?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It is an iron bar guarantee! I sat on the racing club committee
with Hon Wilson Tuckey in 1967, which seems an increasingly long time ago.
Sometimes he can be a bit autocratic.
Hon Max Evans: I never noticed that!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Members will never hear second-hand any criticism of the
President of the Western Australian Turf Club. As one trainer told me the other day, one
does not hear rumours from the committee room about anything. One usually finds out
information from the president in the area of the stalls at about 500 decibels, so half the
country hears it as well.
It is much better that these types of arrangements for distribution are arrived at by
negotiation rather than our having to bring in regulations. In this case the Minister will
tell us that it is necessary. I am very sympathetic to country racing and its requirement
for an increase in funding to 36 per cent. I know the Kalgoorlie Racing Club and its
former president, Ian Loxton, who is regarded as the doyen of country racing. Hon Mark
Nevill also knows him. He has fought vigorously for the better recognition of country
racing. His plea to me was that it is absolutely essential that country racing receive its
slice of the cake. I reiterate the point that if we want to mess up racing totally, the best
way is to put the Government in charge of it. We get rid of the racing clubs at our peril,
because it would be an enormous step backwards. Some people in the community think
that it would be a very good thing, but it would be a total and utter disaster. The best
thing that could happen is for the Western Australian Turf Club to be the principal club
involved. I have total faith in the present committee, as I have had in past committees. I
appreciate the comments by Hon Graham Edwards, who is well known for his interest in
racing. He met quivering bookmakers when he used to step into the ring.
It was totally unnecessary for Hon Graham Edwards to present me with a bottle of red
wine! I was not going to expand my comments on Hon Graham Edwards. In closing, by
all means, we should bring in the regulation but the lines of communication between the
Government and the Western Australian Turf Club must be improved. Perhaps both
sides together should examine the future of racing, bearing in mind that it is for
everybody, not only city racegoers, but also the ever increasing number of racegoers in
the bush. It is a very big industry and one that we will disregard at our peril.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Racing and Gaming)
[11.50 am]: I thank Hon Graham Edwards and Hon Phil Lockyer for their support. I
hope this situation can be worked out by negotiation. I did not want to make changes in
the legislation. In 1988 legislation was passed because the industry did not know what
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distribution of stakes to provide to country racing. It was 28.09 per cent for racing and
6 per cent for trotting. Of the 28.09 per cent, 6 per cent went to non-Totalisator Agency
Board clubs or picnic clubs. They have stuck with that over the years. The result of a
financial downturn for the TAB was a low turnover of $461m in 1991 and $460m in
1992. It has crept up to $660m this year, which is an increase of 30 per cent. That can be
increased.
It is important that the clubs work together on this rather than just be given more revenue
without working out the cost factors. Years ago, Sir Charles Court had it suggested that
the Government should take over the racing industry. He was against the change. I
firmlAy believe the racing interest should do what it likes and set up its own committees.
One of the problems is that members of the city turf clubs should feel responsible for
country areas. A country committee person cannot stand for a position in the WA Turf
Club without first resigning from the position with the country racing club. I suggested
to the WA Turf Club committee recently that it take on a country member. As a result of
actions by the previous committee, the number of members on the board was decreased
from 12 to eight. I suggested that a goodwill gesture - my friends here may even support
me on this - would be to put Ian Loxton, the chairman of country racing, on a nine
member board. That would ensure that communications remained open. If complaints
come back to me that that would mean country racing would be running racing, so be it.
I can increase the numbers of the board from eight to nine to accommodate that.

Country racing could elect someone to that board. It has 17.39 per cent of the Turf Club
membership, but I am unsure how they can be organised to lobby. I give an undertaking
that I will talk with the Turf Club. If its members want to be difficult, I know I have the
full support of the back bench, and I am certain of members opposite, to force it on them
by regulation and they will have to take the pain.
This year $440 000 of funding has been allocated over and above the 28.09 per cent
allocation. Wilson Tuckey was successful in achieving that last year. He hoped to get
more, but he did not because the breeders in Perth want the stake money higher. A
mistake was made a few years ago when Ray Warren made a statement on an awards
night that the minimum stake was to increase to $25 000. That is worth between
$800 000 to $lm a year. inimum stakes means the amount for first, second, third and
fourth. It increased from $16 000 to $25 000 in three years. That is why in April 1994 a
sudden announcement was made that the change between trotting and racing would be
examined. Overcommitments were being made so that it would be difficult to change.
As a result, the extra $2 000 stake money has not afforded any flexibility to provide
assistance to country racing. I am unsure whether we can renegotiate that amount. I
would be reluctant to force changes now until I August. Country racing will have
budgeted its stake money. The program has already been worked out with the TAB
dividends, etc to the end of July for the racing year. The Turf Club has also prepared its
program. There is plenty of time between now and, I hope, well before Parliament
resumes to put something in place with my people and for me to discuss how this can be
financed.
The Turf Club has a debt of about $1 .5m, which is not too bad. It picked up $1.9 from
the Racecourse Development Trust to help with the extension at Ascot, which is a great
course and an excellent focal point. Sir Charles Court complained years ago that the
Karrakatta Stakes was the only group 1 meeting held here. It meant bringing horses from
the other States. The stake money has been increased and the WA Turf Club has done a
deal with Healthway. Hon Kim Chance would not like it because smoking is not allowed
anywhere around the stands. The deal involves Healthway promoting fruit and
vegetables and guaranteeing sponsorship for the next few years. That is very important.
In the past, the industry relied mainly on the sponsorship of Winfield cigarettes, but
Healthway stepped in. It is important that sponsorship of large amounts continues. As a
former inister for Racing and Gam-ing, Hon Graham Edwards knows that it is a big
industry.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: On which course is smoking to be banned?
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Hon MAX EVANS: It is becoming very difficult to smoke in the buildings andcommittee rooms at the Turf Club. Eventually it will be very difficult to smoke in the
open at any major sporting area in this State.
Hon Mark Nevill interjected.
Hon NM EVANS: That is not my problem; I need the money.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: What will it do to patrons?
Hon MAX EVANS: It worries me because I need the money from smokers.
Nonetheless, that is the attitude Healthway is adopting towards cricket, football, rugby
league, etc. The Turf Club is one of the few that are holding out. Smoking has been
allowed in its committee room, but its members are bowing to pressure.
Hon Mark Nevill: The battlers support smoking.
Hon Kim Chance interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon MAX EVANS: Roger Hussey is a good business man. Members of the board willnot be committee members of any of the codes. They will have business, marketing andfinancial expertise. They may run a few horses and therefore know quite a bit about the
game. Sir James Carruthers, who used to be the chairman of the TAB 15 years ago,
asked if the members of the board were still members of the codes. I said that they hadnot changed yet, but that legislation had been introduced. In Victoria the code members
were changed when the TAB was privatised last year. It wrote off $96m as a result ofsome bad business decisions which should not have been made. In answer to whether weintend privatising the TAB, we do not. TABCORP in Victoria was floated on the basis
that it would own almost half the off-site gambling machines in clubs and hotels.According to the prospectus, TAB CORP is counting on increasing profitability from off-
site gambling by almost 300 per cent. The racing clubs in Victoria are now benefiting
from off-site gambling because TABCORP owns them That is what was saleable ratherthan the TAB itself. We see no way that the TAB could be sold off. It now has a newboard and a new general manager who has good business expertise. Its staffing has beenrestructured and it has embarked on a better marketing campaign. At the end of the day
one of the most important aspects of the racing industry will be increased financial
turnover by the TAB.
Hon Mark Nevill: When in doubt, reorganise.
Hon MAX EVANS: It is simple: Apart from the ACT, we have the second lowest
turnover per capita in Australia. With regard to tipsters, such as Hon Phil Lockyer andmembers in another place, one day I told Arthur Marshall I was going to the trots with
the Tasmanian Minister. He gave me four tips and one of my staff gave me another tip.The first two tips from Arthur Marshall were an absolute disaster. The third tip from my
office girl was for Trunkey Bey, and I won money on that. The other two I did not try,
because I do not trust my own members with regard to racing tips. The Kalgoorlie clubhas had big losses over the years - probably $lm over the past 10 years. That has been
sorted out. Once again, I affirm my support for country racing. I will make certain that it
gets more money to keep the whole industry balanced.
Hon Mark Nevill: Are you supporting racing clubs rather than trotting because of those
tips?
Hon MAX EVANS: No, I have learnt that all over the world it is dangerous to believe
the tips heard in committee rooms. Those who have been around, such as Hon Graham
Edwards, know that trotting has a whole new lease of life. At one stage it seemed that ithad no future, but that situation has been turned around. It is going well, as is the
greyhound racing. That is very good for this State. I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair, Hon Max Evans (Minister
for Racing and Gaming) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: During the course of my contribution to the second
reading debate I said the rearrangement of the board should not result in political mates
being appointed. I would hate anyone to think that is a reflection on my action as
Minister for Racing and Gaming when I appointed a political person to the Racecourse
Development Trust; that is, Hon Tom McNeil.
Hon Max Evans: He does an excellent job.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Although a political opponent, I understand he has done a
tremendous job. I would hate to reflect in any way on our capacity to do these things
outside.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 94 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Max Evans (Minister for Racing and Gaming),
and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (BETTING TAX) BILL
Second Reading

Order of the Day read for the resumption of debate from 7 December.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
On motion by Hon Graham Edwards, Committee debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting.
[Continued on p. 13244.]

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

Resumed from 17 October.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [12.05 pm]: This Bill appropriates a
certain amount of money from the consolidated fund which is required for recurrent
services in the 1995-96 financial year. Recurrent expenditure estimates for this financial
year are $5.7b, of which approximately $lb is appropriated under special Acts. That
leaves more than $4.6b to be appropriated under this Act. Approximately $1 .6b will be
issued from consolidated fund for Supply by this Bill, together with $3b granted by the
Supply Act, which passed through this House earlier in the year. The money will be
appropriated from the consolidated fund for recurrent services. Schedule 1 of the Bill
lists all those departments and agencies to which the money is being directed. The debate
on these appropriations was fully canvassed in the Estimates Committee earlier in the
session. The content of this Bill has already been dealt with in that committee, and the
appropriation is fairly straightforward.
I now take the opportunity available in debate on this Bill to speak on other issues. In
doing so, I address what I consider to be a very serious situation at the University of
Western Australia. I have been involved in negotiations and discussions for 12 to 18
months in this matter, and feel very little progress has been made. The handling of the

13191



archaeology affair at the University of Western Australia is unfortunately an unfinished
chapter in that institution's history. Deputy Vice Chancellor Robson seems to think ithas been completed and that there is nothing more to say and nothing more will happen.He is quite wrong. Anyone who examines the facts of the matter in detail will soonrealise that the handling of this issue by the University of Western Australia has been
disgraceful and, probably, scandalous.
The affair at the University of Western Australia involves the exploitation of students inthat department. There is also the sexual exploitation of students. I believe theUniversity of Western Australia has abrogated its duty of care to the students in thatdepartment, some of whom have been forced to leave the department and complete theirstudies overseas. The treatment of Dr David Rindos has been appalling. It was thesubject of a very competent article by Kate Legge in The Weekend Australian someweeks ago and an editorial in The Australian the following Monday. The behaviour ofProfessor Sandra Bowdler and her group of followers has been appalling also.
I am disconcerted by the failure of the management of UWA to address this problemproperly. The subsequent denial of tenure to Dr David Rindos should never havehappened. Management claims that the denial of tenure has nothing to do with theproblems in the archaeology department. It is clear that it has everything to do with theproblems in that department. I have met the vice chancellor and the deputy vicechancellor on a number of occasions. I have been involved in some discussions to try toresolve this issue but each time I seem to meet with disinterest, as though the matter is in
the past and no more can be done to resolve it.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The problem is not disinterest. There is real interest, not a lack
of interest because of that interest.
Hon MARK NEVILL: I can accept what the member is saying. The politics of theUniversity of Western Australia have been in top gear for some time to avoid dealingwith the crux of the problemn. Deputy Vice Chancellor Robson seems to have his head inthe sand as though no problem exists. He claims that all the bad publicity that UWA canget from this issue has already been served on it. I do not believe Professor Robsonreally understands the depth of feeling both within UWA and the university communitiesnationally and internationally. Dr David Rindos is a pre-eminent archaeologist. He haswritten some seminal works in archaeology and is regarded as one of the most originalthinkers in archaeology in the world. Dr Rindos has his strange facets, but that is often
the case with academics.
The University of Western Australia has failed to comply with the directives of thefreedom of information commissioner, who has made findings against UWA. The resultof this affair is that UWA and the university community in general have failed to providea credible and viable archaeology discipline to service the needs of Western Australia.With issues such as Mabo and economic development it is essential that we have afunctioning archaeology unit in Western Australia which has respect and credibility and
which turns out competent graduates.
I recently visited some caves in the north Kimberley to examine some Bradshaw figureswhich predate the Wandjinas which the current tribes have painted on the cave walls.The Bradshaw figures relate to completely different peoples that were here earlier. Verylittle research has been done on those figures. I have a published volume of photographsof some of the figures signed by the author, whose name escapes me. I met him atDrysdale River station. I think his name is Graham Walsh. We have a vast amount ofarcheological information in this State, the surface of which has hardly been scratched.We do not have a viable, credible archaeology faculty in this State. I believe UWA has
badly let down Western Australia.
My frustration with this issue has resulted in my writing a letter to the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies to try to interest it in examining some of the mattersassociated with this archaeology affair. Following my letter, I gave evidence to thecommittee. The issue is in the commnittee's hands because it is up to committee membersto decide what to do. The matter should be put in the public arena. I urge members of

13192 [COUNCIL]



[Thursday, 14 December 1995]139

this House to take an interest because it goes to the heart of how our universities are run.
Universities should be autonomous but at the same time they should be accountable.
Because the University of Western Australia Act is a Statute of this House we have an
obligation to ensure that the university is properly managed and complies with any state
legislative requirements.
I will briefly run through some of the details of the matter. At the end of my speech I
will table a number of documents from which I will quote. It is important that the
documents are placed in the public domain. Names have been obliterated from some of
the documents where they contain sensitive personal information. In 1988 Dr David
Rindos was vigorously recruited to the University of Western Australia. He was offered
a senior position. Professor Sandra Bowdier was then head of the department of
archaeology. She praised him in a letter saying that they were very lucky to be able to
get him. Dr Rindos arrived about mid-June in 1989. Four years later he was sacked by
this very same university that worked so hard to get him there. His reputation, his good
name and his abilities have been attacked in public statements from the university. The
question I ask is: How could this occur?
About six months after Dr Rindos arrived he became the acting head of the archaeology
department. As the acting head he was bound by university regulations governing heads
of departments, by the policy of equity issues, and also by a Statute of this Parliament -
the University of Western Australia Act. Those requirements exist t6 ensure that the
affairs of departments are conducted properly and legally. They are Statutes and
regulations that no head of department can ignore. Under those obligations Dr Rindos
was required to inform the university of any possible irregularities. His dedication to
carrying out his role properly as the acting head of archaeology was to bring him nothing
but trouble and the eventual loss of his position.
As the acting head of the department Dr Rindos received numerous complaints about
unprofessional behaviour within the department which had led to direct harm to the
students working within that department. When Dr Rindos approached Professor
Bowdler to discuss the problem, he was rebuffed. That occurred on more than one
occasion. Later he tried to invoke the dispute resolution procedures of the university.
Professor Bowdler publicly attacked him, claiming there was no dispute and that
Dr Rindos had to "learn to obey". Soon afterwards Dr Rindos found himself shunned,
harassed and victimised in the same way as the students who had motivated his concern
were harassed and victimised.
Dr Rindos reported to the head of division, Professor Charles Oxnard, a world renowned
scholar and administrator of great experience. I have met and spoken to Professor
Oxnard. He is a man who impresses me with his thoroughness and restrained exposition
of events as he saw them. He does not resort to embellishment or exaggeration to get
effect, but simply applies an objective clinical analysis of the facts. He is an impressive
man. Under the structure which has existed since I was at the University of Western
Australia, different departments come under a division. He was not directly in the
archaeology department, but was responsible for a number of departments in each
division.
In 1990 Dr Rindos presented Professor Oxnard with a written summary of problems.
However, like so many documents connected to the archaeology affair at UWA, this has
disappeared from university files. Professor Oxnard was already aware of the problems
in archaeology and also believed Professor Bowdier was carrying out a plan to get rid of
Dr Rindos because he refused to collaborate with this culture of corruption and
intimidation that was entrenched in the archaeology department. Professor Oxnard
directed Dr Rindos to report to the equity office about conditions in the department. The
equity office used to be an autonomous office. Since this affair blew up it has been
subsumed into the direct control of the vice chancellor. Dr Rindos was privately warned
by the equity officer, Ms Marie Osman, about "close personal ties" between Professor
Bowdler and the university's vice chancellor, Professor Fay Gale. Professor Oxnard also
sent Rindos to see the deputy vice chancellor, Professor Robert Parfitt. I have spoken to
Professor Parfitt about this matter. He firmldy supports the position of Dr David Rindos.
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Professor Parfitt is now based in England. He is also a well known scholar and hasextensive experience in university, government and business administration.
Professor Parfltt had also conducted some inquiries. He knew of the problems andconfirmed that Dr Rindos had acted properly in keeping with his duty as an acting head
of department. He believed Dr Rindos was acting in the best interests of the university
and its students by reporting the matters that were drawn to his attention - the matter that
Professor Bowdier refused to rectify. Professor Oxnard and Deputy Vice Chancellor
Professor Parfitt took steps to rectify the problems that they knew were occurring in thearchaeology department. In early 1991 Dr Rindos and several postgraduate students, all
female, were formally transferred to the geography department for protection from
Professor Bowdier and her followers. This move was done with the full approval of the
equity office and the university administrators, including Vice Chancellor Gale.Dr Rindos' students were given extraordinary extensions to scholarships and were evenfunded by the university to make up for the poor academic conditions they had
previously suffered. By this action the university confirmed that victimisation existed
and that it had interfered with the proper academic progress of those students. Theuniversity bore the costs of that move. All the reports that I can garner indicate that the
move of those students to the geography department was a total success.

Sitting suspended from 1230 to 2.00 pm
Hon MARK NEVILL: By the end of 1991 the responsible administrators who hadarranged for this solution had left their positions at the University of Western Australia;
that is, Professor Moulden and Professor Parfltt. After they had left the university
Dr Rindos was to be removed from this place of new-found safety in the geography
department. In my opinion this was the first step by the university to get rid of this
whistleblower.
The next event that occurred was the review of the archaeology department. Thiat wasthe major response of the university to complaints about the archaeology department. Itstask was to carry out a formal review of conditions in the department. The report of that
committee is among the papers that I will seek to table at the end of my speech, and was
made public via a freedom of information application after access was refused.
The committee of review comprised Dr Neville Bruce and Professor Moulden and itreceived information from more than 40 people, including students, staff and
administrators. It also received a dozen other unsolicited written submissions. Thecommittee received a full report from Professor Bowdier, surveyed the students in the
department and considered all the documents that were available on the university files.The review committee concluded that overwhelming evidence existed of longstanding
problems in the archaeology department, problems that constituted a threat to everything
the university stood for, and problems that needed correction or action taken for the sake
of the university itself. The review committee finished its report in December 1991.

The report made 12 recommendations, the first three stating -

RECOMMENDATION 1
that the Vice-Chancellor investigates, as a matter of priority, the management
practices within the Department.
RECOMMENDATION 2
that the Vice-Chancellor resolves the divisions that have developed within the
Department.
RECOMMENDATION 3
that the Vice-Chancellor, in conjunction with the Equity Officer, investigates
purportedly inequitable behaviour within the Department.

Subsequent to that, none of these recommendations has been properly implemented norfully carried out by the University of Western Australia. Given the magnitude and theexceedingly sensitive nature of the problems that were discovered, confidential
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memoranda were circulated with that report by the committee. These memoranda
contained greater detail than was in the report. I will quote at length from one
memorandum so that the House can appreciate the findings that were reported to the
administrators at the University of Western Australia. It states -

In the course of our Academic Review certain matters were forced upon our
attention. These consisted of a number of serious allegations. Given that we had
only the normal resources available to any Academic Review panel, it will be
clear that we had neither the skills nor the time nor the facilities to investigate
these allegations in depth, nor to evaluate each one in detail. We therefore
emphasise that we cannot adjudicate upon the truth or otherwise of the
allegations, and it was not possible in terms of either our schedule or our remit to
attempt to prove or disprove them. Nevertheless, the allegations themselves are
sufficiently grave, sufficiently numerous, sufficiently consistent and potentially
sufficiently damaging to the ideals and the reputation of this University that we
could not as individuals ignore them and feel that the University as an institute
likewise cannot afford to ignore them.
The essence of what we are saying is this: We have formed the impression that
there are sufficient grounds for concern to suggest that the allegations be
investigated by a properly constituted body of inquiry. In our view this is of
immediate importance for at least three reasons: firstly, if any one of them prove
to be true then urgent and vigorous action would, we feel, be necessary.
Secondly, they are of sufficiently wide currency to be in themselves damaging to
individuals and the institution.

That memorandum was written by Professor Neville Bruce and Professor Bernard
Moulden. It goes on to state -

Most of the verbal and written allegations received relate to three issues:

(1) It was alleged that a number of graduate and undergraduate students had
had sexual relations with a member of staff [they refer here to Professor
Sandra Bowdler] and that this had been followed by favoured treatment of
some (for example, in terms of grants and jobs within the department) and
apparent victimisation of others (including public ridicule and denial of
fair opportunity).

(2) It was alleged that an environment had been fostered in which cynicism
and ridicule were used to promote certain theoretical approaches and
denigrate others and that this stultified free academic exchange, damaged
academic reputations and integrity and ultimately severely retarded
academic growth, particularly of some promising postgraduate students.

(3) Because the Director of the Centre of Prehistory has an influential position
on a number of relevant committees outside the university, there was
alleged to be a conflict of interest regarding the university's involvement
in commercial archeology. We were told that this could damage both the
university's reputation and its finances.

Page 2 of that document, which contains Professor Bruce's summary and which I will
table, states -

The academic environment in the Department, in terms of equity, freedom of
expression, impartiality, abuse of power and general management, appeared to be
appalling.

The review committee called for a formal committee of inquiry. Everyone who had
appeared before the review committee was asked to provide legally admissible letters of
evidence. I will table some of those letters as part of these documents, of course with the
names of the authors expunged. These letters prove conditions in archeology constituted
a scandal without precedent in the history of higher education in Australia, and one
which was to be covered up rather than corrected.
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I will now go through some of the testimony given to that review. The first area oftestimony relates to sexual involvement and discrimination. Grave concern was raised byevidence indicating a long series of sexual involvements between Professor Rowdier andher femnale students. Professor Bowdier had secured grants and jobs for her girlfriends atthe expense of other students. Other women were victimised, at times for not accepting
her advances and at other times for having ended the relationship.
I will now quote from some of the evidence of those students. One female studying
Prehistory 200 stated -

During a field trip, Professor Rowdier made sexual advances towards me. Being
immature and flattered I became involved in a sexual relationship with her.Within one month I realised the predicament I had placed myself in, but feared
that if I left Professor Bowdier she would somehow destroy my career inarcheology. I believe that over the past three years she has attempted to do this.In 1986 I was forced to leave my family and the university in order to get away
from Professor Bowdler.

Another letter from a student states -
Professor Bowdler ... appears to treat at least some students as a potential sexual
resource.

Another PhD student wrote as follows -
The propriety of hiring Dr O'Connor at all could be questioned since it was
generally believed that she has been Professor Bowdler' s lover in the past. Itseemed to me that there is still a degree of attachment between them, despite
Dr O'Connor's marriage.

Dr O'Connor married Peter Veth, who ran the Centre for Prehistory in 1991. The
evidence continues -

One of the most unpleasant aspects of Professor Rowdier's apparent preference
for hiring her own students and/or women with whom she is thought to have hadsexual relations was that one began to question the underlying motives for every
appointment.

Another student stated -

Professor Bowdler is a predator who preys on young female students. It is anabsolute disgrace that the University of Western Australia employed such aperson as well as allowing such blatant power abuse to persist for nearly a decade.
The majority of these statements have been made by female students. Anothersubmission refers to a field trip to the Fitzgerald National Park involving 13 volunteers,
most of whom were in their late teens or early twenties, and it states -

[Rowdler] and her lover, an archeology student, had a very audible argument thatbegan late one evening and continued on until about 5.00 am the next morning.
There was much screaming and wailing, and as we were all in nearby tents no-one got any sleep. Some people were leaving for Perth that morning, an eighthour drive, and some stayed on for further work. Either way, a good night's sleepwas paramount to everyone's wellbeing. I was alarmed that this situation could
arise, particularly when so many young people were present. I expected the head
of department to provide a more responsible attitude. This incident made
everyone feel uncomfortable and left a bad taste. No apology was ever proffered.

That evidence was corroborated in other letters. Further evidence was given by another
student to the archeology review as follows -

During my honours year Professor Bowdier became hostile towards me andrefused to speak to me unless absolutely necessary. This was a major problem asshe was my supervisor. She has not spoken to me since that time. The reason forsuch behaviour, according to my fellow students in the inner cir-cle is that I wasnot nice to C. Pocock, my ... fellow honours student and Professor Bowdler's
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lover.. .. I was not alone in being rejected as of the other three honours graduates
from 1988 only C. Pocock was successful in obtaining work as a consultant as
well as obtaining regular work as a part-time research assistant for Professor
Bowdler.

The letter continues -

Professor Bowdier's professional conduct is often wanting on field trips. One
particular dramatic example that left all with an unpleasant taste was on fieldwork
one summer when 1st, 2nd and 3rd years witnessed an ugly lover's dispute
between Professor Sandra Bowdier and C. Pocock, using an innocent 1st year
male student to incite jealousy between the main antagonists. In short C. Pocock
played with the genitals of a male I1st year student Professor Bowdler and a few
others seated away from the camp table were aware of events occurring under the
table. Much screaming, yelling, crying eventuated, and continued throughout the
night. The male student thought it was in his best interests not to return to
Archeology the following year.

That letter corroborates a previous letter that I read to members, in the event they think
this sort of stuff is being dreamt up by people.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: Hands under the table.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The problem is that that material has been around the university
for a long time, and while they dealt with Professor Bowdier it has not done anything to
advance the case of Dr Rindos.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Exactly, and it is not clear whether the university has dealt
sufficiently with Professor Bowdler. The department of archeology has been dissolved.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It never was a department, it was a special sinecure established
for her.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: Hands under the table.
Hon MARK NEVILL: That does not surprise me. She then went to work in the
anthropology department. However, I understand that she works at the opposite end of
the university from the anthropology department. She is still on her original salary, and
retains most, if not all, of the benefits that she received before this, and Dr Rindos has
been unceremoniously given the flick to solve a problem for management.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Even her right to call herself an archeologist came into
question.
Hon MARK NEVIOLL: That is true, and I am reluctant to jump to conclusions. However,
this same professor has a history of the same behaviour at the University of New
England, where she was denied tenure, yet she came to the University of Western
Australia and had a mini department set up for her benefit. A final quote is a letter to
Dr Rindos; from a student while Dr Rindos was at the geography department in 199 1. A
copy of this letter was sent to Professor Gale and to two other academics at the
university. It states -

I contacted Ms ... because, like myself, she is an ex-student-girifriend of
Professor Bowdler and warned me at length about possible hostilities from
Professor Bowdler.

That is the sort of tyranny that was in place in this institution. The review committee also
indicated that male students were discriminated against, and there were fewer male
students in that department.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: They did not go on any camps anyway.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Probably not. The Vice Chancellor, Professor Gale, in
discussions with me quite flippantly dismissed as consensual the succession of affairs
with undergraduate students indulged in by Professor Bowdier. I take a very different
view. I do not see any difference between the way doctors must treat their patients and
university professors should treat their students.

13197



Hon Derrick Tomlinson: There have been celebrated cases of male professors being
discharged from universities for the very same behaviour, though more of a heterosexual
than a homosexual nature.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Hon Derrick Tomlinson raises an interesting point. If this
conduct had been indulged in by a male at the University of WA, there would have been
a different result. I am shocked that the vice chancellor believes that such power-
contaminated sexual relationships can be so easily dismissed as consensual.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Does the member think that she did not want to do it personally, or
do you think there is pressure in our society that one should not look sideways or criticise
anything to do with these women in society, who seem to be able to do what they like?
Hon MARK NEVIL.L: I will not respond to that comment. However, to condone such
behaviour is to blame the student victims. The vice chancellor's attitude is unacceptable.
She owes an apology, at least to the parents of this State who send their sons and
daughters to her care at that university. She owes an apology to all feminists who hold
that gender is no excuse for improper behaviour; and she owes an apology to the many
students who have been sexually or otherwise victimised at the hands of a professor who
is still in her employ.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Exactly. Hon Derrick Tomlinson has anticipated the next part of
my comments. I believe that Professor Bowdler has been protected by the vice
chancellor.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Just by the vice chancellor?
Hon MARK NEVILL: The vice chancellor has a fairly big hand in how the university is
run. Professor Bowdier has been effectively protected by the vice chancellor, for reasons
which I do not know, but it is certainly against all of the proper advice which the vice
chancellor has received.
The next area is the one to which Hon Derrick Tomlinson alluded; that is, academic
freedom. In that department, there was certainly intellectual oppression. There was also
a lack of due process. The review. committee found that Professor Bowdier and her
followers had instituted a reign of intellectual oppression, encouraging and participating
in the public ridicule of students whose opinions were found politically or otherwise
unacceptable to them. I turn now to an attachment to the letter of Dr Neville Bruce and
Professor Bernard Moulden, headed "Notes From an Analysis of a Survey of
Archaeology Graduates". They received 16 replies from a total of 24 graduates who had
completed a major in archaeology. The document states, under the heading "Quotes" -

Active hostility ie refusal to receive work and pass/fail marking without comment
is very hard to bear and impossible to address when such a power imbalance
exists.
There were however, more insidious arnd widespread problems relating to the
freedom of thought, fairness of marking the involvement of undergraduates in
intra-departmental plitics....
Animosity reflected ... to many students and staff pervaded whole course and
thus made survival difficult and tainted anything positive about the course.
... Worst things about the course were witnessing some people's humiliation and
ostracism in lectures, tutorials and field trips.

.. this oppressive behaviour is clearly unprofessional and not acceptable in the
university community or indeed the wider social community!
At times lecturers and courses were taking on the mantle of propaganda where the
ideas of others were not considered in an analytical sense but ridiculed by
defaming the individuals who espoused any ideas incongruent to their own.

Those are some examples of the intellectual oppression which was occurring in that
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department; the lack of academic freedom which is essential for any department or
faculty to operate effectively. There was also a disgraceful lack of due process in the
administrative dealings of the department. Decisions relating to the allocation of
academic and intellectual resources were often made to serve non-academnic ends, and the
process of administration became subverted to the ends of harassment and abuse. A
document which was sent to the review of archaeology states -

Throughout the years of study I constantly witnessed other students, staff,
academics from UWA, Museum colleagues and others being ridiculed, treated
unfairly or ostracised by Professor Bowdler and her followers.

A letter from Professor Sylvia Hallam, the former head of the department, to the Vice
Chancellor, Professor Gale, states -

Scorn for views with which the head of department does not agree, often
delivered in a scathing manner, could reduce a student to a quivering
wreck. Scorn is no substitute for reasoned presentation of possible
alternative views.

Scorn for academic values and scorn for people outside a small inner coterie
have replaced love of learning and respect for individuals in the
Archaeology Department.

A document from another PhD student states -

Professor Bowdier appeared to show extreme favouritism and prejudice in her
treatment of not only departmental members but also colleagues and others in the
community at large. She frequently expressed contempt for practically every
other archaeologist in Australia. She has nothing good to say about Sylvia
Hallam or Charles Amsden, indeed she positively boasted to me that she was
going to ' get rid' of both of them. She also boasted to me that she had got herself
appointed to every committee that mattered in WA so that no Archaeology could
be carried out of which she did not approve. It seemed to me that Dr Veth copied
her attitude when he ran the Centre of Prehistory. In my hearing he frequently
expressed a desire to drive other consultancy firms out of business. It is doubtful
whether anyone should ever have that much power. Professor Bowdier's overt
policy of criticism by character assassination seemed to be copied by those
departmental members who wish to curry favour with her.

The next quote from my notes reads -

Personal harassment and systematic attacks on individuals seem to have become
accepted within the Department and they appear to have been used to manipulate
students and staff.

A further quote reads -

Students ... are in an uncomfortable situation wherein if they do not support and
actively carry out ostracism and discrimination ... they will be pushed out of the
inner group and therefore lose present and future study and job opportunities and
become ostracised themselves.

Another quote reads -
Academic freedom either does not exist, or, if it does exist, is considered to be
unimportant in comparison to the need to control and manipulate the behaviour of
staff members.

Another submission reads -
Ten years is a long time for one person at whim to destroy the future prospects,
personalities and integrity of so many.

Those campaigns of abuse and victimisation obviously succeeded in creating an
atmosphere of fear. The review committee wrote -

A number of staff and students who made depositions to our committee expressed
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fear of retribution and indicated that other ex students would have made
depositions if they could have been assured of protection.

The fears of those students were well placed as was sadly admitted one year later by the
convenor of the committee, Professor Bruce, who wrote in a public letter -

... students put their faith in our committee in the hope that major problems
within . .. archaeology would be resolved. They now believe, with justification,
that their faith was, to a large extent, misplaced ... deliberately damaging
activities ...

described to the committee during the review process -

are still being indulged by members of the original department.. . I believe that
this University must do more to stop such travesties of academic behaviour.

There is evidence that the department's finances were handled improperly. A retired
member of the department wrote -

Budget matters were never discussed. Even staff did not know the amount of the
research budget or how it had been allocated ... No available records were kept
to ... judge where the money went.

It appears that Professor Bowdier allocated most of the department's research funds to
herself. She also took personal loans from the department and I will table a statement as
part of the documents which show that. A full and detailed audit of the departmental
books is needed, including those of the Centre of Prehistory. That must be conducted as
a matter of urgency.
There were also conflicts of interest within the department. They involved Professor
Bowdier's involvement when she sat on the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee
under the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act. As a member of that committee,
she was involved in setting standards for reviewing such work. Allegations of
interference in the work of independent archaeologists and anthropologists abounded.
The committee reported -

Archaeologists practising in Western Australia claimed that members of this
University followed discriminatory practices or had instigated means to
effectively disenfranchise them from practising their profession.

That was at a time when Professor Bowdier ran the Centre of Prehistory and when she
was doing consultancy work for profit. She was in a position where she could control
what outside anthropologists were doing by charging exorbitant fees for access to the
anthropology library and through other mechanisms.
Following the review of archaeology, a second review was undertaken which is
commonly known as the Hotop Clyde report. Despite a number of FOI applications, that
report has never been released. I understand that it is only three pages long. Early in
1992, the university produced several Press releases as a result of which the archaeology
affair began to be reported in the Press. Professor Bowdler stood down as head of
department, at least in name, and the highly politicised and profit making Centre of
Prehistory was dissolved. The Centre of Prehistory was actually involved in the
Yakabindie dispute. I have quite a bit of evidence of the unprofessional work undertaken
in that area.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The information may discredit Professor Bowdier, but it does
not advance the case of Dr Rindos.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The problem is that Dr Rindos has had every door closed in his
face. His files have been lost. There has been a deliberate attempt to exclude him from
access to university documents. On the other hand, the other person who has a history of
similar behaviour at the University of New England in a prior appointment, is apparently
being protected against the good advice given to the Vice Chancellor by many other
people.
Dr Rindos applied to the Industrial Relations Commission to have his matter dealt with
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there. After a year's deliberation, the commissioner who heard the case brought down a
finding that it was not within the commission's jurisdiction. The only avenue open to
Dr Rindos now is to the visitor. As part of the Vice Chancellor's committee, Professor
Gale had called for an end to the visitor, except when she did not want the matter dealt
with by the Industrial Relations Commission. She then urged for it to be dealt with by
the visitor, who is a person nominated under the University of Western Australia Act as
the Governor or person appointed by him. As some members will be aware, there are
ecclesiastic connotations from the Middle Ages.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Exactly. However, I am not sure whether the visitor is an
appropriate person to undertake that kind of inquiry.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: There is no other person.
Hon MARK NEVILL: That is correct. However, I understand that in almost all cases,
the visitor comes down on the side of the university.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: That is why Professor Gale's position is less secure. The
visitor will come down on the side of the university.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Yes. Very powerful establishment forces are at work and I use
the term "establishment" in its pure sense. Heaven help anyone who rocks the
establishment in our democracy. Heaven help Dr David Rindos.
Hon Derrick Tomldinson interjected.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Exactly. I had reached the point at which Professor Bowdier
stood down as head of the department, at least in name, and she stood down while the
Centre of Prehistory was dissolved. Professor Gale announced that she had asked
Associate Professor Stan Hotop and Professor Clyde to advise what action should be
taken regarding the inequities discovered in archaeology. Following receipt of the
Hotop-Clyde report, Professor Gale dissolved the archaeology department. She promised
another review of conditions in December 1994. This was cancelled by executive fiat - it
never occurred.
As a result of answers to questions that I asked of Hon Norman Moore, it is possible that
the university has misled Parliament on the Hotop-Clyde report. If the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies is interested in the issue, I hope that they subpoena
that report to determine that question. The answers said that the Hotop-Clyde report did
not relate to the same matters as the review of archaeology. I find that very difficult to
accept. It also contradicted earlier public statements.
We know that the Hotop-Clyde report dealt with Professor Bowdler's misbehaviour.
Dr David Rindos applied for a copy of the report under freedom of information
provisions but was refused. I then applied for it because I suspected that the Hotop-
Clyde report did not actually deal with Dr Rindos and that therefore his chances of
getting access on the basis that it involved him were lessened. For one reason or another,
my attempts came to nothing. The fact that the report does not appear to deal with
Dr Rindos confims, at least by implication, that Dr Rindos; has done nothing wrong, yet
Professor Bowdler was retained and Dr Rindos was sacked.
I now refer to the defamation campaign that was launched against Dr Rindos. Members
of archaeology, most likely in reaction both to complaints which had led to the review
committee and the protection that was given to Dr Rindos and other students, retaliated
with what was to turn out to be a prolonged and ultimately successful attack on him.
Professor Bowdler claimed that the problems uncovered during the review of
archaeology were the fault of Dr Rindos. She claimed that no problems ever existed and
that Dr Rindos invented and directed a campaign against her - that she was the actual
victim. That was quite a turnaround.
A copy of Professor Rindos' complaint about the review committee was eventually
forwarded to its members. The review committee pointed out that all problems predated
Dr Rindos' arrival. The review committee repudiated Professor Rowdier's allegation that
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Dr Rindos was in any way incompetent or that he had created any campaign against her.
I would like to discover why the university chose to believe Dr Bowdier, whose self-
interest in this matter is obvious, rather than the objective judgment of the properly
constituted review committee. There seems to be a fatal flaw in the university's decision
making processes.
I now refer to the denial of Dr Rindos' tenure, which the university claimed has nothing
to do with the problems in archaeology. It is extraordinary. He is the only person to be
denied tenure at UWA. Dr Rindos should have had his tenure confirmed in about June
1992. All reports on his performance had been positive and therefore tenure should have
been granted, as had always been the case at UWA. Instead of being granted tenure, his
probation was extended. For the next 18 months, Rindos, was forced to produce one long
report after another while the university's administrators searched for an excuse to get rid
of him.
Further delays were occasioned by putting Dr Rindos through more formal hearings on
contrived charges originating in archaeology. He had to answer formal charges of
pornography mongering, for which absolutely no evidence existed. He also had to
answer a charge of sexual harassment. The charge was manufactured by Dr Partis out of
letters written by three women in the archaeology department. The letters complained
about the press reports hinting at Professor Bowdier' s long-standing sexual involvements.
They only secondarily concerned Dr Rindos and contained no allegations whatsoever of
sexual harassment as normally understood. Both Dr Partis and Professor Gale gossiped
improperly about those charges to third parties, including students. That breaches
university regulations. The charges were then dropped. That might have been expected,
given that the letters' authors are female and that Dr Rindos is homosexual, a fact which
is unfavourably commented on by Dr Partis.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What was Dr Partis' position at that time?
Hon MARK NEVILL: I cannot recall because of the myriad titles of people in
management, but he subsequently left the university and has presided over the State
Education Authority for the past year.
The making public of this matter of Dr Rindos' personal life is likely to have provided
one motivation for laying the charges. Nobody should have to be put through such a
malicious attack making public matters in one's personal life. I wonder how closeted
high administrators at UWA would feel if that were done to them.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: That is the problem. Professor Bowdler's sexual predilections
were used against her quite systematically to destroy her. Similarly, Dr Rindos' sexual
predilections were used against him. What is the difference, other than gender?
Hon MARK NEVILL: There is a big difference, because there is no evidence that
Dr Rindos was systematically exploiting students within his department.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: That is the important thing.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Yes, and there was with Professor Bowdler, and there is a history
of that at the University of New England as well. It is not something that has happened
in recent times. The many false and defamatory documents originating in Professor
Bowdler' s department were hidden in a secret file. Internal memoranda unambiguously
state that, first, the letters were hidden to ensure that Dr Rindos would not become aware
of the charges brought against him; secondly, the hiding of the documents was totally
against all university regulations; and, thirdly, the documents were considered to be
relevant evidence for denying him tenure.
In about August or September 1992, Dr Partis recommended that Rindos be sacked
because he had destabilised archaeology by making conditions known and that he had not
shown proper respect for Professor Bowdler's authority. Dr Partis is a close friend of
Professor Bowdler. Given advice that tenure could not be denied for bizarre, unproved
and non-academic reasons, a special committee was created to invent reasons to sack
Dr Rindos.

13202 [COUNCILI



[Thursday, 14 December 1995]130

In February 1993, that committee recommended that Rindos be sacked for alleged poor
academic performance. It accepted Dr Partis' reports. Professor Robson invented the
academic reason to sack Dr Rindos by claiming that he believed that Dr Rindos had not
been as productive as some other people who had been granted tenure. The review
committee confirmed that Dr Rindos had been highly productive in all his previous
postings. They acknowledged the harassment he suffered and claimed they could not
make a judgment on this matter. The university now falsely claims publicly, aind in
advice presented to Parliament, that the committee ruled that all fault was with
Dr Rindos. I will table a copy of the statutory declaration Dr Rindos prepared on his
treatment at the hands of the university. It is a damning report. In brief, Dr Rindos was
never made aware of the charges brought against him nor was he given an opportunity of
answering them. Instead, a hidden case, based upon false and malicious evidence and
adjudicated in secret proceedings, was used to convict him.
Several months ago the Information Commissioner released to Dr Rindos numerous
documents on the grounds that the university could produce no evidence of official
concern about poor performance or counselling given him for it. How can one be sacked
for something which has never been recorded in official files? As Dr Rindos' problems
became known, complaints about the university's action began to pour into the vice
chancellery from the most eminent archaeologists from Australia and around the world. I
will table a number of those letters from the top half dozen archaeologists in the world -
people who have had a major impact on that profession.
When two other departments at UWA indicated their willingness to take Dr Rindos on as
a tenured member of staff, Vice Chancellor Gale prevented it by demanding the
impossible - that they fund Dr Rindos out of their existing budgets. They then said that
those departments did not want Dr Rindos. They did not want him because no money
was provided for him to move.
The vice chancellor verged on blackmail by threatening that if Dr Rindos accepted a
proposed payout, she would announce his leaving so as not to harm his good name and
reputation. Why would the university offer a payout of almost $200 000 if it believed the
case against him was as strong as it now pretends? In her letter of sacking of June 1993,
Vice Chancellor Gale provided additional reasons for dismissing him. Her personal
reason for sacking him was that Dr Rindos had been unable to get along with Professor
Rowdier. Dr Rindos, after being the first person to stand up to the culture of corruption
in archaeology, also become the first person ever to be denied tenure at UWA. I believe
this Parliament has a responsibility to ensure that the legislation that it has created is
effectively complied with. This is a major scandal and has done immense damage to our
State. The hierarchy at UWA has turned a blind eye to the fact that the problem is
ongoing. If we can to do anything to undo the damage already done, we should do it.
The Minister for Education said last year that he was powerless to obtain answers to
questions put to him regarding improper behaviour at the University of Western Australia
despite the fact it is a government agency. I believe it is important that this whole cover-
up be exposed and the fraudulent attack on the good name of Dr Rindos be also exposed.
He has been set up as a scapegoat for the problems in archaeology and his denial of
tenure is the ultimate insult. I seek leave to table documents in support of the comments
that I have made.
Leave granted. [See paper No 1064.]
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [3.06 pm]: I want to use this
opportunity in the traditional way to draw to the attention of the House a matter which is
of some concern to my constituents. It is also a matter about which I am sure some of the
members of this House are already aware. It relates to a small neighbourhood shopping
centre in Burragah Way, Duncraig. The developers have applied to establish a
McDonald's restaurant with a drive through facility within the centre. McDonald's plans
to open the business from 6.00 am to midnight, Sundays to Thursdays, and 24 hours on
Fridays and Saturdays. I understand that McDonald's estimates that the business will
attract some 8 000 additional vehicles a week to the centre, but admits that its similarly
placed Beldon outlet attracts over 12 000 cars a week. -
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In support of the arguments put by the residents opposed to this development, they point
out that the Wanneroo City Council has received in excess of 600 expressions of concern
from local residents about the development. In response to this concern and in response
to a specific petition, Wanneroo council called an electors' meeting on 1 November
1995. Attendance numbered 171, and there was unanimous support for a motion
requesting the council to reject any application for a fast food outlet at that site. I was
away and was unable to attend the meeting, but a number of people contacted me when I
returned. Since that meeting, Wanneroo council has rejected the application and the
developers have now appealed directly to the Minister for Planning. Residents are not
opposed to a local shopping centre; a local shopping centre was advertised there. A big
board put there by developers when the area was developed indicated what would go into
that area. The residents' concern centres on the fact that McDonald's, or similar, draws
on a substantially greater catchment area of people than does a small neighbourhood
shopping centre and, of course, the catchment from this bigger area would have a far
greater impact on a locality than would a small neighbourhood shopping centre. It is
estimated that a local shopping centre situated at Burragah Way would draw from a
catchment of approximately 800 households, from Pointer Road to the east, Warwick
Road to the north, and Marmnion Avenue to the west. This estimate takes account of the
localities of other shopping centres in the vicinity. I am led to believe that McDonald's
requires a minimum catchment of approximately 10 500 households. Based on Australia
Post data, this is equivalent to the entire populations of Carine, Sorrento, North Beach
and Duncraig. The impact of a McDonald's on local residents is likely to be 13 times
that of a local shopping centre. The residents have pointed out that it will create a traffic
hazard and the impact will be felt on the feeder roads; for example, Kariong Circuit and
Beddi Road. Beddi Road will be a favourite route for McDonald's customers from
Glengarry and North Duncraig as it obviates a need to cross Marmion Avenue and
confront traffic lights at Warwick Road. Beddi Road was clearly never developed as a
thoroughfare. It is a meandering road which services children's playing fields, a child
care centre, a recreation centre for the elderly, a frail aged home and the Trinity
retirement village. It is felt that increasing traffic on this road will present a substantial
safety issue.
Traffic to McDonald's to purchase a family's evening meal will also clash with residents
returning home from work and that will increase the existing hazards at the junctions of
Beach Road and Chessell Drive and Marmion Avenue and Burragab Way. The residents
are also concerned about noise and believe that the establishment of a McDonald's or a
similar fast food outlet in that area will not only have road safety implications, but also
increase noise levels on the access roads as well as in and around the shopping centre.
Given the likely attraction of the after movie and party market, the noise will be
particularly disturbing at night. The residents are also concerned about hooliganism and
the attraction of customers 24 hours a day is likely to include an element of undesirable
and unruly people, leading to increased graffiti, litter and local crime. It is understood
that police statistics indicate a correlation between the establishment of an all night fast
food outlet and increased vandalism and housebreaking within the area.
Another concern is pollution. A McDonald's outlet is likely to compound the pollution
problem with cooking smells and exhaust emissions. The drive-through will add to the
problem as the incomplete combustion from an idling vehicle increases damaging
carcinogens in the atmosphere which is inappropriate considering that the centre is
surrounded by residences.
Another concern is that the Burragah Way shopping centre has the Trinity retirement
village immediately to its north and the Ocean Grove retirement village to the west, and
the Lady McCusker Home is adjacent on Beddi Road. I visit this area quite regularly and
I know the Trinity retirement village very well. The residents at that retirement village
are very concerned about this proposed development. Residents within the seniors'
establishments are likely to be most impacted upon by the ill-effects of a McDonald's at
the Burragah Way shopping centre. They are dismayed at the prospect and are most
anxious about the effect it will have on their retirement home.
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The residents are concerned that there was no advance notice of the prospect of a fast
food outlet at the Burragab Way shopping centre when they made the decision to
purchase their retirement home in the early 1990s. I will read to the House a letter from a
couple of constituents, a copy of which has been sent to the Premier, the Speaker in the
other place, the member for Nollamara, Hon George Cash, Hon Reg Davies, Hon Max
Evans, Hon lain MacLean, Hon Ross Lightfoot, Hon Sam Piantadosi and me.
Hon I.D. MacLean: Are you aware that the zoning the Wanneroo City Council gave to
that shopping centre includes a fast food outlet?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: No, I was not. I do not think it envisaged a 24 hour fast
food outlet, which is what the application is for. The Wanneroo City Council has
rejected the application and recognises that it made a blue.
Hon I.D. MacLean: It makes it very hard.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: It does not and I will come to that. The letter to which I
referred is from Ross and Cannel Ludwig and it summarises the feelings of local
residents. The letter is addressed to the Minister for Planning and reads -

PROPOSED SHOPPING CENTRE - BURRAGAH WAY, DUNCRAIG
With reference to the application to establish a McDonalds
Restaurantltakeaway/drive-through at the shopping centre to be constructed in
Burragah Way Duncraig, we wish to register our emphatic opposition to any fast
food outlet at that site.
Whilst we have no objection to. the establishment of a LOCAL shopping centre as
was described on advertising and billboards, a fast food chain is totally
inappropriate for this centre, as they rely on a road catchment area, a high
turnover and maximum volume. The position of this centre also bordering
Marmion Avenue will undoubtedly bring an enormous amount of people and
traffic to our residential suburb. The much larger shopping centre originally
planned for our area was abandoned, due to being unwanted by the residents of
Duncraig, with a compromise of this small local shopping centre.
The resulting substantial increase in traffic on feeder roads to the centre, (the
conservative estimate being 8,000 to 10,000 vehicles per week) i.e. Burragah,
Chessell, Kariong and Beddi will not only be very hazardous to the residents, but
will be extremely dangerous for those using children's playing fields, the librar,
recreation centres for the elderly and general public, as well as the Duncraig Child
Care Centre, the residents and carers of Anglican Care for the Frail and Aged and
Trinity Retirement Village. Chessell Drive was designed as a dual carriageway to
service the original large shopping centre (which is now unnecessary and badly
needs some form of traffic calming) and is constantly used as a 'speedway' - the
noise and disruption from speeding cars, screeching brakes, tyres skidding, car
radios, right through the night on weekends and late into the night on weekdays
will only be exacerbated by the even larger increase in taffic volume. An already
existing problem which will also become unbearable, is the litter being discarded
by pedestrians and by people throwing fast food packaging, cans and bottles out
of car windows onto the road and our properties.
The attraction of outsiders to the neighbourhood at all hours substantially
increases the prospect of vandalism, hooliganism and crime throughout the South
Duncraig area. The product of the above will also see a diminution in the
property values in the area, as was evident at the last land auction when the
McDonalds project was brought to the attention of prospective purchasers.
The area is already adequately serviced with fast food outlets within easy access
in Beach Road, Marmion Avenue and Warwick Road.
Based on the above considerations, we request that you consider the affected and
vulnerable residents and reject the application to establish any fast food outlet at
the local shopping centre in Burragah Way Duncraig.
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Please do give this matter your urgent and careful attention, because your
decision is irreversible and therefore must provide the correct outcome for the
many residents concerned.

This letter is typical of the dozens of letters I have received on this issue.
I draw the attention of members to a community comment editorial in the Wanneroo
Times on 24 October 1995. It is a very well respected newspaper and it does not often
publish an editorial of this nature which is headed, "Food for thought" and it reads -

When people have retired from their full-time jobs and want to settle down and
enjoy the last years of their lives, it seems only fair that they could do so in a
quiet, relaxed locality.
Indeed, most retirees select an area that is not heavily built up and has the
necessary facilities fairly close by so that they can enjoy their days to the fullest.
It's a basic right and one that most fair-minded Australians support.
However, it's a right that very well could be denied those folk who bought units
in the Lady McCusker and Trinity retirement villages in Duncraig.
Residents of both villages are caught in a wrangle over plans to establish a fast-
food restaurant in Burragah Way, Duncraig, which is opposite Trinity and just
down the road from Lady McCusker.
There is unanimous opposition to the development from the residents of the
retirement villages, and nearby home owners aren't exactly happy either. The
majority of the retirees bought their homes many years ago. At that stage of
proceedings the sign at the site stated that a local shopping centre would be built
in the future.
They were happy with a small shopping centre being developed. There was,
however, no mention of a fast-food outlet being established.
Many older residents would have, no doubt, reconsidered their plans to buy
homes in the area had they been aware that the fast-food restaurant was ever a
possibility.
These older people, many of whom fought for the freedom of this country during
World War 11, deserve a little consideration during their retirement years.
They're concerned that any fast-food outlet will only create noise, attract an
unruly element and have a detrimental effect on their lives. And rightly so.
It's time to give our elderly folkc what they so richly deserve - peace and quiet in
the sunset of their lives.

I want to endorse and support that editorial strongly. I know the area very well. I used to
drive through there and visit my parents who, when they were alive, lived at Trinity. I
used to hear residents saying, "We are looking forward to that little local shopping centre
opening up, and we are looking forward to having that amenity." This proposal for a fast
food outlet has come as a real shock. I raise the issue because I want to encourage my
colleagues in this place, who also represent the North Metropolitan Region, to contact the
Minister for Planning and ensure that he is aware of the concern of residents. I am sure it
is a concern that other members share. I know that people have recently met an officer, I
understand from the Minister's office or from the department - I am not sure which. That
was reported in the newspaper last week, but I do not have a copy of it here. However, I
hope that the Minister ensured that the officer put forward the arguments to him and that
the Minister will take into account the concerns of those people. I do not want to address
this issue in a political way. I do not think there is any need for that. Residents have
demonstrated their concern. However, the Minister must look at the political
ramifications of ignoring the groundswell of opinion and concern that has spontaneously
come forward. I hope that he will reject this appeal and back up the City of Wanneroo
and the local residents. I urge my colleagues in the North Metropolitan Region to
encourage the Minister to take that course of action.
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HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.24 pmn]: I
take the opportunity of this appropriation debate to advise the House and the public of
Western Australia of matters that have been occurring in the Western Australian Liberal
Party. I suggest to the Minister for Education that perhaps he should have a few spy
cameras to stop the leaks that are emanating from that obviously wholesome little
organisation.
I begin by reflecting on a meeting held on Saturday, 9 December at which 44 members of
the state council of the Liberal Party moved to have an issue of public importance
debated. This issue was the alleged blackmail and production of smear sheets by one
member of Parliament, a Liberal member of course, against another Liberal member. Iunderstand that the state council at that point panicked. The party hierarchy had to dosomething immediately to stop the debate going ahead and, as it were, the cone of silence
descended upon the Liberal Party. I understand the debate was gagged by the president
of the Liberal Party, and one is left to ask why.
Perhaps we should start any analysis of this matter by looking at the Sunday Times of10 December, in which it is reported that Chilla Porter spoke against the motion, saying
that it would be a disaster if it were debated and became public. The truth may be feared
by people like Chilla Porter, a former secretary of the Liberal Party, but, as in the case of
many of these matters that seemingly are of public importance, it got out. It was said by
some people that it was a reflection on the leadership of the party that it could not debate
an issue of such significance openly in its own ranks. When it came to questions of
accountability - something the Premier of this State and the leader of the Liberal Party
nationally are always bleating about - the leadership did not have the courage of its
convictions to see if the conduct of its own members was accountable under any code ofconduct that one might have. It may be appropriate at this stage to remind the House of
the Premier's statement in the Legislative Assembly on 17 September 1993, when he said
that we cannot expect a democracy to work effectively if the members of Parliament arenot prepared to be accountable to the Parliament. Then on 3 November 1993 the Premier
told the Legislative Assembly that there is an even stronger convention that Governments
and Ministers who fail to meet the principles of propriety should resign, because free and
decent people should not be expected to obey them.
The state council of the Liberal Party, the party's senior policy making body and
upholder of its values and standards, was gagged. I am sure people will ask what thiswas all about. I will read a letter that has come into my possession which is dated
29 November 1995. I understand that it was sent to all state council delegates of the
Liberal Party. It is signed by Noel Crichton-Browne and reads -

I am finally moved to write to the Liberal Party because of the total failure of the
party to investigate a number of very serious matters, most of which are now
within the knowledge of the State President. One could be forgiven for believing
the party is more concerned with covering up matters rather than openly, honestly
and properly dealing with them.
In June of this year I made a complaint to the Australian Federal Police due to
receiving blackmail of a thoroughly filthy and disgusting nature. The offences
related to Sections 28 and 85ZE of the Commonwealth Crimes Act which carries
a penalty of up to three years imprisonment. The AFP undertook certain inquiries
and subsequently executed a warrant on the Electorate Office of Mr Eoin
Cameron, the Liberal Member for Stirling. The warrant in part read "On or about
March 27, April 2, April 4, June 7 1995 . .. any or all of the above (Mr Cameron;
his son, Ryan, employed by Mr Cameron as his electorate officer and two other
members of his personal staff) wrote and/or sent facsimile transmissions and/or
letters conveying threats or intimidation to hinder or interfere with the free
exercise or performance by Senator Noel Crichton-Browne of his political right or
duty in an effort to influence him to resign or withdraw from pre-selection or to
withhold his nomination as a senator within the Liberal Party contrary to s 28 of
the Crimes Act 1914."
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I want members to understand this. It continues -

Subsequently the AFP established that the blackmail had been transmitted from
the facsimile machine in Mr Cameron's office.
The Police also found another document on Mr Cameron's computer. The
document contained information improperly obtained from my wife Esther's
court file. It was what you may call a "dirt sheet". The information contained
was improperly obtained by Mr Ian Viner QC from Esther's file when the file was
left unattended on the court counter. The dirt sheet was typed into M~r Cameron's
computer by Mr Cameron's employee and future son-in-law. The information
was collected from Mr Viner by Mr Cameron's son.
Copies of the dirt sheet were anonymously distributed including two copies being
faxed from Mr Cameron's facsimile machine to the President of the Senate,
Senator Michael Beahan and Senator Collins, the Federal Minister for Primary
Industry. Both Senators were disgusted and returned the material promptly to me.
Both of their fax numbers would have been obtained from the Ministerial
directory.
The Police also found many copies of Esther's unserved restraining order in
Mr Cameron's office. It had been reproduced in bright colours. Mr Cameron
distributed copies of document and allowed others to photocopy it.
The restraining order was obtained by Mr Viner QC after several unsuccessful
attempts by Mr Gasper, an employee of Mr Cameron. In fact as the court
document states Mr Gasper became quite upset when one of his four attempts to
obtain the document failed. He demanded to be put through to someone higher
up and when he was told he was not entitled to it because he was not an
"interested party" he said he had friends that were QCs and they advised that he
could get a copy.
"Following the AFP investigation Senator BolIcus representing the Minister for
Justice stated "there was insufficient evidence to support a prosecution";. ..
In effect, while the Australian Federal Police established that the blackmnail came
from Mr Cameron's office they could not prove who sent the blackmail.

Some paragraphs later Mr Crichton-Browne quotes some transcripts from the media as
follows -

This is what Mr Cameron had to say before the results of the police investigation
were completed?
NEWS READER: "Mr Cameron doesn't believe police will find anything
incriminating. He says the only information he had about Senator Crichton-
Browne was some letters urging him to resign for the good of the party";

That was the 6WF news of 26 July 1995. Perhaps Mr Cameron forgot about the
restraining order and the dirt sheet and the fact that they had been distributed from his
office. Mr Cameron has now had the audacity to ask tax payers to pay his legal bills.
Following is a question and answer of Mr Cameron at his preselection -

"I refer to a so called smear sheet or dirt sheet circulated prior to last Saturday's
State Council senate preselection in regard to personal information contained
therein about Senator Crichton-Browne.
Did you know that the smear sheet was going to be circulated and if so, did you
or your staff directly or indirectly have anything to do with that circulation?
Also if you knew of people's intentions to sink to this type of gutter politics why
did you not try to stop them or intervene in some way? Do you condone this type
of behaviour?"

Mr Cameron answered no to the questions and that in general terms neither he nor his
staff were involved in that kind of campaign nor would he condone it.
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Hon I.D. MacLean: Boring isn't it?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I think it is quite entertaining. If Hon lain MacLean likes I will
give him a copy, although he probably has one.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Mr MacLean is a great supporter of Eoin Cameron.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Absolutely. Noel Crichton-Browne ends his letter as follows -

The Premier and John Howard last week both called for honesty and integrity in
politics. The electorate can expect those calls to be genuine.

Quite clearly those calls are little more than empty words when it comes to the
administration of the Western Australian Liberal Party.
As I said earlier, it was reported in the Sunday Times on the following day that a Liberal
delegate, Mr Rick Mincherton, sent a letter to the Sunday Times. Very fortunately, I
happen to have a copy of that piece of correspondence. He wrote to Mr Honey on
7 December and said the following -

I wish to express my concern with a number of matters which relate to the
endorsed candidate and sitting member for Stirling, Mr Eoin Cameron. A number
of these have been published in the media and elsewhere.
I think it is important that Mr Cameron attends State Council to respond to them.
I believe that it is vital all our members of parliament are totally frank and
honest ...
I am concerned about a number of matters including Mr Cameron's response at
his preselection.
I want Mr Cameron to answer the questions attached.
I make no judgement about Mr Cameron, nor have I arrived at a preconceived
view about any of the matters to which I refer to. I am sure Mr Cameron is able
to quickly dispel any concerns State Council may have.
Yours sincerely

The 12 questions Mr Mincherton wanted answered were as follows -
1) Did the Federal Police establish that blackmail had been sent from a fax

machine in Eoin Cameron's office?
2) Did the police find a "dirt sheet" on a computer in Mr Cameron's office

with information taken improperly from Esther Crichton-Browne's court
file?

3) Did the police find a large quantity of copies of the restraining order in
different colours in Mr Cameron's office?

4) Did M-r Gasper from Mr Cameron's office make several attempts to get
the restraining order?

5) Did Mr Cameron or Mr Gasper report the failed attempts to Mr Viner and
as a result Mr Viner then successfully got a copy?

6) Did Mr Viner then give to Mr Cameron the restraining order and some
notes he copied from the court file?

7) Did Mr Gasper then type this information into his computer?
8) Did the police establish the "dirt sheet" that was faxed to the President of

the Senate and to Senator Collins came from a fax machine in
Mr Cameron's office?

9) Did Mr Cameron give the restraining order to the media?
10) Does he agree with Senator Knowles' claim that he did not distribute the

restraining order?
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11) Did Mr Cameron tell an untruth to his divisional president about a fax he
sent to Mr Howard about Senator Chrichton-Brown before Senator
Chrichton-Brown' s preselection?

12) Did Mr Cameron mislead his preselection?
I presume the word "committee" should be added to the end of that.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Who is the author of that letter?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is Mr Mincherton of 18 Taylor Road, Nedlands. I am happy to
table all of this; it should be on the public record.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It is already on the public record; there is no need to table it.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is not on the public record in its entirety. I understand that
Mr Cameron has responded to the Liberal Party by denying those facts or any
involvement. However, people who are obviously quite senior in the Liberal Party have
contacted me and suggested that the answer to all those questions is in the affirmative
and not the negative and that quite obviously Mr Cameron has misled his preselection
committee.
Concern that he has misled it was so great that 44 members wanted this matter opened up
so it could be debated within the forums of the Westemn Australian Liberal Party. It all
rings very hollow when the Premier says that truth must prevail and he orders royal
commissions to find truth, but finds nothing. Yet in his own backyard the Premier does
not have a royal commission into the Liberal Party. We may as well; I understand we
have plenty of money to waste. No investigation was undertaken into truth or breaches
of people's rights regarding their membership of not only the Liberal Party but also the
Senate as endorsed Liberal Party candidates. All we have seen are attempts to brush
these matters under the table. It is all very well, when it costs him nothing, for the
Premier of the day in a public sense to take the high ground. However, quite clearly
when it gets down to the nitty gritty of how his party functions, the party which governs
this State and aspires to -
Hon N.F. Moore: It does not. The Liberal Party does not govern; the State Government
does.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The now pedantic Minister for Education wants to correct this.
Hon N.F. Moore: You claimed that the faceless people of the Labor Party did not run the
State.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Government of the day is of the same political persuasion as
the party to which I am referrng.
Hon N.F. Moore: What it does in its own time is its own business.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It significantly influences the direction of the Government of the
day. This is a classic example of a Premier who will stoop to any level of double
standards imaginable to secure the best political advantage for himself and the Western
Australian Liberal Party and go to any extreme to hide particular matters from the public
gaze. The situation in the Australian Labor Party, if the Minister is interested, is very
much different. It is an open forum for the Press. If these matters had to be debated they
would be there for the Press and the public to gaze upon them.
Hon N.F. Moore interjected.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I knew it would not take long. Throw out the bait and here he
comes. The state council of his party chose to gag that debate.
Hon N.F. Moore: It chose not to suspend standing orders because it was a short meeting,
with a particular time for closing.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: A Liberal federal member of Parliament has misled his
preselection committee and not told the truth.
Hon N.F. Moore: Who said that?
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Hon N.F. Moore: It was not said at the meeting.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Mr Crichton-Browne circulated the letter.
Hon N.F. Moore: It had nothing to do with the meeting on Saturday.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: A federal member has been accused by his own party ofmisleading the selection committee, but there was only a short meeting at which there
was no time to discuss such an important matter. The Liberal Party members did not
have the courage to suspend standing orders so that the matter could be debated. No
matter how much they may protest, members opposite do not want to delve into the
matter. Chilla Porter said it would be a disaster if it were debated and became public.
That is the reason standing orders were not suspended.
Hon N.F. Moore: Did you hear that said?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I have quoted it.
Hon N.F. Moore: From whom?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It was in the Sunday Times on 10 December.
Hon N.F. Moore: Do you believe everything you read in the newspaper?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is a quote. I am persuaded to the view of Mr Crichton-Browne.
Is the Minister not?
Hon N.F. Moore: I have my own views about the Liberal Party, which I have no
intention of revealing to the member.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Mr Crichton-Browne said that Eoin Cameron misled the
selection committee. Does the Minister agree with him?
Hon N.F. Moore: I do not know.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Minister will not support his long term friend. That is an
indictment of him. This is a classic example of the double standards of the Liberal Party.
Its leadership says one thing for public consumption but at the end of the day it is not
prepared to delve into its internal problems and to examine matters in a reasonable way.
Hon N.F. Moore: What do you reckon most of 1995 has been about? Have you missed
some of the comments in the newspapers during the year?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Liberal Party had an internal dispute which was causing
enormous disruption. Instead of dealing with it as any other political party might, the
Liberal Party foprnd a scapegoat, put a gun to his head and shot him. There was no
natural justice in the process.
Hon N.F. Moore: Ask Graeme Campbell about natural justice.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: We can talk about anything the Minister wants. After the Liberal
Party shot Mr Crichton-Browne, he did not roll over and die. He has a legitimate case
and he wants to be heard. He said another federal member had misled the Liberal Party,
but members opposite will not investigate that.
Hon N.F. Moore: Who said that?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Noel Crichton-Browne in the letter I will table.
Hon N.F. Moore: Which letter is that?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The one I read first, dated 29 November 1995 and signed by Noel
Crichton-Browne. It is a six page letter which goes through, word for word, what Eoin
Cameron did - how he presumably obtained information about Noel Crichton-Browne,
how his staff fed it into the computer, produced dirt sheets and distributed information on
Senator Noel Crichton-Browne. Eoin Cameron denied that. As Mr Crichton-Browne
says, the Australian Federal Police believe that it happened but they do not know who to
charge because they do not know who did it.
Hon N.F. Moore: Is that right?
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Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is what Noel Crichton-Browne says. If the Minister
disagrees, I cannot help him. I thought he would tell us that Senator Crichton-Browne is
a credible man. In my view this is probably the greatest example of hypocrisy in politics
this year. Mr Crichton-Browne is shot and the Premier and the federal Leader of the
Opposition are saying they believe in accountability and openness, but it seems to apply
only if it does not get into the Liberal Party's backyard They do not want the world to
know about the machinations of the Liberal Party or the dirty tricks among their
colleagues.
Hon N.F. Moore: What happened to Michael Beahan and Graeme Campbell?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Michael Behan lost in a ballot.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm
[Questions without notice taken.]

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Members will recall that, prior to question time, I was discussing
the internal affairs of the Western Australian Liberal Party. It is fair to say that I was
describing grave allegations which had been presnted to the state council of the Liberal
Party. The proposition had been put to the state council by 43 members that Mr Eoin
Cameron's alleged conduct should be investigated by that body. It is alleged that the
member for Stirling has been involved in blackmail and some particularly underhand
tactics. A significant number of Liberal members are demanding that the issue be
debated by the state council to clear the air about that matter. The hierarchy of the
Liberal Party is running scared. Basically, it is running from the truth and from the fear
of publicity which would expose the potential for what are, if true, quite despicable
political tactics. If true, it would be clear that Mr Cameron had misled his preselection
committee.
The issue does not stop there. It relates to whether there has been a deliberate cover-up,
at the highest level of the Liberal Party, of a member's activities in the way he used his
electorate office and how he may have abused his rights as a member of the lower House
in the Federal Parliament. It may be appropriate for me to refer to a section of a letter
written by Noel Crichton-Browne on 29 November. In that letter he says that the
member for Stirling was asked several specific questions at his preselection for his seat.
To all his questions, the member for Stirling replied no. Those questions included
whether the member for Stirling knew about a so-called smear or dirt sheet and whether
he knew that it was to be circ~ulated. I understand that a huge number of Liberals support
Mr Crichton-Browne 's claim and, as I said earlier, that is backed up by the Federal Police
in terms of their investigation. It is quite clear that the member for Stirling had a dirt
sheet on a computer in his office and that dirt sheet was faxed to other offices. However,
the member for Stirling denied those facts at his preselection.
Hon Mark Nevill: There should be a royal commission.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: We could have a royal commission. It would be as appropriate
as the last one. It would be as forthcoming in terms of anything of spectacular interest
with regard to community demands.
Hon Mark Nevill: But there may be more hard evidence.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is for sure. However, there is a preparedness, again by the
Government, to mouth platitudes, but when it comes to its own internal affairs, it does
not make the hard decisions. It will not consider what is happening within its own four
walls. What does the Government have to hide? Why have efforts to have the matter
aired within the party been blocked by the Liberal Party hierarchy? That is perhaps a
reflection of the difficulties that the Opposition faces in getting information from the
Government. Whenever there is the slightest degree of embarrassment, information is
impossible to procure. That is exactly what has happened with regard to this matter. At
the end of all this, we are forced to conclude that the Liberal Party has something to hide.
It has endorsed a candidate for a marginal seat, perhaps on a false premise. Perhaps it
has endorsed a person who should not hold that office.
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Hon I.D. MacLean interjected.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am very pleased about that, and I am sure that he will be too.
We will all live happily ever after. Thank you, Noddy.
If the claims by Senator Crichton-Browne in his letter are substantiated by the Australian
Federal Police, there really has been a cover-up. Quite disgraceful behaviour seems tohave occurred. At the end of the day, although I was never terribly sympathetic with
Senator Crichton-Browne, on this issue one of his parliamentary colleagues might havedealt with him particularly harshly, and, seemingly, the party has dealt with himparticularly unfairly. That is a matter for the Liberal Party to resolve within its own four
walls.
It is not just a Liberal Party issue. It is how an electorate office has been run usingtaxpayer funds. It is whether the activities of people within that electorate officebreached various Acts of Parliament. Also, it is whether Senator Noel Crichton-Brownereally was the victim of a very nasty and particularly low campaign to see him removed
from the Liberal Party. That issue should now be resolved by the Liberal Party. There isa clear need for the matter to be debated in the public arena, because the Liberal Partyobviously cannot resolve it and it is not prepared to debate the matter privately, in spiteof calls for that to occur. At the end of the day, one would hope to see a full and frank
explanation of what exactly happened.
Hon lain MacLean raised a matter regarding federal member of Parliament GraemeCampbell prior to afternoon tea and, subsequently, question time. This matter has nosimilarities to the predicament of the federal member for Kalgoorlie or, for that matter, toSenator Michael Beahan. For the public record, Senator Michael Beahan went into a
ballot, just as everybody else in politics goes into ballots, and came third. Subsequently,he is No 3 on our Senate ticket. End of story. Everyone knows that Mr Campbell waswarned repeatedly about his activities. He was warned about what he should and shouldnot do. Unfortunately, he made choices, bearing in mind those warnings, that put him indirect conflict with the party. The party then called the national executive together anddecided upon his fate. That is the process of the Australian Labor Party.
There is no possible similarity between the fate of Mr Beahan, the fate of Mr Campbell
and this matter. The situations are totally different. Any effort of the intellectualjingoism that I have heard from Hon lain MacLean to compare the three situations is an
absolute fallacy. One must question his intellectual ability even to consider that the threeare the same. Let us put that matter to bed, where it should be, and address the issue thatI have raised today, and that is the appropriateness of the federal member for Stirling's
remaining the endorsed Liberal candidate and whether the accusations that have beenmade by Senator Crichton-Browne in his letter to the Liberal Party are incorrect. Let Ushave a statement from the Liberal Party telling us the truth in the matter. I am sure thatthe puhlic of Western Australia, many members of the Liberal Party and the Western
Australian Opposition will wait with bated breath.
HON A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [4.44 pm]: I use this opportunity tospeak on a matter which I believe is related to the finances of the State - it is certainly
related to matters of appropriation - and it is the serious concern that arises out of the
process of letting and supervising contracts in the Building Management Authority.
For many years, the Building Management Authority has contracted services to theprivate sector, but over the past three years the range of services that have beencontracted out has increased exponentially. At the same time that we have seen thatgrowth in contracting out, we have seen a contraction in the number of staff available tosupervise those contracts. That juxtaposition has severely compromised controls overquality and cost that should ensure that public expenditure is properly protected. Thatproblem has been exacerbated by the abandonment of objective quantifiable qualitycontrols in favour of nebulous concepts such as value for money. I will go into that
matter in some detail later.
The result of the simultaneous occurrence of those three things - that is, the massive
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increase in the contracting out of services, the reduction in the number of supervisory
staff, and the abandonment of quantifiable controls - has increased the scope for and
indeed the incidence of impropriety and even corruption and the misdirection of
taxpayers' funds.
I want to illustrate that general proposition by dealing with two incidents that have been
raised in the House over the past two weeks. The first involves Warwickgate, as the
Opposition likes to call it. About a fortnight ago, I raised the issue of the contract that
was let for the demolition of a cluster block within Warwick Primary School.
Unfortunately, the responses that I have received from the relevant Ministers have been
most unsatisfactory. I have been simultaneously criticised for raising the matter at all
and given guarantees that matters will be investigated. Unfortunately, there is no
evidence that such investigations have ensued, and indeed most questions that I have
subsequently asked have not been answered satisfactorily.

I raise the issue again today because I want to highlight questions which remain
unanswered and to bring to public attention further information that I have garnered on
the matter. I want first to set the matter in context for members who are absolutely
riveted and to ensure that members who take the time to read Mansard will have a full
picture of events to understand the context.

There was a fire at Warwick Primary School on the morning of Sunday 27 August 1995.
That is not an unusual event. BMA emergency staff contacted a company known as
Brookes Maintenance Service to secure the site. Brookes Maintenance is one of five
contractors that are listed with the BMA as authorised to deal with matters relating to the
disposal of asbestos. As that building, together with most Education Department
buildings that were constructed during the 1970s, contained cement fibre board which
had an element of asbestos within it, BMA staff sought to contact one of those
contractors so that the site could be properly secured. Its evidence is that they attempted
to contact a few others and Brookes Maintenance Service was the first company
available. I have said repeatedly to the Ministers who have sought to gloss over this fact
that I do not have a problem with the events which took place on that Sunday morning. I
recognise it was a fairly confined contract which had to be put in place very quickly and
it involved the basic securing of the site, which was done by placing a temporary fence
around the affected area. I am not being critical of the Building Management Authority
staff's conduct on that Sunday morning, but their subsequent conduct is in some respects
questionable and in other respects manifestly unacceptable. I find it extraordinary that
the Minister for Finance, who likes to present himself in this House as a model of
financial probity, has been unable to recognise the very real problems.

Hon Max Evans: I investigated the figures, but you have not asked me any questions.

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I have asked for documents, invoices and a range of
material. Anything I have received has only confirmed my doubts. I will continue with
my comments and I will be interested if the Minister for Finance is prepared to give me a
response. As late as yesterday I asked more questions in this place and I received
answers which certainly were not supported by any documentation.

Hon Max Evans: You were asking the Minister in the other place, not me.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I was asking the Minister in this place and that was the
Minister for Finance. As the President often tells this House, the answer to questions
asked in this place are not the answers of the Ministers in the other place, but the answers
of Ministers in this place.
I will go into more detail about the other conduct of the BMA which I find questionable
and manifestly unacceptable. On the Monday morning representatives from the BMA
and the Education Department met on site and also present were staff of Brookes
Maintenance, who recommended the demolition of the site. It is interesting that its
recommendation had been opposed by a BMA supervisor of many years' experience with
that authority. He noted that the fire had not been so intense that all the furniture had
been burnt. A number of items on the inventory were recoverable and subsequently they
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were salv~ged. The steel superstructure, which is the most expensive part of the
building, was, in his opinion, quite intact. Based on past performance, experience and
practice of the BMA there was no reason to demolish this building entirely. It was
certainly no more badly burnt than other buildings that had been restored.
Notwithstanding the advice of that supervisor, the BMA team manager and the Education
Department representative agreed to follow the recommendations of Brookes
Maintenance. Obviously, demolishing the building was a far more profitable contract for
the company than a contract which was to merely clean up the site and take away the
burnt material.
Having decided to demolish the building, it seems that the BMA did not take into
consideration the policy guidelines it is meant to follow and it approved the demolition
and gave the contract to Brookes Maintenance, without any reference whatsoever to the
other four contractors approved to do this work. What is even more surprising is that the
BMA did that without requiring any price at all from Brookes Maintenance. The
justification the Opposition has been given by Minister after Minister on this issue, is that
the school had to be closed because of the possibility of airborne asbestos fibre;
therefore, it was important to clean up the site as quickly as possible. I will put to one
side the presence of airborne fibre, but ask members to bear in mind that the material
involved was cement fibre sheeting. Incidentally, today I checked with James Hardie
Building Services and found that the product produced at the time the school was built
contained 8 to 10 per cent asbestos and there is doubt whether there would be airborne
fibres from this incident.
Accepting that it was a matter which had to be dealt with urgently so that the school
could be reopened, the real issue is that all the companies could have been summoned
within half an hour. According to the contractors, prices could have been tendered in less
than two hours. I am talking about a maximum of a two hour delay, not about a
proposition where tenders would be advertised and there would be a formal tender
process. It was an informal tender process which has been the experience in the past with
incidents of this type. Why was the normal procedure that is followed in emergencies
like this abandoned in this instance? Every contractor should have been given the
opportunity to be involved and the Government should have been assured that the job
would be done at a reasonable price. There was no tendering process and there was no
requirement on the company which was chosen to do the job to give a price. It was
simply given a blank cheque. Having been given a blank cheque it was obviously in its
interests to maximise the amount of work to be done and the cost to be charged.
The result of the Government's action has undermined the confidence of the contractors
in the system and has certainly caused a great deal of cynicism within the local
community. Unfortunately, it has set a precedent for overservicing and overcharging by
this company. This is of particular concern because it is not a one-off incident. In a very
short time Brookes Maintenance will have not only access to the biscuits in the cookie
jar, but also total control over the cookie jar. The Opposition knows that the company
has been granted preferred contractor status and very shortly it is expected that it will
control the entire maintenance of one-third of the government buildings in the
metropolitan area.
I turn now to the cost of the demolition and some of the supposed tonnages involved in
the contract. The first item which raised eyebrows was the claim by the company that it
had moved 786 tonnes of rubble. Members should bear in mind that the building
involved was a single cluster classroom, generally of very large construction - a steel
frame with cement sheeting in-between and with some window framing. It is also
important to note that the concrete pad was not removed. That being the case, how did
the company remove 786 tonnes of rubble? I have had estimates done by BMA staff, in
their own time of course, and independent contractors which show that the building
rubble would be less than 100 tonnes. In fact, the lowest estimate was 50 tonnes.
This company, then, is claiming that in the order of 700 tonnes of dirt had to be shifted.
It is an extraordinary proposition. The Minister has told us that 614 cubic metres of soil
were moved. As a rule of thumb 2 cubic metres of sand weighs 1 tonne, so
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approximately 307 tonnes of dirt was shifted. If we add to that 100 tonnes for the
building rubble, being generous, the total figure is in the order of 450 tonnes, which is
some 70 per cent less than has been claimed was removed. There is grave doubt whether
that volume of soil needed to be moved or, indeed, whether it was necessary even to
move the 614 cubic centimetres which were claimed to have been loaded. The product is
only 8 to 10 per cent asbestos, which is bonded in cement. Certainly in a fire this product
does explode, spreading shards over a certain area, but they are in sizable chunks. Little
fibres would not be lying around the yard. The chunks would be more easily and
effectively collected by hand. The idea that one has to take off 8 inches of topsoil from
around three-quarters of an acre surrounding the site is really quite ludicrous and,
importantly, not the general practice in the Building Management Authority at the best of
times. A number of fires have occurred over the years; in fact, I think up to five such
firs occurred in Education Department properties this year. In none of those has this
amount of dirt been shifted. The figure the Minister has given us of 614 cubic metres is
excessive. Even accepting that volume of material has been moved, it does not in any
way, shape or form add up to anything like the 786 tonnes the company claims it has
shifted and for which it has claimed tipping charges.
To reaffirm the fact that a large proportion of the costs of this project associated with the
removal of the soil is unprecedented, there is also the comparison between the cost at the
end of the day and the Government's estimate for the total project. When this contract
was approved the BMA's estimate was $88 500. Presumably that estimate has been
made on experience of jobs of this scale and with reference to the prices which have been
lodged with the BMA by those companies involved in jobs of a do and charge nature.
How could the BMA have been so wrong? How could its estimate be more than 100 per
cent out? I repeat, it was $88 500 compared with the end of the day charge of some
$197 000 - a very broad error in the estimates.
How could these costs have blown out? First, we have the unprecedented and, I believe,
excessive and unwarranted removal of overburden. Even accepting that volume of soil
has been removed, and that is highly problematic, the real cause of the blowout has been
the tipping charges that have been claimed. We have set out before in this place the
charges for the Atlas tip site that was used. Atlas conffirms the tipping charges. The
maximum charge is $100 per tonne, which is charged for a single tonne. We have found
that this company has charged the Government, for a bulk product, which would surely
have attracted a sizeable discount, $123 per tonne. There is no basis for the claim. At
the very minimum $20 000 has been overcharged as a result of the inflation of the figure
that has been charged. I sought from the Minister the invoices from Atlas and,
interestingly, the invoices that have been produced give no price. They are a curious
species, which refer only to tonnage and not to price at all. It is inconceivable, and the
Minister for Finance in particular should realise how implausible it is, that Atlas should
charge for a single tonne $100 but for a bulk product over $100 per tonne. The reality is
the other way.
If that is not bad enough, once we had access to the BMIA documents we found another
tipping site had been recommended, Tamala Park, which is run by the Perth and
Wanneroo councils. That site admittedly is a bit further away but not inaccessible.
Charges for the same service of the disposal of asbestos affected waste would have been
$21 per tonne. We as taxpayers have been charged $70 000 more than we needed to have
been. Any prudent administration of this contract would have insisted that when
disposing of this volume of product the Tamala Park site should have been chosen,
thereby saving $70 000 of taxpayers' money. Even accounting for the extra distance and
the additional carting cost of $5 000, that is still a saving of $65 000 on a $195 000
contract. As I have said, and I come back to our concern, no invoices have been
produced to support the claim that the company paid this sort of money.

We also see preposterous claims for hours worked. The company claimed 1 000 man
hours, which simply does not make sense. Even if employees had been working 18 hours
a day, the company would have had at least 20 or 30 employees working on this site over
a two and a half day period to achieve that number of hours. The job was simply not that
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big. The other matter of concern is that almost 50 per cent of those hours was claimed in
overtime. What is so irregular, as we are told by the BMA, is that there was nosupervision of the work under this contract, and so there was no way of independently
verifying how many people were employed on the job and how many hours were worked.
We had the travesty of a do and charge contract compounded by the travesty that not
even a minimum attempt was made by the BMA to supervise the work being undertaken
to ensure that there was some verification of the hours allegedly spent on the job.
The third aspect of this is the charge-out rates. They have claimed a charge-out rate of$42 an hour for an ordinary hour of work and $63 for overtime. Yet when we examine
the documents we have obtained from the Building Management Authority it appears thatthe hourly rate at which these employees were paid was approximately $25 an hour.
Where is the justification for mark-ups of more than 50 per cent to this contractor? How
could privatisation of these services possibly be cheaper when basic labour costs are
almost 150 per cent more than actual rates paid. Again, no comment was made on thiswhen we raised this issue with the Minister for Finance, who presented himself during
the WA Inc years as the keeper of financial probity. Suddenly that sort of concern seems
to have evaporated. It is bad enough that the taxpayers have taken what I estimate to be a$100 000 fall on this job. Some of the other contractors claim it is more and that the job
could have been done quite effectively for around $50 000. Accepting the BMA's
estimates, the taxpayer has taken a slug of $ 100 000 on this job.
The real concern is not just that $100 000; it is the fact that this company which has so
manifestly and grossly overcharged the State is now negotiating a contract for total
control of the maintenance of all government buildings in one-third of the metropolitan
area. Other allegations have been made about this company, some of which I will notrepeat here because they are not corroborated. The BMA staff have reported grave
concerns that strangely enough this company seems to arrive at sites, particularly
Education Department sites, where incidents such as fires have occurred before the BMA
staff themselves arrive. Concern has been expressed that this company has inside
connections with the Education Department which are being used to give the contractor
preference over other companies. The bigger problem, as I said, is the fact that thiscompany, which appears to have been so prepared to overcharge and which seemingly
colludes with certain BMA staff to get away with this preposterous set of affairs, has
gone on to greater heights and will be operating without any supervision from the BMAin future because it will become the facilities manager. How could this possibly amount
to better management and cost effectiveness of any account?
These episodes have caused great cynicism among the scores of small contractors who
have provided services to the BMA over the years. It is their very strong belief that big
business with inside contacts is getting unfair advantages from this Government. The
second BMA contractual irregularity I want to highlight relates to a different area ofBMA services; that is, the issuing of cleaning contracts. Over the past few days I have
asked some questions about this matter. I set out some of the background to the incidents
that have been complained of. I will not name the officers of the BMA against whom
these allegations were made. However, I have affidavits in my possession which attest to
these matters. As those affidavits name those BMA officers it is inappropriate at this
stage for me to table those documents and make them public.
In approximately November 1993 a female officer of the BMA, who was a team leader inthe property services division of the BMA, befriended Patricia Joy and Cliff Maxwell.
Patricia was the proprietor of PRJ Building Management Services and Cliff Maxwell
worked with her. Apparently, the female officer was experiencing difficulties in her
marriage and seemingly having an affair with a male contract supervisor with the BMA.
The female officer moved into a unit behind Joy and Maxwell, the private sector
contractors, so that they could provide some protection and help for her because
apparently some trauma was associated with the break-up of her relationship. A close
relationship developed.
Around January 1994, the female officer told Joy that a cleaning contract for the East
Perth government offices at 189 Royal Street, East Perth was coming up for tender.
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According to Joy it is not unusual for companies to be alerted when a contract is coming
up for tender. We hope it is not unusual otherwise it would be difficult to tender. The
female officer also told Maxwell that the minimum number of hours for which they
would have to tender would be 43. Joy expressed some concern about this information
and told Maxwell when preparing the tender not to base it on that information, but to
calculate it himself based on the documentation available, which he subsequently did.
The contract was awarded and PRJ was the successful tenderer.
However, there were problems with the tender in that the documentation available prior
to the contract being awarded did not bear any relation to the work involved in the
contract. In particular the specifications that were provided were quite incorrect and had
to be rewritten. It was a problematic contract for PRJ to operate under. It was awarded
the contract in March 1994. After the award was made, both the male and female BMA
officers to which we had earlier referred made it clear to Joy and Maxwell that they
expected some favours in return for the awarding of the contract. PRJ Building
Management Services thought it had won the contract on its merits. However, from
March to May, Joy and Maxwell humoured these officers and took the female BMA
officer to dinner on three occasions at their own expense and paid for her to have an
overnight trip to Bunbury. They were not large items of expenditure. However, in May
1994 at the third dinner, the female officer demanded $5 000 from Joy and Maxwell. She
said that this money was needed because the male officer with whom she was having an
affair was no longer giving her money as he was broke and she was having financial
troubles. The female officer said that if she were not paid, the male officer would cause
trouble for Joy and Maxwell in relation to the East Perth government offices.
Joy and Maxwell were shocked and did not respond immediately. They later drove the
female officer to her unit where she again repeated the demand. Joy and Maxwell
considered the matter between themselves later and resolved that it would be improper to
make that payment and that it would ultimately lead to their demise. They decided they
would fight the BMA if they were unjustly treated because of their refusal to pay the
money. When they told the female officer of their decision, she said they would not beat
the BMA. Since May 1994 when they refused to pay the bribe moneys, PRJ has suffered
a multitude of problems with the East Perth office cleaning contract. It must be
remembered that this company had undertaken work for the BMA for many years and its
problems with the administration of the contract emerged only after its refusal to pay the
$5 000 bribe requested by a member of the property services division. The problems it
has suffered include verbal abuse from the male officer and sexual harassment of one of
PRJ's cleaners by the male officer. This culminated on 17 November 1995 with the
cancellation of all contracts held by PRJ. The East Perth contract alone was worth
$150 000. The BMA's justification for the cancellation of these contracts was the
bankruptcy order made against Joy and published in the Government Gazette. Joy had
made a decision some time prior to that to go into bankruptcy because of her intractable
family law problems. However, in the previous year Joy had sought permission from the
BMA to transfer control of the company to Maxwell. In July 1995, Joy decided she had
no option but to assign the business to Maxwell to preserve it in case of her financial
difficulties. That transfer was formally made in July 1995. Shortly afterwards, Joy wrote
to the BMA informing it that the business was no longer owned by her, but was owned
by Maxwell. There was no response from the BMA. Both Joy and Maxwell naturally
assumed the BMA had approved of the action. Further, BMA officers had been verbally
advised that control had transferred to Maxwell. Subsequent to that letter being delivered
to the BMA, the BMA continued to make payments to the business, as opposed to Joy in
her personal capacity, bearing in mind the business was now owned by Maxwell. Four
months later when the bankruptcy notice was published in the Government Gazette, Joy
received a termination notice from the BMA. Of course, by that stage she no longer
owned the business so the bankruptcy notice was quite irrelevant to the position of the
cleaning company.
The BMLA has refused to pay the moneys owing to PRJ, which is now the subject of
proceedings by PRJ against both the BMA and the Minister. There is great concern that
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if the BMA continues to refuse to pay the money, PRJ will be forced into bankruptcy.
Earlier this year, Joy complained to the Ombudsman's office about the treatment they
had received from the BMA with regard to the East Perth office cleaning contract, and
subsequently about the inadequate and inaccurate specifications they had received for the
contract and the dispute resolution procedures. The BMA said it did not have to deal
with any concerns in relation to these matters until the end of the contract. Obviously,
that is inappropriate with this type of ongoing contract.
A direct allegation of bribery has been made and, if these matters are substantiated, a
business that has for many years provided services to the BMA has been victimised
because it refused to play ball and engage in bribery and corruption. There is always the
possibility of corrupt officers in any administration; however, it is of particular concern -
again this is set out in the statutory declarations - that repeated attempts and approaches
to senior officers of the BMA have fallen on deaf ears. I note that the Minister has again
today refused to answer questions on this matter. He is quite simply ignoring requests for
information on these reported incidents, notwithstanding the fact that the Opposition has
set out these allegations in substantial detail. At least 12 months ago the manager of
property services at the BMA, Ron Zatella, was advised of this alleged extortion attempt
and it seems he took absolutely no action. Some six months ago further contact was
made with Mr John Coleman of the BMA asking him to look into the allegations. Again,
it appears no interest was shown and absolutely no action was taken. Further contact has
been made in recent times. By this time both Joy and Maxwell had so little confidence in
the BMA that they were not prepared to hand the material to BMA officers. They
wanted to hand it to the Minister or members of the ministerial staff. They were told
repeatedly that they should deal with the BMA and that the Minister was not available to
see them.
The concerns here are twofold: First, these allegations have been made and it appears
there has been some attempt at bribery and victimisation of a company that refused to be
engaged in that bribery; and, second, it seems there is an ongoing cover-up and a refusal
by senior people in the department to follow up these matters. There is also a cover-up
by the Minister. Two days in a row he has refused to answer a direct question as to
whether the manager of property services, Ron Zatella, was advised of this alleged
attempt at extortion 12 months ago. It is telling that the direct question has been ignored
on two successive days, even when the Minister's attention was drawn to his previous
failure to answer the question. It appears this is not a one-off situation, and there may
well be a systemic problem in the BMA. Affidavits have been provided attesting to other
allegations regarding the conduct of BMA officers, particularly those in the property
services division acting in collusion with contracting companies. The affidavits include
claims that deals were done between Building Management Authority officers and two
contractors - Southern Cross Cleaning Service Pty Ltd and Heaton Enterprises Pty Ltd -
to share out the work. The allegation is that BMA officers, Heatons and Southern Cross
got together and decided who would get which contract.
The affidavits also contain allegations that a male BMA officer was simultaneously
working for one company which he was supervising - Heatons. According to an affidavit
sworn by a person employed by Heatons to administer the payroll, during the time the
BMA employee was also on the payroll of the cleaning contractor, Heatons, he used a
government vehicle to discharge his duty to Heatons. He was on call with the BMA
while he was undertaking his supervisory activities with a private contractor. Apparently
at a subsequent time the BMA officer approached the manager of Heatons and asked for
a permanent position, in return for offering information about BMA contracts. I
understand from the affidavits that his offer was accepted, and he was employed by the
company. These are very serious matters. They show more than isolated incidents of
officers engaged in improper conduct They show a lack of desire or Will to properly
supervise the activities of the officers, and a lack of willingness on the part of the BMA
to put in place proper controls to investigate complaints and ensure these things do not
happen.
Earlier I referred to the exacerbation of the problems arising from the new system of
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contracting. I will set them out in detail: Under the Labor Government, and until the last
year or so, BMA tenders were assessed on an auditable system. The system allowed an
approximate rate of clean for individual jobs, such as cleaning carpets, the number of
toilets, and vinyl floors. It allowed time for travelling to and from the workplace, and a
percentage for occupancy rate and design of the building. Taking into account all those
factors, the BMA could calculate the approximate number of hours necessary to clean a
specific building, and be assured that its clients were achieving a certain standard. The
auditable criteria have been abandoned. Instead we have this nebulous concept of value
for money that has been introduced. Under the value for money principle it is said that
the authority will not make any judgment on how long it takes to clean the building; it
will supposedly judge the outcome. The problem is that it is much more difficult to
judge the outcome than to judge the number of hours that the cleaners have been on-site.
Under the previous system the number of hours submitted each week had to match those
of the tender. Supervisors would be sent out from time to time to do spot checks to
ensure that the work hours were performed. This is no longer the case. Notwithstanding
the fact that the BMA with all its experience says that on an average working capacity the
minimum number of hours to clean a building would be, say, 42 a week, if a contractor
can tender for a smaller number of hours than is needed to properly clean the building,
there is no control over it.
Under this system, the contractors are being tipped off by their allies within the BMA as
to when inspectors are coming out. The inspectors are telling the contractors which areas
they must be concerned about - that is, which areas the clients are complaining about; so
that more attention can be given to those details. In many instances the concern is that
the overall standard of cleaning has declined. Often that sort of thing is not immediately
obvious, but it can lead to a deterioration in the health standards within a building - for
example, an increased amount of dust, problems with mite infestation, fleas, and a whole
raft of other viruses and bugs that circulate through the airconditioning system. It has the
capacity to cause long term consequences for the health of the people working in the
building, and a great deal of unfairness.
Those are the two instances which we believe any Government which shows any
pretence of being the slightest bit interested in financial probity should be taking very
seriously.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! There is too much audible conversation in the
Chamber.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. Not that I expect
members to listen, but I would like to get this in the record. I am finding it difficult to
hear myself.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We are finding it difficult too.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We are all aware of the Minister's limited capacities.
These cases clearly point to the great need to put in place a system where complaints of
this type can be judged. This Government has a clear commitment to contracting out as
many government services as possible, but we do not have in place any real mechanism
for ensuring that this contracting out is being conducted with probity. There is no
complaint mechanism for persons who feel aggrieved, such as contractors who should
have been given an opportunity at the Warwick Primary School to contr-act. We do not
have a body with the ability to investigate a claim against the BMA property services
division. Now that this policy of contracting out virtually every government service to
the private sector is well under way, this State needs a privatisation or contract
ombudsman, a specialist set up and properly resourced to investigate and oversee the
probity of the contracting process.
This has been a frequent complaint. It is not a complaint just coming from the Labor
Party or the union movement. Small business increasingly is complaining that there is a
great deal of impropriety in the way contracts are being awarded and administered. The
great difficulty is that there is nobody who can oversee these standards. We see these
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documents that the BMA has put out; however, there is no-one who can stand back from
the BMA hierarchy and look at these documents to see whether those processes are being
followed. The State Supply Commission obviously is not the appropriate body. In its
investigation of the BAAC Pty Ltd matter we saw a complete whitewash. It is known
that the State Supply Commissioner is not a person fiercely independent of government.
We need someone who is answerable not to a Minister or to executive government, but to
Parliament. Until such time as we are prepared to establish a privatisation or contractor
ombudsman, we can expect that the sorts of allegations that have been set out today will
become more frequent.
It is the Opposition's intention to place these matters before the existing agencies. The
allegations of extortion should go to the police, and we can attempt to have the Auditor
General look at some of the incidents associated with the Warwick Primary School.
However, staff from the Office of the Auditor General have made it clear that although
they are concerned, they do not have the resources to deal with these individual matters;
that their role is to look far more systemically. I ask members opposite to consider
whether as part and parcel of their privatisation agenda they have put in place the proper
protections and checks and balances that are required to ensure that taxpayers' money is
not wasted and that all those who compete for this work in the private sector do so on a
fair and proper basis.
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [5.41 pm]: I will make three points tonight, one of
which relates to aquaculture. As members will be aware, I have a motion on the Notice
Paper to establish a select committee into the aquaculture and mariculture industries. I
hoped that motion would be debated this year; unfortunately that did not occur. I have
been told that there is not enough finance to establish the committee. I give the House
fair warning that the same motion will be one of the first to go on the Notice Paper when
we come back next year. The second area I will deal with relates to corrective services in
Western Australia, particularly at Bunbury Regionid Prison. The third area is the move
to tax wines throughout Australia. I believe the tax the Federal Government will place on
some of these wines in this fledging industry is unjust.
Members will be aware that one of my main interests over the past two or three years has
been aquaculture because I believe it is an industry that many Western Australians can be
part of. There is no doubt that it is a high capital outlay industry with the risk that a
major loss can be suffered by the people who go into it. I have looked at aquaculture in
almost every State in Australia. My last visit as part of my inquiries was to Darwin. I
went up four or five days earlier than the Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation,
which attended a conference there. I took the opportunity to speak to a number of
people, officers from the Fisheries Department and a barramundi farmer. Aquaculture is
growing quickly throughout not only Australia, but the world. Asia, particularly Taiwan,
is leading the way. It is looking at a number of places throughout Australia, particularly
Queensland, because it believes Queensland has the climate for this industry. However, I
say to the House and to people who are interested in aquaculture that Western Australia
has equally good areas and facilities available to develop this industry in this State.
After my visit I was approached by a number of Queensland people who want to come to
Western Australia to establish prawn farms in particular. They are looking to the tiger
prawn as their major growing animal. It is necessary to be careful about importing other
species into this State incase they escape and become prolific in our waters. There is no
better example of that than the Pacific oyster-because of its nature and the way it breeds.
It is a prolific breeder and an animal that will eliminate any other breed of oyster in its
area. New South Wales has felt that effect. It is sending out a strong warning that people
must be careful, particularly in Western Australia, if they want to go into the oyster
industry.
One of the better oyster farms I have visited in this country is the Albany oyster farm of
Ocean Foods International Pty Ltd. It was initially run by people who did not know what
they were doing. After it nearly went bankrupt it was taken over by a chap who knows
exactly what he is doing. If members who are not from the south west want to visit the
farm, I would be more than happy to take them there. David Beasley would be more than
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happy to receive us. They can look at the units he has put together and see that he is
showing people in Western Australia in the oyster and mussel industry how to breed
them properly. He has established in Oyster Harbour, which is appropriately named for
his industry, a large industry that at the peak of its farming employees 17 people. They
work three shifts; I cannot remember the exact hours, but they work bloody hard. They
are on the water all the time. He has built a special barge to harvest the oysters and
mussels. His outfit would by far be one of the best established in Australia. He has had
the commonsense to employ people from the industry in other States, particularly
Tasmania. He has his own hatcheries and breeding area, and his company would stand
out as one of the leaders in aquaculture in Western Australia, if not Australia.
When I was in Darwin I took the opportunity of meeting one of the barrainundi farmers.
When I telephoned him on the recommendation of the Fisheries Department in the
Northern Territory he told me to go away. I was from from Western Australia, so he
would not give me any advice or information about the growing of barrainundi because
Western Australia would be in competition with him. After another five minutes of
talking he said that as I was in Darwin, I might as well have a look. The farm he had
established was good. Being the first barramundi farm of that nature that I had seen, I
thought he was well on his way to becoming big in the industry. However, when I spoke
to some of the restaurateurs around the town they told me that they would not buy his
product because his water was not purified before it went into the dams. He could not
understand why he was not able to sell in the Northern Territory and had to export all his
fish to other States. It created a problem for him. I have written to him to pass on what
the retailers and restaurant owners in Darwin told me. Obviously I do not know whether
he will take up that advice. He was using water directly from the river to the dams
without purifiers being used in between.
The next day I visited the Northern Territory Department of Primary Industry and
Fisheries. Because of the size of its operation and its funding allocation which enables it
to use clean water in its process, the department is able to grow better fish. However, it
cannot enter into commercial markets and therefore produces breeding stock for sale to
the aquaculture industry. While I was in Darwin I also looked at the research being done
into trochus shell. As I have said before, if we in Western Australia do not take an
interest in this industry, we need to have our heads looked at. Almost every day the
newspapers run articles about Indonesian fishermen illegally coming to fish in Western
Australian waters. They cause massive problems for the immigration authorities. We
can stop that by harvesting trochus shell ourselves. The Northern Territory has taken up
this industry in a big way. In fact, the Northern Territory Government has brought a
number of Indonesian people to Darwin to explain the worth of this product.
Hon Max Evans: What do you do with it?
Hon DOUG WENN: It is a shell. It is turned into buttons and that sort of thing.
Hon Max Evans: Does the meat have a value?
Hon DOUG WENN: It does to Indonesians, but we do not eat it. However, it could be
cultured in such a way to allow that to happen as is the case with other shellfish. If we do
something about it, the trochus shell industry could be massive for this State. It will need
a lot of government funding to support it. I acknowledge that the moment we mention
government funding, people start to shrink away from an idea. That is a silly way to look
at new projects. We are spending millions of dollars to house, feed and deal in court with
the Indonesian fishermen who are here illegally, and then we fly them home. Why can
that money not be put towards an aquaculture industry for trochus shell? These illegal
fishermen put their lives at risk to come here. We would all be rather wary of using one
of their boats to go up a river, let alone using it to cross open waters without any
sophisticated navigation equipment. The people on one of these boats had only a hand-
held compass by which to navigate, and they still arrived safely. I am disappointed that
the Government did not take up the select committee's recommendation for the
commencement of a trochus shell industry.
An aquaculture seminar was held a couple of months ago at Jurien Bay which was
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opened by Hon Bruce Donaldson. Regrettably I could not attend. Western Australia has
many aquaculture industries; however, they are fragmented and there is an absolute need
for the Minister for Fisheries to bring them together and to start giving them some sort of
assistance. It does not necessarily need to be monetary; it could involve research or other
support. I believe in time aquaculture will be as big as agriculture in this State. If we do
not look at it very seriously now, the Asians will take over aquaculture. They already run
a large part of that industry throughout the world. The Taiwanese are pouring big money
into aquaculture in Queensland. If we do not do something about expanding aquaculture
here, we will be the big losers.
Hon Max Evans: The Taiwanese tried to conmc here, but did not succeed. It is easier to
invest in Queensland. There is huge investment there by the Taiwanese.
Hon DOUG WENN: There is now a great reluctance by those in the aquaculture industry
in Queensland to take on Taiwanese investment. They realise the Taiwanese are running
the show under their conditions, and not under conditions normally adopted by the
Queenslanders. The needs of aquaculture as we see them are very different from how the
Taiwanese see them. The Taiwanese import much of their product from Queensland
because it is cheap, but it is not a good product. Some very good prawn farmers in
Queensland are battling. One of the farmers told me that during the past 15 to 20 years
no support has been coming from Governments of any persuasion. In fact, he went so far
as to say that previous Governments had been a hindrance. I visited a research plant - the
locals call it the white elephant - in a little place just out of Brisbane. The buildings and
research equipment are worth about $5m, yet only two people work there. It is not being
put to proper use.
Western Australia has a distinct advantage in that we hav e very clean waters. I
investigated the waters off Forrest Beach, just south of Bunbury. The water temiperature
and cleanliness are perfect for the aquaculture industries that have taken off in
Queensland. However, Government support is required to bring the expertise from
Queensland to assist in the setting up of various aquaculture industries here. The
Queenslanders are waiting to see what will happen here in aquaculture during the next
couple of years.
There is a need for a marketing office to be established in Western Australia to sell
products from the aquaculture industry overseas. The Japanese believe Western
Australia is a very good area for aquaculture, but they do not think we can supply the
product continuously. The Japanese markets will pick up a product - they love the high
quality of our products - but they expect to have the quantity and the quality maintained.
If the quantity cannot be maintained, within a very short time the market will disappear,
never to return. The Japanese place enormous trust in people when taking on new
products and they expect a continuous supply to satisfy the demand. If that trust is
broken, they will not return. Although we have advisory groups and research is being
done in aquaculture, the Minister for Fisheries needs to ensure that a constant supply can
be provided.
Although we have a snapper, skippy and herring industries in this State, they operate on
only a small scale. Until we get a large scale aquaculture industry we will not be able to
capture world markets. Even Tasmania and South Australia, the biggest growers of
oysters - unfortunately, Pacific oysters - are still having problems filling the demand of
overseas markets. They are not allowed to export live animals to Western Australia,
Queensland or the Northern Territory. New South Wales also has strict controls in an
endeavour to eliminate the Pacific oyster altogether and to maintain a home grown
species. Members of Parliament and the Government need to lead the way in
aquaculture, but that will not occur until sufficient support can be provided.
A couple of days ago an article appeared in the newspaper about marron farmers in
Western Australia. The marron industry has been established for some time and massive
amounts of money have been put into it. The marron farmers have been directed by the
Fisheries Department to obey certain controls, and they have done so for many years,
since the inception of this industry.
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Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm
Hon DOUG WENN: I do not know why it is, but every time I speak in this place we
seem to have a break for meals. In fact, I remember that it took me nearly three weeks to
finish a speech because of the interruptions.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Would you like to sit down now?
Hon DOUG WENN: Yes, I would, but there are other things I would like to say. The
President was not here to listen to my contribution before the suspension, so I might start
again.
The PRESIDENT: You can just run through it again.
Several members interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: We should not be eating crayfish in this place; it is too expensive.
We have been attacked by everyone. The only reason I would eat it in this place is to
support the industry - it needs all the help it can get. That is a good point for my
constituency, because that is the source of the best crayfish.
Prior to the suspension I was speaking about the marron industry, particularly the one in
the south west, in which I have been involved and about which I am concerned. I
acknowledge that marron farming is becoming very widespread in the aquaculture
industry of Western Australia. My major concern relates to an article that appeared in
The West Australian two days ago entitled "Marron farmers attack changes". I asked a
number of questions today of the Minister representing the Minister for Fisheries,
Hon Monty House. I am disappointed that the Minister in this House could not answer
those questions. I thought that, given that the questions were provided early enough,
there would have been some response from the Ministry without this Mnister's having to
tell the Ministry to go ahead and provide the answers. I may be corrected, but my
understanding was that questions without notice of which some notice has been given
went instantly to the appropriate department for a response.
Hon E.J. Charlton: That is true, but the process is that the questions go to the responsible
Minister's department and he was not there to ensure that the answers came back to me
so that I could give advice.
Hon DOUG WENN: I take the point, but I am still disappointed, more so because this is
the last night of the sitting. This is a serious issue for the marron industry in the south
west. I find it intriguing that another government member was able to provide a better
response than that given by the Minister in relation to where the marron industry is going.
Apparently this has been going on for two years. There has been a slow process of
deregulation. That is outrageous. There are certain rules and regulations about how
marron farmers can develop and operate their industry. Through deregulation we are
now seeing the demise of all those rules and regulations. That is a major concern to me
for two reasons: First, nothing has been brought into this place about the deregulation of
those rules. I have not been able to look at the Bill because I did not allocate myself
enough time; I have been pursuing another issue that has absorbed a lot of my time.
The deregulation of this area has not been introduced into this House by way of
legislation; it has not gone through the Delegated Legislation Committee, which would
have been the appropriate, body to consider new regulations. A government member told
me during the dinner suspension that this has been going on for two years. I know that
Hon Bill Stretch, Hon Barry House and I have the magnificent opportunity, because they
are in within our electorate, to visit some of these places and to see the infrastructure and
work undertaken and the observance of rules that have been laid down by the Fisheries
Department. All of this has cost a huge amount of money to put in place, and it is now
being deregulated. One can understand why the President of the Commercial Marron
Farmers Association, Warren Moore, said that the industry has concerns. It has those
concerns because, as I read it and understand it, there has been very little consultation
with those people.
Hon W.N. Stretch: What date is on the letter?
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Hon DOUG WENN: I do not have a letter-, it is a newspaper clipping.
Hon W.N. Stretch: What date is on it?
Hon DOUG WENN: It is dated Tuesday. It was in The West Australian.
Hon E.J. Charlton: If it was in The West Australian, it might not be true.
Hon DOUG WENN: Richard Utting might have written it; he might have put it in the
paper. Who can believe him as far as Hon Eric Charlton is concerned?
Hon E.J. Charlton: That is exactly right.
Hon DOUG WENN: That is probably the third time today that I have heard that
comment from members opposite: Who believes the Press? There are times when I
suggest we can believe the Press, because it raises certain issues that are followed up in
this place that to my mind should have been dealt with more appropriately. This
deregulation is one of those issues; we knew nothing about it until we read the article in
the Press. The story might be a little different from what the Minister believes, but I
suggest that the heart of it is that the marron industry is being deregulated. It will now be
wide open, and I am greatly disturbed that a Bill has not come before this place or before
the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation to advise people of what is
happening. This deregulation extends to the type of dams and ponds that marron farmers
can build, and that will spell disaster for this industry.
Hon W.N. Stretch: The changes to dam design and drainage were very positive and
important changes. Drainage is a big issue.
Hon DOUG WENN: The people who have been in the industry for a number of years
would probably disagree with Hon Bill Stretch, because they know what is best for the
industry. I referred earlier to the barraniundi industry in Queensland, where a certain
person built a pond but did not treat his water properly to produce good quality stock.
The restrictions and regulations that apply to this industry will be reduced dramatically.
Those restrictions and regulations were laid down in the early days of the marron fanning
industry for good reason: Not so that the Fisheries Department could send someone out
on inspections to give him something to do, but to create a better quality product for the
end users; that is, customers in restaurants and people who buy marron for home
consumption.
I am concerned about where we will end up. Currently, a person who sells marron from a
marron farm must issue a receipt to prove that those marron were taken out of his dam,
and he cannot sell them for commercial purposes. I am concerned that this deregulation
will allow a farmer who has a decent size dam to stock it with marron and sell it to
consumers as a sideline without any restriction on whether that marron is of proper
quality to be sold. Marron farmers have outlaid a large amount of money to get into that
industry; some of them have gone broke in a big way, but others have survived. Under
deregulation, will there be any compensation for losses that are incurred by those people
who are in the industry? I knew before I asked that question that the answer was no, but I
asked it anyway because I wanted to hear it from the Minister.
This is a new industry, and the people in this industry have played by the rules and have
acted within the law, but they now find that the Government has shifted the goalposts so
that almost anyone can grow marron in a pond or dam and sell them commercially
without any restriction that might ensure the good health of the marron and the industry.
It is no good saying that no-one will be able to tell the difference. As I said in regard to
the barramundi farmer, the restaurants in Darwin would not buy barramundi from that
fanner because he would not clean his water, so they had to buy barramundi from outside
the State to get good, clean barramundi.
Hon W.N. Stretch: It is all about the market. If they are good marron, people will buy
them, but some of the farm marron are not good.
Hon DOUG WENN: There is no doubt about that, but there will be no control. It will be
open slather.
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Hon W.N. Stretch: It is a terrible thing to take off the shackles and let the industry
develop!
Hon DOUG WENN: Will it develop? Will it be to the benefit of the small farmer who
has a big dam on his property and puts in a heap of marron and at the end of the year
makes $700 or $800 on the side to compensate him for some other expenses or to give
him some pocket money? Will it be to the benefit of the consumers in restaurants?
Hon E.J. Charlton: He will not be able to sell them if they are not of good quality.
Hon DOUG WENN: People will not be able to tell the difference, because they look the
same from the outside. It is only when they have been cooked in a restaurant and the
shell is broken open that people find the quality can vary considerably. If one wanted to
draw a long bow, that could affect the restaurant owner in many ways because he could
be buying his marron from a number of suppliers, or from one supplier who was getting
his product from a number of sources.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Surely he would not go back to that supplier if he was getting bad
supplies.
Hon DOUG WENN: He would not know where it had come from. He would say to the
supplier, "I have a problem", and the supplier would say, "Under the rules and
regulations -

Hon I.D. MacLean interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: "Mumbles" is saying something! We can never hear what he is
saying. The people in the marron industry are concerned that no Bill has come into this
place to explain why the rules and regulations that were put in place at the beginning of
the marron farming industry are now being withdrawn.-
Hon W.N. Stretch: The marron industry was started by farmers as a hobby, and people
then got wise and went into the industry in a bigger way, which made marron farming
non-commercial.
Hon DOUG WENN: I know that Hon Bill Stretch talks to some of the marron farmers,
but perhaps we are not talking to the same people, because I know people who have gone
into marron farming as a hobby and it has not worked for them.
Hon W.N. Stretch: That has as much to do with the regulations as it has -

Hon DOUG WENN: Yes, but that is what happens. It is like the crime laws: We only
create crime laws because crimes are being committed and we have to try to deal with
them in some way.
Hon W.N. Stretch: I wish I could believe that.
Hon DOUG WVENN: Why else do we create laws?
Hon W.N. Stretch: We create laws because we think it is a good idea at the time; and
they often go wrong.
Hon DOUG WENN: There has to be a reason for creating laws.
I support these marron farmers because they have invested a large amount of money and
have put everything they own into these marron farms, and now they are being
undermined. I am concerned that no Bill has gone through this place or through the
Delegated Legislation Committee to rescind these rules and regulations. I believe that
the Minister will create big problems with the reduction in the number of licences to
almost one-third of what it was. The rules and regulations have been slackened
dramatically. Why not slacken the drink driving laws? I have expressed my concerns,
and I hope Hon Eric Charlton will answer my questions, because the industry is
concerned.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Can you give me a copy of those questions?
Hon DOUG WENN: Yes. I am concerned also that at a time when aquaculture in this
State is about to bloom on a world scale, the Minister can change the rules and
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regulations on a whim, as he has done. If my colleagues will allow me, when we come
back into this place next year, I will reintroduce, as the first motion on the Notice Paper,
the issue of aquaculture.
I turn now to prisons in this State. I am greatly concerned about some of the comments
that have been made by the Attorney General over the past few weeks in reply to
questions put to her about corrective services in Western Australia. My colleagues in the
other place pursued with the Attorney General their concerns about the Bunbury
Regional Prison. I know some of those corrective service officers personally. They are
fair and honest, and care about their jobs. It took a great deal of courage for them to
voice their concerns, because the morale of officers in the Department of Corrective
Services working in the prisons is at its lowest ebb.
It does not stop there; morale is low throughout the Public Service. The low morale of
prison officers is resulting in health problems. For the Attorney General to say that
prison officers speak a different language and she does not understand what they were
saying - Mr President, you can make me withdraw, but I will say it anyway - is a bloody
horrendous statement. The Attorney General is correct when she says that she does not
understand. She went into the place, and answered a question from someone without any
idea of what she was saying. I can assure members, if they wanted to visit any of the
prisons in this State, that the prison officers would speak like you and me. They do not
speak a different language. They speak like ordinary people; they will tell it as it is.
They say that there is a problem and that every prison in this State is overowded and
understaffed. The community attitude, maybe because of the media hype more than
anything else, is: If they are guilty, lock them up regardless of what they have done.
That attitude is becoming more prevalent in this State. We will have to deal with that in
this place in the not too distant future, otherwise within the next 12 months, and I put
members in this place on notice, we will see massive uprisings in prisons in this State.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Has Hon Doug Wenn got some good, positive amendments to move?
Hon DOUG WENN: The other day I went against my colleagues in the other place, and
argued against the motion to disallow the young offenders regulations, because too many
questions still needed to be answered. That disallowance motion which related to the
boot camp was passed in this place. I will continue to oppose the boot camp, and as time
goes by the Opposition will continue to ask questions until the problem is remedied.
Hon B.M. Scott interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: The member can call it a young offenders' camp or a training
camp, but who is getting the training - the prisoners or the guards? There are more
guards than prisoners.
Hon B.M. Scott: They are there to retrain the young offenders.
Hon DOUG WENN: Do we need 16 people to train four or five offenders? That is not a
bad ratio - a seminar with four trainers and one trainee.
Hon I.D. MacLean: Hon Doug Wenn wants to lock them all up without retraining them.
Hon DOUG WENN: These corrective services guards are under massive pressure. They
are caring people, but under this Government and its threat of privatisation, industrial
relations legislation and workplace agreements, it has dragged down morale, which was
not very high, to nothing.
Hon B.M. Scott interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: The boot camp is well and truly overstaffed, yet we have prisons in
the city and in the south west which are understaffed. People are being sent out to the
camp to do time and motion studies to make sure the Government is getting the most for
its dollar. Those individuals will report back to the Minister, who will suddenly make a
decision that there are too many prison officers at the camp. If my information is correct,
seven prison officers will be moved out of the Bunbury prison, which does not have
enough people to look after the sex offenders who are sent there, because there is money
to be saved. The Government wants to save money on the overall system. How will the
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Attorney General, Mrs Edwardes, do that when she does not understand them, and says
that they speak a different language from her? I suggest that before she makes a decision
all members on the other side visit some of those prisons. I would be happy to charter a
bus; I would even pay for members' train tickets to visit the Bunbury prison.
Hon B.M. Scott interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: The member will love the trip on the Australind. Members should
talk to prison officers to get an understanding of what they go through. We have a
problem.
Hon B.M. Scott interjected.
Hon W.N. Stretch: If Hon Doug Wenn has some positive solutions, I am sure the
Attorney General would like to hear them.
Hon DOUG WENN: Under the lock-'em-up theories of Howard Sattler and Co, if one
does the crime one must do the time.
Hon B.M. Scott interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: If members were stupid enough, they could tune in and listen to
John Laws! The media hype is, "If you do the crime, you do the time." That would
obviously require the Government to employ more prison officers and build more
prisons.
Which way do we go? Do we adopt a lenient approach, or do we take the hard line and
build more prisons and provide more jobs; or - as this Government is headed - do we
privatise the whole lot and let someone else worry about it? Should we lay down some
rules and regulations and privatise the prison system? Hon Bill Stretch asked me to put
forward some choices, and they are our choices.
Hon W.N. Stretch: That is clouding the issue. What do you do with this growing
problem that we all recognise, and do the Australian taxpayers have the dollars?

Hon DOUG WENN: The Government had $6.5m for a royal commission that we did not
need. It will spend $170 000 on a cracker night with a drink free theme. I am really
looking forward to seeing how the Government will control that.

Hon E.J. Charlton: You will not be there will you, Doug?
Hon DOUG WENN: It will be the best organised show in the world if the Government
thinks it will stop people from drinking!
Hon E.J. Charlton: Have you been to the Skyshow?
Hon DOUG WENN: I have been to a few.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Did you enjoy it?
Hon DOUG WENN: I loved it. My wife, my children and I had a lovely night.

Hon Mark Nevill: Hon Eric Charlton would have enjoyed it - except for the speeding
ticket.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Don't you want any more Skyshows in Perth?
Hon DOUG WENN: It has been going for 10 years and I have been to two. I have seen
better shows in Bunbury.
Hon Mark Nevill: Let's us have one in Tammin for harvest time.

Hon E.J. Charlton: We will, with all the no-hopers around.
Hon DOUG WENN: Hon Eric Charlton has missed the point. It is not the event, but
how the Government will make it drink free. Hon Eric.Chariton is living in another
world if he thinks that will happen.
Hon E.J. Charlton: There is nothing wrong with having a drink as long as your behaviour
does not upset everybody around you.
Hon DOUG WENN: Next thing we will have Willie Nelson singing On the Road Again.
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Hon Graham Edwards: I might go. I went last year, it was very good. Families have one
or two cans and a bottle of wine between them and there is no problem.

Hon DOUG WENN: I hope that in the not too distant future a solution to the problem in
the Department of Corrective Services will be initiated in the other place. I am happy to
propose possible solutions, if that is what Hon Bill Stretch wants. However, I would be
fairly bloody angry if I did that and the Government said no. If someone asks us to bring
in an example, that person should stick with us or we will not bother to do it. That is a
commitment which must be given before we take the matter too far.

Members will not be surprised that I am about to attack the Federal Government. We
produce the best wines in the south west from Margaret River through to Albany. Those
vineyards produce magnificent wines. However, there is an industry down there where
people make wine from fruit. I do not know where the tax people get their ideas.
Perhaps Hon Max Evans can enlighten us about that. The tax office is about to increase
the tax on fruit wine because it is more of a luxury. It is being regarded as a premium
wine. I have asked a couple of our senators to oppose that tax.
Hon B.M. Scott interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: Our senators are very strong and effective. While senators may be
ineffective on the other side, some of our senators are Ministers. I oppose the
introduction of that tax. I understand that Minister Kierath is about to increase the tax on
certain low standard wines, as he calls them, in this State. Someone told me that during
the dinner break. Altho~ugh the House is rising tonight for a recess, I hope that a motion
will be passed by this State to the effect that we are united in our opposition to the tax on
those premium wines. They involve a small industry which needs all the support that we
can give it.
This will be my second last Christmas in this place. Next year will be my last, as I will
retire at the end of this term. I extend to all members, whether I like them or not, a merry
Christmas. I know that the new year will be a good one for us.
Hon Mark Nevill: If members need any flowers, they can get them from his wife's florist
shop.
Hon DOUG WENN: No advertising. That is a pecuniary interest. However, if members
do not mind, they can listen to Hon Mark Nevill.
HON VAL FERGUSON (East Metropolitan) [8.03 pm]: I would like to take this
opportunity to discuss financial counselling services in this State. Earlier this year, the
Minister ordered a mapping of financial counselling services but, after a long and
detailed process, the Minister decided to ignore the recommendations of his own
department. He came up with a new scheme for funding financial counsellors.

In July, the Minister announced that he would cut funding to bodies providing financial
counselling. In some places he was going to cut all the funding and in others he was
going to cut a large portion of it. He cut funding to those bodies by approximately
$450 000. He allocated the money to fund nine financial counselling positions in the
following regions: Merriwa; greater Southern Lakes; Langford; Maddington;
Scarborough; Perth; greater South Rockingham, Exmouth - part time; and the goldfields.
Each of those regions was allocated $39 893 for one full time financial counsellor and
organisations were invited to express interest in providing the service in one of the listed
areas.
We are led to believe by the Minister that that will somehow increase the number of
financial counsellors available to people in Western Australia. I am unsure how the
Minister hopes to achieve that when we consider that the amount cut from organisations
for financial counselling across all non-government bodies was approximately $450 000.
The amount allocated for the new scheme comes to about $350 000. That is a shortfall of
$100 000. To date, we do not know where this money has gone.

The Minister chose the new scheme despite the extensive mapping exercise of the
services currently being provided, and despite the recommendations made by district
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funding officers, and in particular, the recommendation that a needs based allocation was
the most appropriate method. The Minister has relied not on a needs based model, but on
a geographical structure. He has ignored the expertise and knowledge already invested in
the organisations. He has simply spread the money over a greater number of
organisations.
Hon B.M. Scott: And areas. The greater Southern Lakes area used to come under
Fremantle.
Hon VAL FERGUSON: That does not happen in all areas. Some areas have not been
affected in that way.
The duplication and waste involved are staggering. The organisations which lost funding
have not received any money since September. However, the tendering process has only
just finished, with organisations only now being told if their applications were successful.
According to my sources, many of the defunded bodies have not been successful.
The sum of $39 893 is ridiculously inadequate to provide a full time counsellor with all
the administration necessary to ensure quality of service for clients. The Minister seems
to believe that by giving the funding to organisations which rely heavily on volunteers,
the hours can be increased at no extra cost. That is a false belief. Volunteers are very
good and provide a valuable service in many organisations. However, the idea that they
can be case managers and/or financial counsellors, or have the expertise to help people in
complex situations, is false in the extreme. Volunteers offer their services for free, but
they are under no obligation to attend the service on a regular basis.
The organisations which were providing counselling services, but whose funding ran out
in September, have been unable to help people for the past three months. Overall, the
gap between the end of funding and the start of the new scheme may be as long as seven
or eight months. Is that the new, efficient and equitable system the Minister hoped to
achieve? Because of the uncertainty and delay which the Minister has caused, many
people have left the profession. That is a tragic loss of skills and expertise which will not
be easily or cheaply replaced. There are problems associated with the Minister's
decision. The Minister has refused to allow advocacy work to be carred out by the new
financial counselling positions even though that is of vital help to clients. It is obvious
that the Minister has misunderstood the role and purpose of financial counselling.
Unfortunately, financial counselling is by and large used by desperate people when they
are in a crisis. It is used by people who have unfortunately suffered illness or
redundancy; people who have become unemployed; the long term unemployed; people
who do not have the budgeting skills necessary to ensure good financial management;
and people who fall prey to the credit card trap. Those people have reached the end of
their tether and are in serious need of assistance to get them out of trouble and debt.
We need a very different structure for financial counselling - one that acknowledges the
important role that it plays in helping the people of Western Australia. It should be
coordinated and needs based. It should acknowledge the expert nature of the work being
done by financial counsellors and recognise that only professional, well trained, paid
employees can provide the quality of service that clients expect and deserve. It should
acknowledge that people sometimes require help in dealing with government agencies
and private companies.
There should be a widespread educational campaign to encourage people to seek help
from financial counsellors not just in crisis but before things become desperate. Money
should be put into destigmatising the need to see financial counsellors so that people are
not ashamed to get help. There should be funding to ensure that statistics on the need for
financial counselling are collected and analysed. Currently, there is no coordinated,
centralised system. Most important, we need more funding for financial counselling to
reduce waiting lists. It is not enough simply to carve the funding pie differently if it is
inadequate to begin with.
On a positive note, I now refer to Gwynne Park Primary School, which won the State
Customer Service Award in Education earlier this year and went on to win the National
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Australian Customer Service Award in Melbourne. The principal, Mr Ed Black, became
aware of those awards while working with the Building Management Authority. When
he became principal of Gwynne Park Primary, he decided that it would be appropriate for
the school to put in a submission. Gwynne Park Primary is a disadvantaged school in the
less affluent part of Armadale. Mr Black and the staff decided to set a three year plan
with regard to the awards. After sending in an approximately 20 page submission, they
won the State Customer Service Award in Education and went on to the national awards,
which were judged in Melbourne. Their submission was sent across to Melbourne in
school bags and kids' lunch boxes to highlight the fact that they did not have the same
resources available to them as big businesses in the private sector have. The selection
panel was made up of a varied mix of people. The panel decided that the school deserved
a site visit, which was carried out over half a day. The panel spoke to everyone at the
school.
For the first time, Qantas decided to sponsor a new Overall Outstanding Achiever Award
to cover both the private and public sectors. That award was shared by the Ritz Carlton
Hotel in Sydney and Gwynne Park Primary School. Mr Black and his staff worked out
that it would cost approximately $180 000 to stay at the Carlton for a year and about $9
to stay at the school - just to put things into perspective. Qantas very kindly upgraded the
Gwynne Park representatives to first class on their return trip. Mr Black wanted to point
out that the school has been very innovative for several years and that the principles that
led to winning those awards were due as much to past teaching staff and administrators
as to current staff and that all should be recognised as having contributed to the school's
success.
I now refer to a group of people about whom all members have heard before. Members
are probably going through withdrawal symptoms because they have not heard about that
group for a while. I refer to the Lockridge Youth Service, which Hon Tom Butler talked
about regularly before he retired.
Hon Max Evans interjected.
Hon VAL FERGUSON: Hon Tom Butler is still the chairperson after 10 years of that
group's operation.
Lockridge Youth Service had six basketball teams playing for East Perth Basketball
Association at Altone Park. Five of those teams made it to the finals, three made it to the
grand final, two took off the grand final, and two members won the most valuable player
of the year award. Following their win, the under- 18s premiership side was asked to play
at the national carnival. Nominations were sought from every State. After 30 October
Lockridge Youth Service was advised that its nomination had been accepted and that it
was the only team from Western Australia. The young people in that team had four
weeks to raise $7 500 to get them to Melbourne. Donors to their cause included Kerry
Stokes of the Perth Wildcats, the Alcohol and Drug Authority, the Midland Regional
Community Policing Committee, the Swan Emergency Accommodation Service, the
North East Regional Youth Council, Volunteers of East Stirling, the Lockridge Youth
Service, the Nyoongars Alcohol and Substance Association, and the Lockridge raiders
under- 18s fundraising committee. As I have said, the team managed to raise that money
in four weeks. The Lockridge boys played very well and easily won the under-19
competition.
Hon Tom Helm: They raised $7 500 in four weeks?
Hon VAL FERGUSON: They raised $7 500 in four weeks. They raised much of that
money by holding a Saturday night cabaret, and the rest came from those donors.
Due to the lack of nominations in the open competition, the Lockridge Raiders team was
asked to play in the open competition also. In that competition, only two teams managed
to beat the Perth team - the Melbourne Blacks by four points and the Sydney No is by
10 points. The most valuable player award in the open competition went to Roland
Morrison of the Lockridge Youth Service team. The most valuable player award in the
under-20s competition also went to Roland Morrison from the Lockridge Youth Service
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team. The highest point scorer award in the open competition and the highest point
scorer award in the under-20s competition both went to Roland Morrison. The boys
returned to Perth on 20 November, feeling very proud and successful. We all
congratulate the boys on a wonderful trip.
This is my first Christmas in t his place. I must admit that the hours in the past couple of
weeks have been something to get used to. For women in this place, our hours are very
difficult, because, unlike many of our male colleagues, we have other commitments and -
Hon W.N. Stretch: That is a very sexist remark.
Hon VAIL FERGUSON: No, it is not sexist. Women have more -

Hon E.J. Chariton: Family commitments.
Hon VAL FERGUSON: Yes, family commitments. I thank the Minister. As I have
said, it has been an experience. I am told that this year has not been as bad as other
years, so I am glad that I did not come to this place previously.
Hon E.J. Charlton: The member should look forward to 1996 because it will be even
better.
Hon VAL FERGUSON: I thank members for assisting me through part of my first year
in Parliament. I wish everyone a merry Christmas and a very happy new year.
HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [8.18 pm]: I take this opportunity to respond to
some comments about the reform of this Chamber. I was not disappointed with the
performance of the Leader of the House, who played a low farce. Once again, we got the
standard party piece - the rending asunder of garments and the offer to hand over the
ministerial crown, or I should say the five ministerial crowns. Certainly, I did not notice
a great deal of enthusiasm on the part of the other four donors. However, we had the
usual party piece offer from the Leader of the Government in this Chamber. The
Opposition is looking for more appreciable reform than that pertaining to the presence of
Ministers in this Chamber. The Minister did put forward a particular perspective on the
Government's attitude to the current reform process; that is, no activity over the past
three years. It was an interesting rationale. First, there was the principled argument that
it was all right doing nothing because the Burke Government did nothing in upper House
reform.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: The Burke Government never had the numbers, did it?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: It was excellent to see this Administration -

The PRESIDENT: Order! Is the member alluding to a previous debate?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: No, Mr President.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think the member is and Standing Order No 91 says that he
cannot do that.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Mr President,il am referring to a relevant recommendation for a
couple of aspects of reform for this Chamber.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I thought the member prefaced his remarks by referring to an
earlier debate today.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I did, but it was a fleeting reference and is not the substance of
my comments.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He is a very subtle member.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The point of principle to which I am referring is the conduct of
this Chamber, in response to the various proposals for reform that we have heard during
the course of this year. Many positive proposals have come forward and I hope that
during the recess the Government will formulate some significant proposals.
Hon Bruce Donaldson would be disappointed if I did not make due reference to his
indicating to me during the afternoon tea break that he was disappointed that I had been
remiss in not giving credit to one of his reform proposals. I admit I neglected it. One of
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the proposals was to reduce the amount of time a member had to address any matter
before the Chair and I had forgotten the major reform which was no tea, but sympathy.
The simple proposal was to cut out the tea break and in return members would get a
sympathetic hearing of their problems, but no action. It was a significant feature of the
reform proposal which I had neglected in the past. I apologise for doing that because a
core feature of the proposed reform was no tea, but sympathy
Hon B.K. Donaldson: It is one of the trade-offs.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I realise Hon Bruce Donaldson is keen on the theme of trade-offs
and enterprise bargaining.
Hon Mark Nevill: It will be scuttled by the Cowdeli tea party!
Hon J.A. COWVDELL: Yes. It is because of the actions of the Minister for Labour
Relations who would like us to enter into trade-offs and workplace agreements. I did not
notice a rallying to the call among his colleagues in this regard.
I inform the House that the attitude exemplified by the Joint Standing Committee on the
Commission on Government does not bode well for the reform process. I must admnit the
committee has managed to get through about only one-third of the first report of the
Commission on Government and already it has brought down its second report. For
some time the committee was stalled on the proposal that this place should be considered
a House of Review, but eventually that proposal was agreed to and the committee
supported that recommendation. The committee's activities have been very slow and it is
an indication of the Government's desire not to move promptly in this regard.
I wish to progress, as a former vice president of the United States used to say, from the
nabbering nabobs of negativism on the other side with respect to their critique of very
positive reform proposals that emanate from this side of the House.
I wish to express my concern to members about one item I noted on the evening news
broadcasts and that was the penalties imposed on Mr Richard Titelius, who is a clerk in
the Ministry of Justice. It is a sad day in the affairs of this State when a penalty is
exacted of a demotion, a loss of $1 600 a year in salary and a transfer to another
department because a genuine and honest public servant is caught up in internal faction
fighting within the Liberal Party. He was caught up in the sense of not being a member
or an active participant, but providing a court document which he believed it was valid to
provide to the particular applicant. Now, he is suffering the consequences of providing
that document. I express concern at the penalty that has been imposed as indicated on
this evening's news. I sincerely regret it because it reflects badly on the Government's
pledges with respect to a depoliticised Public Service.
The final matter I wish to express concern about is the apparent involvement of police in
delving through the phone accounts of at least one member of this Chamber. Obviously
the detail on phone accounts nowadays would allow the police to crosscheck numbers
dialled against subscribers. I believe in this instance they questioned subscribers who
had made contact with Hon Mark Nevill. I am concerned at the response of the Leader of
the Government in this House on behalf of the Ministry, to wit -

There are times when it is not appropriate to respond to questions which, if
answered, have the potential to jeopardise ongoing investigations. Therefore, I
am unwilling to confirm or deny that an investigation is takting place or to respond
to the question submitted by the honourable member at this time.

This sort of response from an Executive Government would create outrage anywhere
else. It would have been considered scandalous under the previous Labor
Administration. However, it does not cause a ripple but becomes the expectation and
norm under this Administration. That should be a matter of concern to all members in
this Chamber. I will conclude my comments, not wishing to delve into the Wittenoom
question.
Hon A.J.G. MacTieman interjected.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: For the benefit of Hon Alannah MacTiernan, Wittenoorn is of
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course a salient problem that needs to be dealt with appropriately by the Government. It
probably has not been dealt with appropriately by the Government.
Hon N.F. Moore: I think some of your members think it has been.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: However, possibly the impact of this Chamber in that regard
might be peripheral to the issue.
Hon A.JG. MacTiernan: As with everything else, let us face it.
Hon J.A. COWDEL-L: Indeed. I look forward to our expedition of the remaining
business on the Notice Paper, as the Opposition has always been wont to do.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [8.34 pm]: I will use this opportunity to
speak on some matters that I find have not been resolved very well during this year of
Parliament. Most of these issues involve what I would classify as the suppression of
scientific information which could be seen to be damaging to state agencies involved in
conservation.
In October this year the New Scientist magazine ran a lead story on scientific suppression
in Australian state agencies tied up with conservation. The article was very critical of a
number of agencies, including the Department of Conservation and Land Management in
Western Australia. Even the editorial in that national magazine was based on scientific
suppression. The writer of the article was Paul Erlich, who is well known world wide as
an ecologist. He was particularly concerned that scientists who spoke out to protect
biodiversity were treated very shoddily; in fact, many scientists said to him privately that
they were very worried about speaking out. They did not speak out often because they
knew they would pay for it with their jobs or future prospects. One of the examples cited
in the article was the shifting of a scientist to a country position as a result of some
scientific work she had done which conflicted with the understanding of the director of
CALM about the dieback disease and how it is caused. Her work was particularly
pertinent to dieback in forest areas. The information she was putting forward showed a
link between the forestry practices of CALM and the state of dieback and how those
practices were enhancing the conditions in which dieback could be formed. That case is
fairly well known. In many instances in this State information has been changed before it
has come out of CALM. For instance, I can remember reading the original statements on
forest burning that some species were at risk through CALM's burning. This had been
changed from the draft to "wildfires", so the whole meaning was changed. At a meeting I
attended on fire ecology in Walpole early this year, many scientists pointed out that
CALM's burning practices were liable to cause the extinction of plants.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Not necessarily dieback?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I was talking in that instance about the fact that the information put
together in documents by CALM scientists which said that CALM's burning caused the
extinction of some plants had been changed to say that wildfires caused that extinction. I
was giving that as one example of many serious changes to scientific papers that have
been presented.
I am also concerned about the lower level suppression of information coming through
this House in answers to questions. I have been trying to obtain information on the area
of jarrah forest that is protected in reserves in this State. That information was compiled
by CALM in the preferred forest assessment. The Conservation Council of Western
Australia hired a consultant to compile figures on those areas which met the requirements
of the preferred forest assessments. The requirement had to meet the Australian world
heritage requirements, and the areas that the Conservation Council came up with were
significantly less than those put forward by CALM.
According to the information the Department of Conservation and Land Management
had, the area of jarrah forest was greater than the reserves in the southern forest area. I
was concerned about that. Having spoken to that consultant. who said he had examined a
question on notice that I asked in this House, he said -

The figures you have show that there is a total area of reserves in the forest region
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of 397,958 hectares whereas CALM/Foss are claiming 481,700 hectares in the
jarrab forest and a further 53,600 hectares in the karri forest - a total of 515,300
hectares. The fact of the matter is that this figure of 515,300 hectares is
approximately equal to the total area of all reserves in the whole of the Swan
Central Forest and Southern Forest Regions, which means that they are including
places like Yanchep and Yalgorup National Parks and other reserves on the Swan
Coastal Plain, the coastal heathlands, wetlands and estuaries in the
D'Entrecasteaux and Shannon and Scott River National Parks as well as
heathlands in the Leeuwin Naturalist National Park. This is quite clearly an
attempt at deliberate deception. It is known that a couple of weeks after the DFA
report was released the staff at Manjimup were directed to go back through the
DFA data because it was discovered that they had included a suite of islands in
the area calculations. The maps released shortly after the DFA document was
released show the islands in Shoal Water Bay (probably Carnac ... )

He finished by saying -

You would have to say that it is stretching the bounds of credibility to think that
such places could be regarded as being jarrah or karri forests!

Answers from the Minister to my questions are always inconclusive. I wanted to find out
the facts. I wanted to know where was this jarrah forest and what were the areas of those
forests so that I could see who was correct. I asked quite simple questions such as -

(1) Which forest areas or reserves were included in the "Deferred Forest
Assessment for Western Australia Draft Report 1995" for each of -
(a) jarrah; and
(b) karri?

(2) Will the Minister provide a list of each reserve included as containing
jarrah in the deferred forest assessment and its size in hectares?

The Minister replied -

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The question indicates a
basic misunderstanding of the deferred forest assessment process, and before
answering I will point out the basis of that misunderstanding. The member has
focused on the individual tree species of jarrah and karri; however, the deferred
forest assessment has considered two primary ecosystems - the jarrah forest and
the karri forest. It is not just jarrah and karri trees.

I did not say, "jarrah and karri trees" at all. That was just obscuration by the Minister. I
meant jarrah and karri forests. The word "trees" was not used by me. The Minister then
said that neither of these ecosystems consists entirely of jarrah trees or karri trees. I have
walked through many of these forests and I am aware of what is in them. The
Department of Conservation and Land Management insisted that jarrah and karri were
the only designations used. It did not want to use some of the other types of forest areas
that could have been used such as wandoo, marri, tingle and so on. CALM insisted on
looking only at the commercial species in particular. The Minister also said -

I understand that the Conservation Council has made a submission on the
"Deferred Forest Assessment for Western Australia Draft Report 1995" which
highlights the differences in the area statements between those contained in the
report and those in a report compiled by a consultant to the Conservation Council.
The consultant's report chooses not to include dozens of new conservation
reserves which have not yet been gazetted, but which have been committed as
reserves ...

Surely if I ask where these areas are he can tell me about the new areas so that we can
clear up this matter. I asked various questions to try to flush out the answer. Tonight I
asked whether certain areas such as Yanchep and Yalgorup national parks and so on were
included in those areas. We know full-well that we are not talking about areas of jarrah
and karri forests there. Once again he thanked me for some notice of the question and
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said that the database for these national parks and reserves would have been interrogated
for the accounts of forests and if forests was present it would have been included in the
appropriate estimate or calculations. That is a non-answer. He concluded by saying that
considerable resources would be required to answer this question definitely. What are
considerable resources? The information has just been compiled; it must be with CALM.
It claims to know precisely all this information. In fact the first answer went on at length
to say just how accurate its methodology was. If I store information on my database I
find it very easy to take it out If it were compiled for a reason, it would be very easy to
prove a case. I think that CALM and the Minister are hiding the facts. The people of
Western Australia deserve to know what are the facts. If any proper decisions are to be
made about the management of forests, we first must know what forests we have. That is
fundamental.
Some other information was sent to me by the Conservation Council which highlighted
some of the statements made by CALM about the areas of native forest. CALM's other
information on questions and so on have been shown to be incorrect as follows -

1.1 "Western Australia has about 3,000,000 hectares of native forests." (card,
side 1, first sentence of text)

1.2 "Western Australia has approximately 3,000,000 hectares of native
forests." (brochure, page 2, first dot point)

The correct information on the CALM regional management plan shows -
All-told, Western Australia has about 2,600,000 hectares of native forest.

That indicates a slight overstatement of 400 000 ha. It also makes an overstatement
about the area of Western Australia native forests managed by CALM. Further
information is -

2.1 "2,451,600 hectares of this are public forests managed by the Department
of Conservation and Land Management for wide range of uses... (card,
side 1, second sentence of text)

2.2 "Of this, 2,451,600 hectares are public forests managed by the Department
of Conservation and Land Management for a wide range of uses..
(brochure, page 2, second dot point)

The correct information is -
Of the 2,450,000 hectares of native forest and public land in the south-west of
Western Australia, managed by the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, 1,990,000 hectares are forest, 390 000 hectares are non forest.
It would appear that the remaining area has not been classified.

Reference to that is made in question on notice on 22 November 1994. Statement 3.1 one
indicates -

"More than one-third (838,600 hectares) of WA's public forests are protected in
national parks, nature reserves or other conservation reserves where logging is
excluded." (card, side 1, third sentence of text)

The brochure contains the following statement -

More than one-third (838,600 hectares) of these forests are protected in national
parks, nature reserves or other conservation reserves where logging is not
allowed.

The correct information is -

Of the 838,600 hectares protected in national parks, nature reserves and other
conservation reserves, where logging is excluded, 522,000 hectares are forest,
240,000 hectares are non forest, and the remaining area has not been classified.

Once again that refers to a question asked in this place. It continues -

Thus the area of forest in national parks, nature reserves and other conservation
reserves, where logging is excluded, is 316,600 hectares less than claimed.
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There are approximately 110,000 hectares of public native forest on Crown land
that is not managed by CALM (total forest minus CALM-managed forest and
privately-owned forest).

There is continual gross overstatement of the amount of forest in reserve. I could go
through these further and quote many statements in similar vein. The total quantities are
consistently overstated by CALM. It has also made false statements about
woodchipping. In this document it states -

6.1 "The forests are not logged for woodchips." (card, side 2, heading first
column)

6.2 "WA native forests are not logged for woodchips." (brochure, page 3,
heading)

The first sentence in the first column of page 3 of the brochure contains the statement that
Western Australia's native forests are not logged for woodchips. The correct information
is -

In 1994, of the 1,478,300 cubic metres of hardwood logs produced in Western
Australia, 644,455 cubic metres, or 44 per cent, were karri and marri chiplogs,
which went directly to the woodchip mill and were turned into woodchips.
In addition, 88,374 tonnes (approximately 77,000 cubic metres) of woodchips
were produced from sawmill and forest residue, making a total of 700,000 cubic
metres of woodchips.
By contrast, in 1994, a total of 242,500 cubic metres of hardwood sawn timber
was produced.

Quite clearly, by volume the major proportion of timber taken from our forests is used for
woodchips. It is disturbing that it is almost an exact reversal of the situation 10 years
ago; that is, the amount used for woodchips now is approximately the same as the amount
used for sawn timber 10 years ago, and vice versa. Obviously, sawn timber is worth
more than woodchips, so we should all be concerned about the reversal in that
production. Also, the sawn timber industry provides many more jobs. Th1e woodchip
industry provides only about 2 per cent of jobs in the timber industry in this State. This
misleading information by CALM, and the Minister who oversees that department, does
them no credit. It is of interest to reflect on the final sentence of the Minister's answer to
the question asked in this place about the forest area reserves as follows -

I hope that the Opposition will join with me, as did the member for Eyre,
Mr Grill, in making certain that we look after the forest industry in this State.

It is hoped the Minister will look after the conservation values in this State, because that
is his primary role.
The next area to which I refer is once again the forest and the rather interesting position
adopted by the Department of Conservation and Land Management. I refer to "The
Greener Times" magazine of November 1995, which contains an article from the
Environmental Defender's Office. This group provides legal advice for various
environmental groups which are taking on the State Government in some of these
environmental issues. It is a recently formed organisation in Western Australia. Most
other States have these offices, which are funded by Federal and State Governments, but
I do not believe the office in this State receives state funding.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Who are the members?
T'he PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the member to stop interjecting when Hon Jim Scott is
trying to wind up his speech.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Under the heading "Forest Litigation Reveals Wildlife in Perilous
State", is the following -

For 12 months WA forest conservation groups have been engaged in litigation in
the WA Supreme Court to stop logging operations in four forest areas. The key
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legal issues are identified in this article prepared by the Environmental
Defender's Office WA.
In a recent court hearing, the Executive Director of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management (CALM) argued that the State Government
(including CALM) need not comply with Western Australia's Wildlife
Conservation Act as far as fauna is concerned.

That is an extraordinary situation. It continues -
The Executive Director now proposes to argue in a pending court case that
CALM need not comply with key provisions of the Act in relation to flora,
despite an express provision in the Act binding the Crown.
This raises the fundamental issue of whether CALM is above the law that it is
required to administer.

I find that absolutely extraordinary. It continues -

In late 1994, the Bridgetown Greenbushes Friends of the Forest and the Balingup
Friends of the Forest began court actions in the Supreme Court to stop logging in
the Hester and Kerr jarrah forest blocks in the Central Forest Region. The groups
applied for court orders to stop the logging on the following grounds:

the Department of Conservation and L.and Management (CALM) is
required by the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 to manage
land in accordance with management plans, and the logging would not
comply with the management plans CALM has prepared;
logging will result in the taking of chuditchs and Baudin's black
cockatoos contrary to the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950;
CALM has not complied with the requirements of the Ministerial
conditions that apply to forest management under the Environmental
Protection Act 1986;
CALM has not given the groups natural justice in accordance with their
expectation (based on actions and statements of CALM) that they would
be consulted about management of the forests.

The Executive Director of CALM applied to the court to have the group's
statement of claim struck out without going to full trial because:

the groups did not have standing to bring the actions; and
the grounds on which the groups sought the orders were not an adequate
legal basis for making the orders.

Justice Parker ruled that the group did have standing. Thbe article continues -

Mr Justice Parker rejected arguments by the Friends of the Forest groups that
CALM is bound by its act to follow the management plans and that a court can
enforce the management plans. He accepted the argument by the Executive
Director of CALM that the State Government is not bound by the provisions of
the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 that relate to fauna. The judge also rejected
the groups' argument that CALM had denied them natural justice. The groups are
appealing to the Full Bench of the Supreme Court against these aspects of Justice
Parker's decision.

It continues -

The South-West Forests Defence Foundation is also taking action in the Supreme
Court against the Executive Director of CALM and the State Government, to try
to protect kafri, jarrah and mari forest in the Jane, Deep and Sharpe blocks in the
Southern Forest Region. Sharpe forest also contains stands of tingle. The Friends
of Jane group based in Northcliffe has applied recently to the court to join the
Jane action.
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The arguments of the Foundation and the Friends of Jane are mostly similar to
those of the Bridgetown and Balingup Friends of the Forest groups, but also
include arguments that:

logging in those blocks will result in the taking of declared rare flora,
contrary to the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950; and
the Supreme Court should make an order to ensure that CALM and the
State Government do not aid and abet a breach of Bunnings' woodchip
export licence conditions by allowing logging for woodchips for export in
National Estate areas if the Commonwealth has not given permission to
log for export wootichips in these areas.

The Executive Director of CALM and the State Government have applied to have
the Foundation's cases struck out without going to a full trial. Argument on the
application to strike out the cases will be heard in mid-November. However, the
Executive Director of CALM and the State Government have already indicated
that they will be arguing that CALM is not bound by the Wildlife Conservation
Act 1950 in relation to fauna or flora, even though it expressly states "the
provisions of this Act relating to flora bind the Crown".

It is an extraordinary situation when a body which was set up in this State to look after
conservation argues that it is not bound by the Act which ensures that that occurs.
Hon Mark Nevill: The Full Court will determine that.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: It will. Legally that is the case but if we look at this on a rational
basis rather than a legal basis - and I have problems sometimes joining the two - it is
difficult to understand how the conservation agency can argue that it has a right to
destroy flora and fauna, in contravention of the provisions of the Act which it should
uphold. It is an extraordinary and totally immoral situation.
We have heard the argument that logging and woodchipping - and people do forget to
add woodchipping - do not cause extinctions, and cause no problems in the forests. It
was interesting that on 9 December The West Australian ran an article in which the
World Wide Fund for Nature was reported as making the following statement -

"Although logging companies claim they are responsible for only a small
percentage of trees felled, this ignores the fact that they are operating in primary,
old-growth forests where wildlife is abundant," fund spokesman Jean-Paul
Jeanrenaud said.
"Logging in natural forests is destroying a huge range of plants and animals
worldwide, as well as tree species."

Many scientists, including Denis Saunders of the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation and Jean-Paul Esseni of Edith Cowan University,
signed an advertisement in The West Australian some time this year in which they said
that that was their understanding of woodchipping and clear felling of the forests; yet the
Department of Conservation and Land Management consistently plays this down and
points at agriculture.
I move now to an issue which can be described as scientific suppression. Whether it is
scientific suppression or not, it is the background information to this that concerns me. I
refer to the use of herbicides and pesticides in farming applications in this State. I have
been approached in my office by a Mr Down, who has spent much of his life working on
spray application mechanisms, particularly valves which maximise the amount of
herbicide and pesticide being sprayed arriving at its target area. He pointed out to me
that it was difficult to get anybody to take up this equipment which he had been working
on for some 20 years, despite the fact that the trials that had been done in Western
Australia on the existing sprays showed that in normal conditions 75 per cent of the total
volume of spray does not hit its target and becomes drift. Because of the nature of some
of these sprays we could have a severe health problem with people in rural areas
considering the move away from ploughing and the greater use of herbicides and
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pesticides. There is minimum tillage, which is good for the soil structure, but 75 per cent
of the chemical spray does not end up on the plants that are aimed at.
Hon Mark Nevill: I think that is an exaggeration.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Who said that?
Hon Mark Nevill: The person he is quoting.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We don't hate our money that much, Mr Scott.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: He points out that the Government obviously does. In his letter to me
he states -

Within the past couple of days an industrial chemist was intrigued to see a
professional pesticide operator spraying DURSBAN under the eaves of a building
to kill spiders. He was totally without any protective gear or face mask. Dursban
is an organic phosphate.

It is not good for people's health. It continues -

Further to my visit to your office of 12th instant, the discussion ranged over a
very wide bracket of matters and issues. If I was able to convince you of my bona
fides in respect to pesticide application matters, then that was enough. However,
the reason behind my visit was to bring about a significant change from the
disastrous "Spray Application" situation in Australia. The highly dangerous
entrenched systems and methodologies, all linked with high nozzle pressures
which generate high "drift" of potent pesticides from both handheld and multi-
nozzle boom sprayers, provide the recipe for latent disaster in respect to both
human health and the environment.
Although proven methodologies and equipment are available to offset the
extraordinarily high and dangerous drift levels produced by entrenched methods,
it would appear sound to concentrate all attack on the total inadequacy of the
existing and unconscionable condonation by Authority of current practices. This
tolerance amounts to a total absence of any vestige of "Duty-Of-Care". However,
this absence of duty-of-care is masked by the general belief that all the danger
rests with the pesticides themselves and not with the clear fact that such danger is
promoted entirely by the unsuitable methodologies and equipment that are
condoned by Authority in the application of the pesticides.
The most telling W.A. evidence arises from an engineering analysis of the report
of an experiment conducted by The Kondinin Group, Rhone Poulenc, Hardi
Spraying and the West Australian Department of Agriculture (WADA) in a wharf
shed at Fremantle. This was reported in "Fanning Ahead" of June 1994. The
analysis clearly demonstrates that the drift total arising from the spraying with
recommended up-to-the-minute equipment and methodology was ignored in the
report, as through it was of no consequence, when it amounted to 75% of the total
volume applied.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Have you spoken to Mr Down? I have, and I've also discussed the
Fremantle shed tests with the Kondinin Group.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: He points out that droplet size is one of the important factors.
Hon W.N. Stretch: That is the only key factor.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: He has a lot of scientific evidence from some of the foremost experts
in the world to back up what he is saying. I have all of this information with me if the
member would care to look at it.
Hon W.N. Stretch: I spent two hours with him in my office discussing this matter with
him. Make sure you quote him carefully.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: He talks about the pressure. He is very concerned that the current
methods rely on high pressure. In fact, his methodology uses a low but constant pressure
that does not vary.

13240 [COUNCIL]



[Thursday, 14 December 1995] 34

Hon W.N. Stretch: The pressures quoted in his papers are not the pressures used in the
field - I am not asking; I am telling.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Yes. He gives a whole range of pressures and he has included the
papers from the Kondinin Group.
Hon E.J. Charlton: The pressure is on here for you to get finished.
Hon JLA. SCOTT: I do not want to go through all the information I have with me tonight.
I have a lot more than I can get through now.
Hon Mark Nevill: I think you should table it and I will try to read it tomorrow.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Murray Montgomery): The member would be well
advised to stick to addressing the Chair.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The point is that 75 per cent of the total volume is missing its mark.
It is becoming drift.
Hon W.N. Stretch: That is not correct. A lot of it is missing the mark but it does not
become drift.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: When it is produced at high pressure, it becomes drift. The article
goes on -

The claims made herein about the W.A. study (?) are fully supportable. Even
Cook of the Kondinin Group, as well as WADA, will support that droplets below
150 micron are untargetable and, therefore, driftable.
Not withstanding that there is a Senate Standing Committee on the drift problem,
the attitude of all of those working in the area of entrenched pesticide application,
including researchers, is that copious drift always has been part of pesticide
application and always will be ...

Hon Mark Nevill: This explains why National Party members are like they are.
Hon E.J. Charlton: No. I do not think you can blame that. Most of their problem
happened after they came in here.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The article continues -

There are two types of contamination arising from the spray application of
pesticides:
1. Exo-contamination.
This form of contamination arises from the untargeted or untargetable droplets
which have so little mass and momentum that they drift away. These droplets are
usually below 150 micron. Those below 10 micron are considered respirable, and
are dangerous because of that factor. Exo-contamination creates the maximum
personal contamination opportunity because the drift can continue for kilometres.

Hon Mark Nevill: Does it cause thinning and curling of the hair in males?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The second type is endocontamination. He goes on -

This arises as a result of the droplets being large enough to be targeted but either,
missing the target plant, or bouncing or falling off the plant on to the soil.
Droplets above 450 micron are of targetable size, but are prone to roll off the
leaves of plants, thus leaving a soil contaminating burden ...
Although it may be unpalatable to many, there are plainly no alternatives in the
vast majority of cases to the use of pesticides, worldwide.

I do not entirely agree with that. It continues -
While integrated pest management (1PM) is an international goal, any
displacement of pesticides by IPM and genetic manipulation of plant material will
be slow. Any substantial reduction in the use of pesticides through the
application of new, existing sciences will not be achieved within twenty years.
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Hon E.J. Charlton: If you do not agree with what he said, why don't you table it and then
we could read it tomorrow?
Hon Mark Nevill: You won't read it; you are too busy.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I do not agree with one part of his argument. I do not believe there
are no alternatives to pesticides; however, I agree with his statements that it is very
dangerous for the health of people in this State. I wish Hon Eric Charlton would take this
matter seriously, because it affects his constituents.
Hon J.A. Cowdell: They got him years ago.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Given that 75 per cent of the spray is low micron drift, many of the
residents of Tammin and other rural areas are breathing in these pesticides and herbicides
when they do not need to. This is a serious health matter. Most farmers and their wives,
in particular, are getting concerned about the levels of cancer in the community and are
looking at this problem. I hope it will be taken seriously by this House.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We take it seriously, but we suggest you get to some facts rather than
promoting this scaremongering. These comments are not factual. Why didn't you take a
trip to Doodlakine?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: It is not a scare campaign to talk about how much drift or waste is
occurring.
Hon E.J. Charlton: There is a word for that but I cannot use it here.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: There are people who would very much like to see the continued
waste of chemicals. Of course, they are the chemical companies. Perhaps Hon Eric
Charlton would like to support those companies, but I would rather support the farmers,
the country people and even the city people, because a lot of spraying is done in the city
as well.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I would love to be able to use no chemicals.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I certainly would prefer that as well.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Before we started using them, what was going down?

Point of Order
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I ami trying very hard to listen to the member on his feet,
and I am sitting in front of him. However, I cannot hear because of the interjections. In
the interests of the debate, Mr Deputy President, can you do something about the
situation?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Murray Montgomery): There is no point of order.
However, I remind the member to make his comments through the Chair.

Debate Resumed
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The information that I am trying to impart is that we have a health
problem in the rural areas of this State. A solution is being proposed to reduce, if not
eliminate, that problem and that proposal is not being seriously considered. I think it
should be seriously considered.
Hon W.N. Stretch interjected.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Mr Down states -

In terms of human safety, the environment and economics, the alternative courses
are:
(1) Vast improvement to the standards of methodology and equipment that are

currently entrenched as common spraying practice. Evidence exists to
show that the practice of spraying endorsed by WADA produces drift of
75%. This means that only 25% of the spray is targeted.

(2) Legislation which will make it mandatory to ensure the volume of drift
emission is less than 15% of the volume of pesticide sprayed.
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(3) The use of pesticides which are the least aggressive in respect to health
and the environment.

(4) The implementation of administration -

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Do you not have enough accumulated knowledge to have an opinion
of your own?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Mr Down continues -

- of pesticide application by an Authority that is both accountable and
conducive to the Duty-of-Care requirements in respect to pesticide user
education and supervision, with particular emphasis on the use of
scheduled poisons. Evidence exists which shows clearly that there were
two separate interpretations of current regulations applicable to the use of
pesticides. The Health Department has its interpretation and WADA had
one of its own. IT TOOK MORE THAN THIRTY YEARS FOR THE
HEALTH DEPARTMENT TO RECOGNISE THIS OR DO ANYTHING
ABOUT IT.

When I asked a question in this House about that the other day, the answer I received
from the Minister representing the Minister for Health was that this was under the control
of Agriculture Western Australia and that it was not the Health Department's
responsibility. I find that quite remarkable. Mr Down further recommends -

(5) Legislation that will prevent parties from the private sector with a clear
clash of interest (as defined generally by corporate law as it applies to
company directors), are barred from sitting on committees established by
governments for investigation into pesticides or health and safety issues
related to pesticide and chemical products, generally.

Dick Warburton of Du Pont Chemicals is the Chairman of the most important Federal
Government committee for occupational health. That is the WorkSafe Australia
Committee. He continues -

This committee encompasses all of the State occupational safety chiefs. Quite
independent of myself, the statement has been made by a university researcher
that research funds for investigation of pesticides have been negatively influenced
by someone at a top level in Worksafe.

I do not know whether that is correct, but certain conflicts could occur with people whose
principal purpose in life is to sell large amounts of chemicals. I have not seen these
sprays in action, but I have lived in rural areas and I know that there is sometimes a very
unwise use of sprays.
Hon W.N. Stretch: There was, but it is now a lot better.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I am glad it is getting better, but it is a serious issue and I hope it is
taken up by the Government as a serious issue and all alternatives are looked at. Unlike
Mr Down, I believe there are a lot of biological controls on different crops that we could
look at rather than use herbicides and pesticides, but obviously those products will be
used for quite some time, and we should ensure that equipment is used which ensures the
safety of not only the operators and farmers but also those people who happen to be
nearby when the spraying occurs. I hope the Government is looking at this matter and
will do something about it very soon, because we could have a major problem on our
hands. It has been described as another Wittenoom, where the problem was known but
nothing was done about it. I hope the Government will ensure that does not occur in this
case.
I will not keep members here any longer tonight, and, like previous speakers, I wish all
members of the House and the staff a very merry Christmas.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.
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ORDERS OF THE DAY - Nos 1, 2 DISCHARGED FROM NOTICE PAPER
Industrial Training (Apprenticeship Training) Amendment Regulations 1995,

Industrial Training (Apprenticeship Training) Amendment Regulations (No 2) 1995
On motions by Hon B.K. Donaldson, resolved -

That Orders of the Day Nos 1 and 2 be discharged from the Notice Paper.

ACTS AMENDMENT (BETTING TAX) BELL
Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair, Hon Max Evans (Minister
for Racing and Gaming) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: There was some confusion earlier in the day and the
Opposition was not aware that this Bill was being brought on. It was no fault of anyone
and it is just one of those things that happens. The Opposition has had the opportunity to
examine the Bill and supports it.
Hon MAX EVANS: I thank the Opposition for its support. This is an important Bill
because it will reduce the tax on the industry from 6 per cent to 5 per cent.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 6 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Max Evans (Minister for Racing and Gaming),
and passed.

LOAN BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 7 December.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [9.29 pni]: The Opposition supports the
Loan Bill. The Bill seeks to borrow $90m from the Western Australian Treasury
Corporation to repay the Commonwealth to redeem loans raised by the Commonwealth
for the State. The money will be credited and counted as a redemption of the financial
agreement debt account.
As members know, the Commonwealth no longer raises funds on behalf of the State.
Since the early 1990s, the States have raised their own funds. The Commonwealth
simply monitors state borrowings, as do the ratings agencies such as Moody's Investors
Service and Standard and Poor's. Those commonwealth debts are due to be phased out
over the next decade. I believe that the final year for phasing out is 2005.
The $90m will be used to redeem some of those loans. We can assume that similar Bills
will come before the House for the next nine or 10 years until all the commonwealth
loans are repaid and that part of the commxonwealth-state agreement is finally put to bed.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) 19.32 pm]: I thank the
Opposition for supporting the Bill. Hon Mark NeviDl is right: The loans are reducing. I
commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 2)
Second Reading

Resumed from 12 December.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [9.33 pm]: The Appropriation
(Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 1) appropriated funds from the consolidated fund for
recurrent purposes. This Bill appropriates funds from the consolidated fund which are
required for capital purposes in this financial year. The capital expenditure estimate in
this year's Budget is just over $548m, of which $91m is appropriated under special Acts.
That leaves just over $456m, which is appropriated by the Bill. It comprises $256m
issued under this Bill to be paid out of the consolidated fund. Also, there is $200m from
the Supply Act, which was passed earlier this year. The schedule details the departments
which have been allocated that $456m. That allocation was debated during the Estimates
debate this year. Items in the schedule have been scrutinised by the Estimates
Committee, and this Bill formally appropriates that fund. The Opposition supports the
Bill.
HON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [9.35 pm]: I have the full support of
my colleagues, in particular that of Hon Graham Edwards, who is very keen for me to
speak on these matters. He has been extremely supportive of my endeavours to put a few
matters before the House tonight.
Hon Graham Edwards: That is quite correct.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We are at one on this matter. Hon Graham Edwards has put
aside his own personal comfort and access to the crayfish, caviar and champagne in the
interests of ordinary home buyers of the State.
Hon Graham Edwards: Caviar?
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I want to comment on some issues of concern to the
ordinary home buyers of Western Australia. Members will be aware that for some time I
have been a critic of the Builders Registration Board of Western Australia and the
Building Disputes Committee. I recognise that the problem is in part one of resources
and, in part, the legislation under which the Builders Registration Board operates. There
is also concern about the culture of the Builders Registration Board and the Building
Disputes Committee. I shall quickly set out some alarming cases that have recently come
before us. Some of them have been the subject of questions that we have raised in
Parliament over the past few months.
The first case involves a company called Kestral Holdings Pty Ltd. Kestral Holdings was
subject to considerable media attention earlier this year, but, seemingly, not great
attention from the Builders Registration Board. We understand that in only a few years
approximately 35 out of 42 complaints against that company have been upheld. It is of
concern to us that, notwithstanding that, no action has been taken to date, although we
heard in question time today that some action is beginning to be taken. However, until
recently, no action has been taken against that company notwithstanding that record.
Kestral Holdings first came to my attention and to the attention of Hon Graham Edwards
through Ms Andrea Skahill and Rick Thomns, residents of Quinns Rocks, who have been
attempting to have massive defects in their home rectified for 18 months. The matter was
before the Building Disputes Committee for quite some time - more than a year. Orders
were made but nothing substantial happened, and defects were becoming worse. In fact,
it was so bad that one engineer whom the couple called to their home to inspect the
property refused to leave until Ms Skahill had contacted a scaffolding firmn and ordered
Acrow-props to stabilise the house. The engineer said that he could not take the
responsibility for allowing young children to stay in this two-storey timber pole home
without such scaffolding being put in place because the construction was very dangerous.
Members will recall that the home was in built in Quinns Rocks, which is a high wind
area. It has been the finding of a most reputable engineer that the house is structurally
inadequate and its use as a habitable building cannot be certified until the deficiencies are
remedied. This couple, with three children, who mortgaged themselves to the hilt to
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purchase this home, now have a home which is uninhabitable. So desperate was their
financial plight that Hon Graham Edwards organised a fundraising quiz night to provide
them with some immediate finance in the short term. Their real problem is that they
obviously need legal assistance. They realised they were not getting anywhere with the
Building Disputes Committee, which was holding hearing after hearing causing delays
and referrals. They agreed to take the matter to arbitration. These people have not had
much experience with the law, but they realised they would need a lawyer. The lawyer
they contacted told them it was a very big matter and that involved a damages claim in
excess of $150 000. He said that they would need to instruct a barrister to take on this
case. Obviously, that was well beyond the resources of this couple, who are in very
modestly paid occupations.
The next step for the couple was to go to the Law Society of Western Australia's civil
litigation assistance fund, which has been set up to assist people with civil litigation.
Members will recognise that the Legal Aid Commission is unable to assist in this
instance because of the demand on its resources in criminal and family law matters,
regardless of how worthy the cause. A principle of the litigation assistance fund is that it
will act only on a case which has substantial merit and is likely to be successful so that
the fund will be replenished through cost orders made in the case.
Hon Graham Edwards: It is the main consideration.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It is, but understandably that is because the Law Society
wants the fund to continue to be self-supporting.
The panel of lawyers who operate the litigation assistance fund found that this case was
worthy and had every prospect of success. However, it declined to support Ms Skahill
and Mr Thoms in this matter because of the financial risk the company constituted.
Before the civil litigation assistance fund takes action it obviously checks the solvency of
the defendant in a matter. It went to some lengths to do that and it commissioned a
number of reports from Dun and Bradstreet (Australia) Pty Ltd into Kestral Holdings.
What it found was highly alarming. It found that Kestral Holdings was a high risk
company and that it was in the highest risk of Dun and Bradstreet's scale of risk and was
rated 0. 1. The industry standard is 2. 1. Therefore, it was in excess of 200 times more
risky than other companies in that industry. This company constituted the highest risk
company at No I in the commercial scale of one to 10. It was recommended to persons
dealing with this company that they do so on a cash on delivery only basis.
Furthermore, Kestral Holdings time after time has been found to have built substandard
homes. Many orders have been made against it for defective building work. At the same
time the company has been found to be an extremely high risk company and one that
should be dealt with on a COD only basis. Notwithstanding that this has been a reality
for in excess of 12 months, the company is still registered as a builder. The company still
enjoys the imprimatur of the Builders Registration Board notwithstanding the fact that
the Builders Registration Board has a statutory duty to ensure that registered builders
have, firstly, the technical competence to construct homes of an acceptable standard and,
secondly, the material and financial resources to discharge their debts. Clearly there is
prima facie evidence that this company can fulfil neither of those obligations. The
Builders Registration Board has known of this at the very least for months. Some six
months ago the company became a bit of a cause celebre in the media. However, what
do we see? No action has been taken against this company.
Section 13 of the Builders' Registration Act provides the board with the power and
responsibility to cancel or suspend a builder's licence where a company is not technically
competent, is building negligently and is not in possession of the financial resources to
discharge its debt obligations. The Act provides the board with the capacity and
obligation to cancel or suspend the licence of such companies. Neither of those things
has happened in the case of Kestral Homes, and we see it Saturday and Sunday after
Saturday and Sunday plying its wares in the State's newspapers and enticing more and
more people into its web. When will this stop? When will the Builders Registration
Board be prepared to act expeditiously to ensure that those companies which are
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seemingly incapable of building homes to satisfactory standards and have grave financial
question marks over them are stopped from trading until such time as they prove they
have the capacity to do what they are supposed to be doing? It seems that the situation
has got so out of hand that people like the Skahills and many others who have come after
them may well have an action against the Government because its agent, the Builders
Registration Board, notwithstanding that this informnation should have been known, has
allowed these companies to continue trading and to have the imprimatur of the State.
That is the first case.
The second case, which illustrates a different point, relates to Mrs Annette Green of
Oyster Harbour, Albany. She came to see Hon Bob Thomas who brought her to see me
on the day that she had a hearing before the Builders Registration Board. I use this one
case, but it is not atypical. The story Mrs Green told me shared much in common with
the stories we have heard from many other home buyers. She built with a builder in
Albany, Kerry Moir, who traded under the name of New Trend Steel. She had grave
concerns about the standard of the building work and the use of substandard building
materials. She took the matter to the Building Disputes Committee in early December
1994. It took quite some time - in excess of eight months - before Mrs Green had her
first hearing on 22 August 1994. Bearing in mind Mrs Green lives in Albany, she took
the proceedings very seriously and came to Perth. She runs a small business in Albany
and had to pay someone to mind her business for the day. At the sarne time she brought
up two witnesses, the principal plumbing inspector from the WA Water Authority based
in Albany, and a Dr Seaman from the Department of Conservation and Land
Management to give evidence about the timber that was used in the home.
All the requisite documents relating to the case had been served on the builder, Mr Moir,
within the statutory time. He was provided with a full list of witnesses who were to be
called by Mrs Green. Notwithstanding that, or the time that had lapsed between this
matter being brought on and the first hearing and that three people travelled all the way
from Albany to attend the case and had affidavits of service, Mr Moir said he was not
aware all those witnesses were to be called, therefore he wanted an adjourrnent.
Evidence was produced by Mrs Green that not only was he aware that the plumbing
inspector was coming, but also he had threatened the inspector about giving evidence.
He certainly knew that the inspector was coming to Perth. Notwithstanding that, the
adjournment was granted by the Building Disputes Committee. Therefore, Mrs Green
and her witnesses had to go home without the matter being heard.
The case was then set down for 27 September 1995. Again Mrs Green employed
someone to take over her business and she travelled up from Albany to attend the
hearing. This time, Mr Moir did not even bother turning up. He sent a lawyer who said
that they were not ready because they were still waiting for a moisture metre.
Extraordinarily the Building Disputes Committee accepted that. Once again Mrs Green
was sent back to Albany without the matter being heard. The matter was set down for
11 October. Mrs Green arrived and was cross-examined for the full day. She accepted
that as part of the process although she was somewhat surprised at the range of matters
on which she was cross-examined, such as her private life, her relationship with her
husband, her taxation arrangements - things that did not seem to be particularly relevant
to her role as a complainant in a home building matter. Nonetheless, she was subjected
to that for seven or eight hours. As the cross-examination went on to 6.30 that night the
matter was adjourned until 20 November.
For a fourth time Mrs Green bad to travel from Albany to have the matter heard. She
came up on 20 November without being legally represented and hoped she would have
an opportunity to cross-examine the builder in the way the builder's lawyer cross-
examined her. However, the builder did not turn up; he sent a message that he had had
an anxiety attack and could not come up from Albany.
The Building Disputes Committee accepted that. It said that as he had had an anxiety
attack and could not be expected to come to Perth, he could make submissions in writing.
Mrs Green was angry at being denied the opportunity to cross-examine him, because that
was an important part of testing his credibility. She humbly asked whether, in lieu of
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examining him, she could see his submissions and write comments in response. This
attracted a negative response from the chairman of that panel, who suggested she would
protract the matter if she took that unprecedented action. She need not have bothered
because, notwithstanding the fact that Mr Moir was asked to present his submissions by
23 November, by 14 December Mr Moir, obviously still in the grips of an anxiety attack,
has not produced any of the submissions he asked to be able to make instead of appearing
in the court in person. Again, it is an entirely unsatisfactory state of affairs. It is not an
isolated case. On many occasions people have told us about cynical adjournment after
cynical adjournment, sought by builders and granted by the Building Disputes
Committee, seemingly without regard for the personal and legal costs to the home buyer.
In one case, Mrs Gay Richardson had the matter adjourned 10 times and on each
occasion she had taken a lawyer with her to the hearing. Her legal bill was $15 000. She
eventually won the case and was granted costs of $900. It is a complete nonsense, and
the derision and contempt with which the Building Disputes Committee is held in parts of
the community must be seen to be believed. The Opposition has tile after file of these
bizarre cases, but I will not go through them all tonight.
I may have mentioned before the case of Mr and Mrs Dear, which is very messy indeed.
It is interesting that the Ombudsman has investigated this case and totally supports the
complaints of Mr and Mrs Dear. One aspect of the complaint is that the builder of the
offending property was not a registered builder. He had lodged an application with the
Melville City Council for a building licence. On the application he claimed that the
building works constituted a mere 26 square metres and would cost $9 500. Students of
the Builders' Registration Act will be aware that if building works are valued at less than
$10 000, one is not required to be a registered builder. This builder, Mr Zurhaar, claimed
his building works were 26 square metres and would cost $9 500. In fact, the
Ombudsman discovered when he measured the building works that they constituted
80 square metres and were valued at more than $27 000. Quite clearly, a builder's
licence was required. What did the Builders Registration Board do about this matter
when it was referred to it? First it was in high dudgeon when Mr and Mrs Dear and the
Ombudsman raised the matter. It said it was a terrible thing and a clear breach which it
would prosecute. Then some submissions were received from the builder, who said that
he had no idea; that he did not understand anything about measurements; that he was
doing the building works but he thought it was only 26 square metres.
I look now at this gentleman's occupation. He is the financial director of a company
called H-Vac International, which is an airconditioning installation firm, whose very
existence is based on the capacity to take measurements of buildings and estimate costs
on the basis of those measurements. It is absolutely extraordinary. When I go to
meetings with the Master Builders Association and the Housing Industry Association and
tell them these stories, even they agree that the Builders Registration Board must be a
joke to allow that sort of behaviour to go on, and to accept a plea of ignorance from
someone who is the financial director of a company which installs airconditioning.
Hon Mark Nevill: Before anyone installs airconditioning he must work out how many
cubic metres the airconditioning unit will serve.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It is the essence of the task; yet this gentleman was able to
convince the Builders Registration Board that he had innocently mistaken 80 square
metres of building work for 26 square metres. It does not come anywhere in the order of
probabilities. Yet again this is the sort of nonsense case that we see coming from the
Builders Registration Board.
We have cases involving Longo Construction Pty Ltd, which has been engaging in
outrageously blatant licence lending. I have written to the Builders Registration Board
documenting these instances. A constituent camne to me with a complaint. He was a
migrant. He had been a tradesman but he had never received builder's registration. He
wanted to build his own home. He went to Mr Longo, who was well known in certain
ethnic communities for doing this sort of deal. He paid Mr Longo some $2 500 to lend
his name to his application for a building licence.
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Hon Mark Nevill: That is higher than the going rate.
Hon A.J.G. MacTEiERNAN: I do not have the file here, but I think it is $2 000 to $2 500.
Mr Longo lent his name to my constituent, who submitted the plans and constructed his
house. Mr Longo was not seen on the property during the entire time of the construction,
and all the contractors were organised by my constituent. The matter fell apart when
some problem emerged with the building licence subsequently, and Mr Longo sought to
sue my constituent, which is why he came to me to obtain some relief.
I placed these matters before the Builders Registration Board and was told initially that
the board was looking at this and a number of other complaints against Mr Longo of
Longo Construction Pty Ltd for breaches of the Builders' Registration Act and his
licence lending. At the end of the day, as a result of the last series of questions I asked, I
was told that the action had been discontinued because there was not sufficient evidence.
I put to members of this House that the evidence is clear and ample against this company.
Once again, this is a complete lack of will and desire on the part of the Builders
Registration Board to stamp out any of these practices.
I turn now to a final, small case which again casts doubt on the capacity of the Builders
Registration Board to discharge its functions properly. I refer to another builder, John
Harley Paton.
Hon Mark Nevill: Who is responsible for the Builders Registration Board?
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Minister Foss. It is a nightmare portfolio, but certainly very
little has been done about this. In the face of the overwhelming problems going to the
board and the Building Disputes Committee, we saw a report recently on the matter. The
first recommendation was to clamp down on owner-builders and those people who want
to build their own homes. It is not to clamp down on the licensed rogue builders
rampaging around the place who are building defective home after defective home, or
these $2 companies that do not have the financial resources to fund their liabilities.
The final case I mention tonight is that of John Paton. Again, it was brought to me by a
concerned constituent. He built a house for her, this time in Quinns Rocks. The place
had major defects that would cost many tens of thousands of dollars to rectify. She
began pursuing Mr Paton, but had no success through the Building Disputes Committee,
only to find that at the end of the day there was no point in taking action against him
because he was an undischarged. bankrupt who had come from Queensland where his
registration had been suspended and obtained registration in Western Australia. I have
shown the Builders Registration Board $2 company after $2 company that has folded and
been restarted by the same principals under another name. I have asked how the board
discharges its statutory obligation to ensure that these companies have adequate financial
resources. I am told that the board cannot tell me that because if it did, I would tell the
builders and then they would know what to do. I do not think I have to tell the builders
much: It is easy for them to get registration, as it was for Mr Paton. It is clear that not
even the most preliminary or basic searches of his financial status were made, otherwise
his bankruptcy would have been noted by the board and he would not have got
registration. I am now of a mind to advise these victim home buyers that in these sorts of
circumstances they have a case against the Government.
It is a poor dereliction of duty that this government agent has allowed these builders to
continue with the imprimatur of government registration to deceive people into thinkcing
that they are dealing with companies and firms that have the financial security and
technical competence to build them a decent standard of home. I urge members on both
sides to take up the case of the innocent home buyer. We all know that investment in a
home is probably the biggest investment most Australians will make in their life. It also
is incredibly central to their sense of wellbeing and to the stability of their family life.
Although I do not expect perfection, we have in place an agency that is falling so far
short of any reasonable standard that it must be of gravest concern to this House.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [10.07 pm]: I
commend the Bill to the House.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 3)
Second Reading

Resumed from 12 December.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [10.10 pm]: This Bil appropriates from
the consolidated fund a sum of just over $82m for recurrent payments made during the
past finiancial. year. Those payments were made under the authority of the Treasurer's
Advance Authorization Act 1994 and charged to the consolidated fund. These payments
were not budgeted for and were extraordinary and unforeseen. This Bill appropriates the
funds to cover those advances. The Opposition supports the Bill.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [ 10. 11 pm]: I
commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 4)
Second Reading

Resumed from 12 December.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [10.13 pm]: The Opposition supports
this Bill which seeks to appropriate from the consolidated fund $873 000 for capital
payments made during the past financial year. Those payments were advanced under the
Treasurer's Advance Authorization Act 1994. Capital expenditure transactions for the
1994 financial year were $427m. The amount being appropriated tonight is only
$873 000. That shows that the Government's budgetary provision for capital works is
fairly well on course, although in some areas capital expenditure was less than
anticipated. These payments are for extraordinary unforeseen expenses only. It is quite
gratifying to see such a small amount of capital expenditure unforeseen. The Opposition
supports the Bill.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [10.15 pm]: I
commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.

HEALTH SERVICES (CONCILIATION AND REVIEW) BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 28 November.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [10.17 pmn]: The Opposition is pleased to support
this Bill. I understand that members on the government side, as well as members on this
side of the House, have received a significant number of telephone calls requesting and
even pleading that this legislation be brought forward.
I acknowledge the concerns that have been put to me about certain aspects of the
administrative provisions of this legislation. Nonetheless, given the fact that this is a
democratic institution and we are here to represent the wishes of the people, the
Government and Opposition are keen not to overlook some of the difficulties that have
been indicated, but we wish to get on with the job and to ensure that we have the capacity
to bring forward this means of solving what is a significant cause of difficulty in the
medical profession and the way in which the profession relates to the public. In
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particular, I note an appreciation of the concern expressed by the Health Consumers
Council of Western Australia, which in large part could be described as the primary
beneficiary of this legislation in that it is the organisation currently carrying the load of
trying to resolve the issues that are addressed in this Bill. The Opposition is pleased to
support the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair, Hon Peter Foss (Minister
for the Environment) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to 79 put and passed.
Clause 80: Consequential amendments -

Hon PETER FOSS: I move -

Page 50, after line 29 - To insert the following -

(4) The Freedom of Information Act 1992* is amended in Schedule 1, in
clause 14 -

(a) in the heading, by deleting "secrecy" and substituting the
following -

".statutory "; and
(b) by inserting after subclause (2) the following subclause -

"(3) Matter is exempt matter if its disclosure
would reveal anything said or admitted for the
purposes of a conciliation under -

(a) Division 3 of Part 3; or
(b) administrative instructions under

section 23,
of the Health Services (Conciliation and Review)
Act 1995. "

1* Act No. 76 of 1992.
For subsequent amendments see 1994 Index to Legislation of Western Australia, Table 1,
p. 81 and Acts Nos. 14 and 50 ofr 19954.

The purpose of this amendment is to ensure that the private details about the people who
resort to the health conciliation and review process are not available through the Freedom
of Information Act. The matter has been taken up with the Information Commissioner,
and she is agreeable to this taking place, provided it is in the Freedom of Information Act
and not in the principal Act.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Schedules 1 and 2 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with an amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Peter Foss (Minister for the Environment), and
returned to the Assembly with an amendment.
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MOTION - STATE FOREST Nos 20, 22,65, PARTIAL REVOCATION BE
CARRIED OUT

Resumed from 7 December.
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [10.22 pm]:
Hon John Cowdell and Hon Jim Scott raised a number of matters. Hon John Cowdell
wanted to know whether state forest No 20, which relates to the proposed land exchange
with Gwalia Consolidated, will impact upon the town of Greenbushes. The company has
inforned the Department of Conservation and Land Management as of 12 December
1995 that it has no intention of mining the area proposed to be excised from state forest.
In the past, the company has not sought to mine the 19 hectare area in question, and if it
had wanted to do so, it could have surrendered the lease and sought permission to mine
the area under the standard conditions applying to state forest.
I have also discussed this matter with Hon Jim Scott, who remains unconvinced because
he believes that the company intends to try to creep in on the town from both sides,
eventually causing people to move out because of the impending mining operations,
without the company's having to pay a large amount of compensation. I mention that
purely so that I can record the concerns of Hon Jim Scott, who is no longer able to say
that, having spoken already in this debate. It is a concern that arises out of distrust rather
than any hard evidence.
Activities within the forest estate location involve the land being the subject of miners'
homestead leases which will be purchased by the company in 1973. The company has
therefore had some developments on the land for over 20 years. The company has
confimed that it phased out its marron farm and removed most of the buildings in 1990.
A shed was retained for a period but was subsequently removed. The company has
advised that the land still has two dams and has mains water. Gwalia Consolidated Ltd
still requires the land for horticulture and nursery activities related to mining
rehabilitation. The land also has an untended avocado and macadamnia nut orchard. The
forest and nature conservation values have long been extinguished on the land in
question, and it was therefore not the subject of close monitoring by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management, hence the change in circumstances of Gwalia's
operations on the state forest were not noted by the department.
Concerns have also been raised relating to adequate consultation with all interested
parties regarding the proposed changes to state forest. The Department of Conservation
and Land Management sought the approval of the Shire of Bridgetown-Greenbushes,
which had no objections to the proposal. The department is not required to seek and did
not seek public input on any excision of state forest land for an exchange and presumes
that any local concerns will be addressed by the relevant shire.
Again, I will put forward another concern of Hon Jim Scott. Apparently when this issue
was brought up at the council, the board member who represents the area of Greenbushes
was not present. He was not aware of what had happened. Although no objection was
raised, no action was taken by the shire so the matter was never considered or acted on by
it. I mentioned earlier the reason for the excision of the state forest so far as Gwalia is
concerned, and the concerns of Hon Jim Scott. The Department of Conservation and
Land Management is happy to exchange that for a large area of rehabilitated forest land
which it currently has. It removes a private property enclave surrounded by state forest;
however, as pointed out by Hon Jim Scott, in some ways it creates another private
property enclave.
Concerns have also been raised relating to the town's water supply. The company will be
subject to any Water Authority controls when it obtains ownership of the state forest
area. The proposed land exchange was approved by the Water Authority of Western
Australia. Interestingly, from 1 January, it will also be subject to the Water and Rivers
Commission control, which probably has a slightly different emphasis anyway. That is
something that it will be looking at.
Queries have also been raised regarding the proposed excision relating to the Ellenbrook
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urban development, state forest No 65. Assurances have been sought that arrangements
are in place for the wetland area provided by the joint developers to be appropriately
vested. The vesting of conservation land to be provided by the developers will proceed
when the conditions of the Ellenbrook land exchange agreement are met. One of these
conditions requires the excision of this area of state forest and its transfer as fee simple
land to the developers.
The financial arrangements relating to the proposed excision have also been queried. The
land exchange agreement between the Western Australian Planning Commission and the
Ellenbrook joint venture contains the following relevant provisions: State forest land,
including the location in question, is acquired at full valuation in exchange for land
identified for conservation. This is located in the north of the joint venture's holding.
Therefore, the exchange has resulted in surplus funds to the Government. Part of the
surplus funds is being used to acquire privately owned land elsewhere on the Gnangara
water mound to restore it to Crown ownership. The area to be acquired will be
equivalent to the area of state forest which is subject to the exchange. There is no net
loss of government owned land on the water mound.
Hon J.A. Cowdell: Does that mean the extra funds were used to buy private land on the
Gnangara water mound or was it spent on the Gingin area?
Hon PETER FOSS: It is both. The area near Gingin is on the Gnangara water mound, so
that is part of the land. The state forest area involved is at the periphery of the priority 1
Gnangara water mound protection zone. The state forest area to be excised is not
essential to the protection of the borefield. However, the State is using the proceeds of
the land exchange agreement to purchase private land elsewhere on the Gnangara water
mound. As stated, nearly 100 hectares have been purchased near Gingin by the Water
Authority. Part of the surplus funds has been allocated to the Department of
Conservation and Land Management to allow the production of an equivalent area of
pine plantation elsewhere in the south west.
As a consequence of what I have said, the following has occurred: From the first
payment by the Ellenbrook joint venture, approximately 100 hectares of private land on
the water mound at Gingin have been acquired. Additional land at Lake Pinjar has been
made the subject of a planning control area and will be acquired during next year. One
part has already been acquired on the Gnangara water mound and the land at Lake Pinjar
has been set aside. The payment to the Department of Conservation and Land
Management has also been made. The proposed excision is necessary in terms of the
land exchange agreement to finalise the payments to Government which will in turn fund
the remaining land purchases that I have described. I hope that I have addressed the
concerns of members and I urge members to support the motion.
Question put and passed; and a message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
Adjournment Debates - Christmas Greetings; Acknowledgment of Parliament House

Staff
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.31 pm]: I
move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until a date and time to be fixed by
Mr President.

It is that time of the year when I have the opportunity, on behalf of coalition members, to
pass on our sincere good wishes and thanks to the numerous people who have kept
Parliament operating during the long days, especially at the end of the session. May I say
to the Chairman of Committees, Hon Barry House, and to the Deputy Chairmen, that we
on this side of the House - and I am sure that I speak for the Leader of the Opposition and
his team - appreciate the work that is done by our Chairman and Deputy Chairmen. It is
a job which is often underestimated in this place. The Chairman and Deputy Chairmen
expend a lot of time in the processing of sometimes complicated Bills.
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I also recognise the work of the Clerk of the House, M Laurie Marquet, the Deputy
Clerk, Ian Allnutt, and Rod Wahl, the Clerk Assistant (Table). I also recognise the work
of Malcolm Peacock and his staff in the Legislative Council on behalf of members during
the year. There is no doubt that we are well served by our staff in the Legislative
Council. Members may not smile all the time, but it is good that at least members of the
staff are able to smile most of the time. I also recognise the good working relationship
between the Leader of the Opposition, Hon John Haldea, and the manager of opposition
business, Hon Kim Chance, and myself and other Ministers. We are required to consult
on a very regular basis when the House is sitting and I appreciate the support that I have
enjoyed from those two members in particular, in being able to arrange a reasonably
steady flow of work through Parliament.
There are people outside this place who are employed by Parliament who should be
recognised. In particular, I recognise the work of Roger Byrne-Quinn and his staff in the
dining room and the ladies in the post office who man the switchboard. I commend their
work and that of the security attendants who ensure that we are secure as Parliament sits.
For the first time, I want to recognise the work of the new Parliamentary Librarian,
Mr Bruce Bott, who was employed recently as our chief librarian. I recognise the good
work that he and his library staff continue to do on members' behalf. I also recognise the
good work of Neil Burrell, the Chief Hansard Reporter, and the other Hansard reporters
and editors and the way in which they have diligently perf'ormed their duties throughout
the year, often into the wee small hours when members were showing some fatigue. I am
sure that their task is made somewhat more difficult the longer we sit There is no doubt
that the work of the Hansard reporters and editors is very much a backbone responsibility
in this House.
As you will know, Mr President, and as members will recognise, a ministerial services
team assists Ministers in this place. Very much the same team which assisted Des Dans
and Joe Berinson now assists the current Government. In particular, I am referring to
Tina Samuels and Natalie Osborne who worked very hardi during the year. Natalie
Osborne retired for a period to give birth to her baby, Melanie, during the year. I expect
that she will return some time next year. In her place is Julie Holmes, who has been a
great addition to our parliamentary staff. I recognise the hard work of Hon Muriel
Patterson as our Government Whip in keeping members in order during the year - I am
sure with great difficulty. Just knowing where members are around Parliament House is
a task in itself. More than that, I recognise the support that my coalition members have
offered me and other Ministers during the year.
To you, Mr President, and Mrs Griffiths, on behalf of all coalition members I express our
best wishes for the festive season. To all members and staff at Parliament House, on
behalf of the coalition I extend our greetings for the festive season. I trust that people
will enjoy the Christmas break, but, more than that, I trust that they will have a safe and
happy holiday period and will return full of vim and vigour in March next year.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [ 10.36 pm]: I
join the Leader of the Government in acknowledging the staff of Parliament House and
others who do a remarkable job. For a variety of reasons, staff in this place are placed
under enormous pressure from time to time. As the Leader of the Government has said,
they respond diligently and happily. Sometimes it astounds me how they continue to do
that after some of the requests that members make of them. Hon George Cash
highlighted those people, but we must especially acknowledge the dining room staff,
library staff, security staff and post office staff. They do a spectacular job in assisting
members, and they do that year in and year out. I am sure that all honourable members
wish them well for the festive season and for 1996.
In many ways we are very fortunate to have on the staff a collection of people who have
all the qualities that I have just mentioned, but they also have the ability to be with us
during difficult times such as when we tight like cats and dogs. They do not get involved
in our skirmishes. We sometimes snap at them because we occasionally take out our
anger on the wrong people. Those people cannot snap back. Bearing in mind the hours
that they must work, it is remarkable that we are fortunate enough to work with them.
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We are also fortunate to have our Clerks. They have all the qualities that I have
mentioned, but they are also able from moment to moment to take some of the excesses
off this place and to moderate some of the things that we attempt to do. They provide
advice to you, Mr President, and to members which moderates some of the more
excessive things that we are inclined to do from time to time. They do that not in an
interfering way but in a way that assists the management of the House.
I do not know whether members have considered in its totality the difference between
this place and the other place. In spite of our arguments, the odd bit of name calling,
finger poking and such excess from time to time, we cooperate relatively well. Perhaps
the past fortnight is the best example of that. The Government got itself into a
predicament with its legislative program. In fairness to the Government, I must say that
it was not of its making, it was of the makting of the Legislative Assembly, for a variety
of reasons. Through the process of reasonableness we were able to negotiate through
that. This House has passed significant pieces of legislation and it was able to do that
without great rancour.
At a personal level, 1995 has been a year of great experiences for me. I must admit that I
would rather forget 97 per cent of them. However, one does not forget that in those
moments of crises in one's life it is the people who support one who are important. I
know very well that if one of them had gone against me, my life would have been
different and I might not have been here now. There would not be very many people in
the Australian Labor Party whom I have not offended, but when the chips were down
they came to my assistance. Members on this side of the House pride themselves on
mateship. Without that mateship and support, life, although it was difficult for me at
times during the year, would have been far more difficult.
I will not name the member or from which side of the House he or she comes, but a
colleague in this place said to me, about members of the Opposition, that, "They are more
loyal, more tolerant and are prepared to accept more demands from you than you
deserve." That is probably correct, but I make it known that the demands I put on them
will not stop. Members on this side of the House are a remarkable bunch of people.
Under great adversity the opposition members - Oppositions know full well about the
adversity of being in that position - worked very hard and were prepared to accept the
demands that I and the leadership in the other place placed upon them.
Now that we are at the end of 1995 1 am looking forward to 1996 and I thank the
members on this side of the House for their support, loyalty and, most of all, for
believing in me and allowing me to continue as the Leader of the Opposition.
I am sure that every member in this House wants me to sit down, but before I do I would
like to extend to you, Mr President, and Mrs Griffiths, the members of the Government,
Hon Jim Scott, Hon Reg Davies and my parliamentary colleagues a safe and relaxing
Christmas. I hope it will be a prosperous and rewarding 1996 for all of us. Members on
this side of the House look forward to the 1997 election.
THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): Before I put the question, it would not be me
if I did not tell the Leader of the Opposition that he spoke on the wrong motion.
Nevertheless, I will also speak on the wrong motion.
On behalf of all the staff of the Legislative Council, the Clerk and the Deputy Clerk, the
Chamber staff, the Hansard staff, the Joint House Committee, the Library staff and all the
staff of the various departments in Parliament House who are not able to respond, I thank
both the Leader of the House and the Leader of the Opposition for the very good wishes
they extended to them and for the kind words they said about them.
I would like to pay tribute to the Chairman of Committees and the Deputy Chairmen of
Committees for their great assistance to me during the year. They have always been
prepared to relieve me when I required them to do so. I thank the Leader of the House
for the consideration he has given me during this year. I also thank the Leader of the
Opposition, whom sometimes I have had to yell at, but he has always conformed when I
have had the occasion to speak to him. More importantly, I would like to thank all
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members. While I was listening to the previous speakers on this motion I was trying to
think how I compared this year with other years. I have had a very happy year and
generally speaking all the members of this Chamber can be very pleased and proud of the
way in which the business in this Chamber has proceeded compared with other
parliamentary Chambers in this nation. I thank all members for the way they have
carried out their duties.
Finally, I wish each and every member and their families the very best for Christmas and
the New Year and I hope that when we return next year we will have an equally happy
year.
HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [10.46 pm]: I was somewhat
surprised at the news in tomorrow's The West Australian that the Perth Soccer Club will
stop trading and is in financial trouble.
The PRESIDENT: This is not the adjournment debate.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I take this opportunity to extend my best wishes to everyone,
from staff to members opposite. I also thank members of our families because on many
occasions, especially over the past two weeks, we have had their support when we have
not been at home. I thank our electorate officers and staff and the volunteers who have
helped us keep going. It has been a mixed year for me, and we have had some mixed
emotions. That is behind us, and I hope that 1996 will be a much better year for all
concerned. On behalf of my family I wish everyone a merry Christmas and a prosperous
and happy New Year.
Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.47 pm]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournment Debate - Perth Soccer Club

HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [10.47 pm]: When I read the
newspaper it came as a bit of a shock that the Perth Soccer Club will stop trading. I have
mixed feelings about that club. I spent many years in it as a player in the early days,
when it was known as the Azzurri Soccer Club. I was president for two years in 1991
and 1992. 1 am concerned, and maybe the Minister for Sport and Recreation can clarify
this for me, because the present president, Mr Stephen Owen Conway, has sought
assistance from the Minister to overcome the club's financial problems.
I will be disappointed if money is forthcoming to the Perth Soccer Club. If any money is
to be forthcoming it should be for the code as a whole. The Perth Soccer Club has had
problems for a number of years. When I was in charge of the club I reduced the costs on
the playing side from $230 000 to $182 000 in the first year that I was there. Then we
reduced the proposed budget to $150 000 for the following year, but it blew out to
$160 000. The club has been paying players far too much. Some players at that time
were earning $400 a week when not even the Western Australian Football League
players were earning that sort of money.
We must bear in mind the attendances were between 1 000 and 1 500. Possibly 50 per
cent to 60 per cent of those in attendance were pensioners and children and therefore the
club was not getting full value through the gate. The club was aware of its financial
situation for many years. At one stage it had overdrawn its bank account and at the
interest rates of about 18 per cent at the time, it was paying approximately $80 000 a year
in interest. The situation was of the club's own making and I would be very disappointed
if direct financial assistance were given to it. The club is very dear to me. I have
approached the Minister on several occasions and I give him a headache every time the
Estimate Committee debates come around. I feel strongly that finance should be
provided to the code as a whole rather than to only one club.
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HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Sport and Recreation)
[ 10.50 pm]: I appreciate the member's advice. Comments in tomorrow's The West
Australian indicate that the Government is prepared to talk to the club to see whether it
could assist in any way, not necessarily financially, but in some form of restructuring or
by helping to organise its affairs. That does not mean bailing out that club. I am very
much aware of the point of view expressed by Hon Sam Piantadosi about the code as a
whole and work is being done on that. I hope that will help resolve the problems of Perth
soccer.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10-51 pm



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS
Spot Checks, Deparvmental Responsibility

27. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Works:
(1) Which department or agency within the Minister for Works' portfolio has

carried out spot checking of its travel reservation operations to ensure that
it receives the best price for its intrastate or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) Directors and managers responsible for overseeing travel arrangements for
Building Management Authority staff regularly check that the most
appropriate arrangements are made at the most discounted price available.

(2) Discounted travel arrangements are used where possible.
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - TEACHERS, MORALE DEVELOPMENT

204. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Minister consulted with teacher groups at all levels to examine

every means available to increase the morale of teachers?
(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so, what are the possible means available to increase the morale of

teachers?
(4) What steps has the Minister taken to increase the morale of teachers?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) Consultation occurs regularly.
(2) Not applicable.
(3)-(4) Announced a Centre for Professional Excellence in Teaching with a

charter to develop skills and knowledge of the teaching profession;
improve the status and public perception of teachers; and provide an
operational headquarters for a range of teacher professional organisations.
Implemented a voluntary "4 on 5" salary scheme designed to encourage
ongoing professional development. Teachers can take a year off on 80 per
cent salary after working four years on 80 per cent pay. Supported the
recommendations of the Tomlinson report on "Schooling in Rural Western
Australia" with regard to establishing a remote teaching service. Teachers
working in the most remote locations will be compensated through a
schools specific differential remuneration package and other incentives
and entitlements. Offered teachers a 15 per cent pay increase which
would take WA teachers to the lead nationally in pay and conditions.
Proposed, as part of the pay increase, establishment of a new teaching
career structure providing added incentives to keep excellent teachers in
the classroom.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION; RENTAL COSTS
718. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Works:
(1) What was the total cost for the rental of office accommodation for each

department and agency within the Minister for Works' portfolio area for
1993-94?
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(2) What rental costs other than for office accommodation were incurred by
each department and agency within the Minister's portfolio area for
1993-94?

(3) What are the estimates for expenditure for 1994-95 for the rental of -
(i) office accommodation for each department and agency within the

Minister's portfolio area; and
(ii) other rental costs?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The following reply has been provided by the Minister for Works -

I will respond to the member in writing once this information has been compiled.
ABORIGINAL LIVING AREA PROGRAM - REVIEW REPORT

1018. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Lands:
I refer the Minister to his answer to question without notice 712 of Tuesday,
29 November 1994 in response to my question about the Aboriginal living area
program review report, and ask -
(1) On what basis did he conclude that the Aboriginal living area program

report that was referred to him by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs was
a draft report and not a completed report?

(2) On what basis does the Minister have for suggesting that there are
"possibly two draft reports on this report"?

(3) Will the Minister table a copy of either of these alleged draft reports?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) On what basis has the Minister, as he indicates in his letter, reviewed the

review?
(6) Who precisely "agreed that the reports did not fully address the terms of

reference given to the review group?"
(7) Was the review group "requested to continue its work" in writing?
(8) Will the Minister table any records of this request?
(9) Which terms of reference does the Minister conclude were not fully

addressed by the draft reports and in what way were these terms of
reference not fully addressed?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) The report was presented in draft form only at my request.
(2) Only on the basis that the initial draft report was discussed with senior

Department of Land Administration officers at which time I expressed
concerns that certain aspects of the terms of reference had not been fully
addressed and suggested additional informiation may be required.

(3) No.
(4) They are draft documents only.
(5) See answer to (2).
(6) It was my opinion as the Minister who commissioned the report and also

that of the Department of Land Administration's Chief Executive Officer,
Director, Land Operations and, earlier, the Acting Director, Land
Operations.

(7) No. See answer to (2).
(8) Not applicable.
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(9) Additional information was requested in respect of resourcing, site
utilisation and development issues.

SCHOOLS - YEAR OF TOLERANCE, PROGRAMS IMPLEMENTATION
1028. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

What programs and/or projects has the Department implemented for schools in
the Year of Tolerance?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
It is expected that schools throughout Western Australia will take up the theme of
tolerance for a wide variety of activities. The concept will also be considered as a
possible theme for Education Week later in the year.

POLICE - MEPHAM, JOHN, FORMER SENIOR CONSTABLE, CHARGES
1102. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) In respect of former Senior Constable John (Tiny) Mepham of Cue -

(a) on what charges was he found guilty;
(b) what penalties were imposed;
(c) was he forced to resign, or was he dismissed from the Western

Australian Police Force; and
(d) was Senior Constable Mepham given the opportunity to repay the

money he allegedly received?
(2) In respect of Chief Inspector C. Calanieri -

(a) did he travel from Kununurra to Perth and return in a Police
Department vehicle, and claim his free pass allowance when he
should have used his own vehicle;

(b) did he claim the cost of air fares for himself and/or his wife, or did
he claim expenses for the kilometres travelled;

(c) what was the amount claimed;
(d) over what dates was the trip undertaken;
(e) what disciplinary action was taken, and was he required to repay the

amount claimed;
(f) if so, what was the amount repaid;
(g) would this be deemed to be a criminal offence, or an offence of a

criminal nature; and
(h) why was Inspector C. Calameri treated differently to Senior

Constable Mepham?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

The Acting Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -
(1) (a) 2 x charges of false pretences; 4 x charges under the Police Force

Regulations.
(b) 1 x false pretence, dismissed under section 669 of the Criminal

Code - ordered to pay restitution of $248 with $43 costs; I x false
pretence, good behaviour bond $2 000 for 12 months - ordered to
pay restitution of $70 with $43 costs; 3 x charges under the Police
Force Regulations, dismissal from the Police Force (section 23
Police Act); 1 x insubordination - withdrawn.
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(c) Dismissed under section 23 of the Police Act.
(d) Restitution was ordered by the court on conviction.

(2) (a) No. However, he travelled from Kamrtha to Perth in a private
vehicle and from Perth to Karratha in a police vehicle. He claimed
his free pass allowance for both trips.

(b) Return air fare for himself.
(c) Total of $732; however, he was only entitled to $366.
(d) 25 October 1993 and 17 January 1994.
(e) Charged with contravening the provisions of the Police Force

Regulations by claiming a full travel concession to which he was
not entitled. Therefore committed an offence against the discipline
of the Police Force. He was fined $200 for the improper travel
concession claim and was not required to repay moneys.

(f) Not applicable.
(g) The matter of Inspector Calameri's conduct was investigated by

the internal affairs unit. In respect of the false travelling
concessions, the investigator recommended that Inspector
Calameri be charged with a fraud offence under the Criminal
Code. The issue was discussed with the Director of Public
Prosecutions who agreed that a prima facie case existed. Given the
nature of the evidence in this matter and the low likelihood of
success the then Commissioner of Police decided that disciplinary
charges should be pre *ferred against Inspector Calameri.

(h) Matters and decisions relating to the discipline of officers of the
Police Service and to the standards of the Police Service are the
prerogative and responsibility of the Commissioner of Police of the
day.
CALM - KARRI COUPES, LOGGING LIST

First Grade Karri Sawlogs from Old Growth Forests
3139. Hon J.A. SCOTIT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Would the Minister provide the current list of kanri coupes planned for
logging over the next three years, including 1995?

(2) Which karri coupes in the southern forest region not currently being
lodged have had road access constructed to them?

(3) In relation to the Department of Conservation and Land Management's
revised 1995 logging plan submitted to the Commonwealth in October
1994-
(a) which of the karri coupes listed have had road access constructed to

them;
(b) which of the karri coupes listed have now been logged or are

currently being logged;
(c) has this logging list been revised since it was sent to the

Commonwealth;
(d) if yes, which new c oupes have been added and which coupes have

been taken off;
(e) if any have been taken off, why were they taken off and had they

been prepared for logging;
(f) what is the estimated volume of first grade karri sawlog in each of

the coupes listed above; and
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(g) what is the estimated volume of first grade karri sawlog in each of
the coupes on the list which are regrowth operations?

(4) What is the total volume of first grade karri sawlogs from old growth
forests CALM estimates to be available from the southern forest region?

(5) What is the total volume of first grade kanri sawlogs from old growth
forests CALM estimates to be available over the next three years?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 1065.1

POLICE - EUCLA CASE
3402. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
I refer to my previous question on notice 2684 on this matter.
(1) As the answer provided to me said that police are not empowered to offer

immunity, will this matter be investigated?
(2) Under what Statute is the incident Mr Grinevicious refers to, barred?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

The Commissioner of Police has advised that -

(1) No. Mr Grinevicious was not offered immunity by police. Therefore,
there is no matter to be investigated. The advice previously provided by
the Commissioner of Police was incorrect as the Misuse of Drugs Act has
no statute of limitation. Mr Grinevicious referred to his alleged
possession of cannabis some 17 months prior to the interview with Messrs
Chilvers and Robson. In the absence of the alleged cannabis and in the
absence of any evidence which could prove the existence of cannabis, no
action was available to the investigating officers.

(2) Not applicable.
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - TEACHERS RESIDENTIAL

ACCOMMODATION, O'KANE REVIEW
3502. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the department acted upon the strategy suggested by the O'Kane
Review of Teachers' Residential Accommodation, in the Minister's term of
office?

(2) If not -

(a) why not; and
(b) when will the strategy be acted upon?

(3) If yes, when did this occur?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(l)-(3) The department has acted upon some strategies suggested by the O'Kane

review and taken the following action in respect of each strategy -

(i) Identified and submitted to the Government Employees Housing
Author-ity a list of properties that need to be replaced.

(ii) Referred concerns over maintenance of teacher accommodation to
GEHA resulting in the use of Building Management Authority
contractors in addition to those employed by Homeswest for
repairs to accommodation in remote locations.

(iii) Recognised the need for appropriate single accommodation. Since
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1994, in conjunction with GEHA, 24 one bedroom apartments
have or will be provided to teachers.

(iv) Supported a Cabinet submission for Kalgoorlie-Boulder
accommodation to be provided with airconditioning and
airconditioning subsidy for government employees.

(v) Supported and encouraged GEHA to undertake leases wherever
economically possible.

(vi) Supported the current practice to allow tenants to purchase
allocated GEHA accommodation.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - AIR CHARTER SERVICE CONTRACT AWARDED
TO GREAT WESTERN AVIATION

3617. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Services:
(1) On what basis did the State Supply Commission amend a request ftrm the

Ministry of Justice in relation to letting the air charter service contract
No 410A 1995?

(2) Was this amendment done on the- basis of a request from the Ministry of
Justice?

(3) If not, on what basis was the contract amended?
(4) Did the amendment to the specifications have the effect of reducing the

number of air charter operators who could tender for this contract?
(5) If yes, how many tenders were received?
(6) What is the annual cash value of the contract that has now been awarded

to Great Western Aviation?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) The State Supply Commission considered that the additional specification

would enhance the standard and safety levels of aircraft offered.
(2) No.
(3) See (1) above.
(4) Yes.
(5) Two.
(6) Approximately $78 000 per annum.

ROYAL COMMISSION INTO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES OF GOVERNMENT
AND OTHER MATTERS - STAFF RETAINED OR RECONTRACTED BY

GOVERNMENT
3635. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Attorney General:
(1) Which staff of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of

Government and Other Matters have been retained or recontracted by the
Western Australian Government since the royal commission reported?

(2) For what period were they retained?
(3) What remuneration has each been paid since the royal commission

reported and to what company and person were the fees and allowances
paid?

(4) Would the Attorney General also provide a breakdown of payments into
major categories (ie. fees and various allowances) in (3) above?

(5) What specific briefs has Mr Bryan Martin QC and Mr T. Wicks been
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contracted or employed to undertake since the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(4) These questions should be directed to the Premier.

(5) Mr T. Wicks - nil.
Mr B.Martin QC -
(a) To advise on the Mickelberg petitions for mercy
(b) Grill v WA Inc royal commission - Supreme Court
(c) The Queen v Burke - preliminary hearing and trial in the District

Court trial, to be beard in 1996.
EASTON ROYAL COMMISSION - VANSTONE, ANNE, QC, COUNSEL

ASSISTING APPOINTMENT
3637. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Attorney General:
(1) Who recommended the appointment of Mrs Anne Vanstone QC as

counsel assisting Commissioner K. Marks in the Easton royal
commission?

(2) What remuneration has Mrs Vanstone received to 31 August 1995?
(3) Would the Attorney General provide a breakdown of the remuneration

into fees and various allowances?
(4) To which person or company has the remuneration been paid?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The member asked the same question - 3636 - of the Leader of the House and I
refer the member to the Leader's response.

EDUCATION MINISTRY - NAME CHANGE COST

3652. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:

What was the total cost involved in changing the name of the Education Ministry
to the Education Department?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The total cost was $4 689. This information was provided in answer to question
3097.

AIR CHARTER SERVICES - STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION CONTRACTS
Tender Specifications, Advice from Civil Aviation Authority

3682. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister
for Services:
(1) How many tenders for air charter services has the State Supply

Commission let since 1 July 1993?
(2) How many times has the State Supply Commission sought advice from

the Civil Aviation Authority in regard to the tender specifications?
(3) On what basis was the advice of the CAA sought?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) The State Supply Commission has called 12 tenders for air charter

services on behalf of government agencies.
(2)-(3)

Advice is sought from the Civil Aviation Authority as required to assist in
determining aircraft performance suitability.
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PRISONS - SUBSTANCE USE RESOURCE UNIT
38 38. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for the Environment representing

the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1) Is it correct that the mandate of the substance use resource unit is to

provide and/or facilitate provision of substance use programs on a
statewide basis throughout Western Australian prisons?

(2) Is it correct that referred prisoners are required to complete a self-
assessment questionnaire which requests only information about their
alcohol and drug use habits in the previous 12 months?

(3) Is it correct that after the questionnaires are analysed prisoners are
provided with just a package of information brochures?

(4) Is it correct that prisoners have no direct contact with substance abuse
therapists and that any follow up program consists of a self-help manual?

(5) Has the program been evaluated?
(6) If not, why not?
(7) If yes, will the Attorney General table a copy of the evaluation and its

recommendations?
(8) If not, why not?
(9) How many prisoners come into the system with alcohol and/or drug

related crimes per annum?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(2) Yes.
(3)-(4) No.
(5) Yes.
(6) Not applicable.
(7) No.
(8) Due to the specific nature of the report it is not considered appropriate to

table this report at this time.
(9) A Ministry of Justice review of prison receptions for the year 1993-94

found that a total of 605 prisoners were imprisoned for either alcohol or
drug related offences.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - PRISONS, POSITIONS ADVERTISED OR
FILLED SINCE SUSPENSION OF OFFICERS

3930. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1) What positions within the Prison Department of the Ministry of Justice -

(a) have been advertised; and/or
(b) filled, since the suspension from duty of the 10 prison officers for

alleged assault on a prisoner?
(2) On what date were the 10 prison officers suspended from duty?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) Seven positions advertised in 1994; 87 positions advertised as at

17 November 1995.
(b) Two filled in 1994; 35 filled as at 17 November 1995.

(2) Five prison officers suspended from duty effective 24 October 1994; two
prison officers suspended from duty effective 25 October 1994.
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PRISONS - CASUARINA; CANNING VALE
Section 9 Prisons Act Inqu~iries; DPP, Overseer

3958. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:

(1) Is it correct, as reported in The West Australian dated 13 September 1995,
that the Director of Public Prosecutions is overseeing the section 9 Prisons
Act inquiry in relation to an alleged assault by 10 prison officers?

(2) If not, who is/was responsible for overseeing the inquiry?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

POLICE - FRAUD SQUAD
Complaints Received; FTEs

3969. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) How many complaints has the fraud squad received in each of the

following periods -

(a) 1 July 1989 to 30 June 1990;
(b) 1 July 1990 to 30 June 199 1;
(c) 1 July 1991 to 30 June 1992;
(d) I July 1992 to 30 June 1993;
(e) 1 July 1993 to 30 June 1994;
(f) 1 July 1994 to 30 June 1995; and

(g) since 1 July 1995?
(2) How many complaints were investigated?

(3) How many of the complaints resulted in charges?

(4) How many complaints resulted in convictions?

(5) With respect to the number of full time equivalent persons employed in
the fraud squad, in each of the periods in (1) above, how many were -

(a) police officers;
(b) accountants; and
(c) other personnel?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

I am advised by the Minister for Police in the following terms -

The A/Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -

(1) (a) Unable to supply accurate figures from records
(b) 10756
(c) 7571
(di) 11252
(e) 8 217
(f) 9749
(g) 219 up to October 1995.

(2) (a) Unable to supply accurate figures from records
(b) 7 994
(c) 4931
(d) 5 167
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(e)-(g) This information is not readily available and would take
considerable time and resources to collate. The majority of the
complaints referred to in the statistics relate to cheque and credit
card offences.

(3) (a) Unable to supply accurate figures from records
(b) 7704
(c) 4632
(d) 4836
(e) 3 227
(f) 4846
(g) Unable to provide figures at this time.

(4) Records are not kept by the Police Service.
(5) Police officers Accountants Other

1.7.89 to 30.6.90 30 nil 2 typist/clerks
2 police cadets

1.7.90 to 30.6.91 34 nil 2 typist/clerks
2 police cadets

1.7.91 to 30.6.92 34 nil 2 typist/clerks
2 police cadets

1.7.92 to 30.6.93 36 nil 2 typist/clerks
2 police cadets

1.7.93 to 30.6.94 34 nil 2 typist/clerks
2 police cadets

1.7.94 to 30.6.95 31 nil 2 typist/clerks
2 police cadets
until January 1995
then one cadet

1.7.95 to 26.10.95 34 nil 1 typist/clerk
1 police cadet

Note: Allocation of staff to squads in the Criminal Investigation Branch is the
prerogative of the Assistant Commissioner (Crime Operations), having
cognisance of the operational demands currently existing. While there are anumber of identified additional positions within the fraud squad, officers have notbeen allocated to these positions as greater priorities exist in other areas. Anaccountant has been appointed and commenced on 20 November 1995. A
solicitor has also been appointed and commenced on 11I December 1995. Th1efraud squad has been progressively working through the backlog of outstanding
inquiries and expects to have allocated all outstanding inquiries for investigation
by early January 1996.

SOCIETY OF ST. VINCENT DE PAUL - LETTER TO ATTORNEY GENERAL
3972. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
With respect to the letter to the Attorney General from the Society of St Vincent
de Paul dated 21 September 1995 -

(1) What action has been taken as a result?
(2) What action is intended to be taken?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) The Charitable Collections Committee was asked by me to review a

contract between People Who Care, a licensed charity, and a commerial
operator, taking into account the concerns raised by the Society ofSt Vincent de Paul. Accordingly, the contract was amended and has now
been agreed to by all parties concerned.
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PRISONS - GREENOUGH REGIONAL, BROOME REGIONAL, ROEBOURNE,
REGIONAL, CASUARINA, CANNING VALE

Prisoners, Nambers

3986. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Justice:
(1) How many prisoners are the following prisons designed to accommodate -

(a) Greenough Regional Prison;

(b) Broome Regional Prison;
(c) Roebourne Regional Prison;
(d) Casuarina Prison; and
(e) Canning Vale Prison?

(2) What was the number of prisoners at each prison at -

(a) 30 June 1994; and

(b) 30 June 1995?
(3) What is the most recent count of prisoners at each prison and on what date

were those counts completed?

(4) If the number of prisoners at any prison is greater than the design capacity,
how and where are the extra prisoners being accommodated?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The concept of standard bed capacity is misleading as it does not include

reference to either special purpose beds, or recognise the degree of
systemic flexibility which exists to cater for variations in prisoner
numbers. The standard bed capacity of each of the above prisons is
respectively -

(a) 131
(b) 71
(c) 130
(di) 446
(e) 305.

(2) 30.6.94 30.6.95
Greenough 133 136
Broome 60 79
Roebourne 89 82
Casuarina 472 480
Canning Vale 306 297

(3) 4 December 1995
Greenough 131
Broome 82
Roebourne 86
Casuarina 493
Canning Vale 315

(4) Extra prisoners are accommodated by double bunking, including those
prisoners who have demonstrated a preference for sharing a cell.

MICKELBERG CASE - EVIDENCE OF RUBBER FINGERS
4061. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Attorney General:
(1) Is it correct that the Director of Public Prosecutions advised the High

Court that there was no evidence of rubber fingers being taken from
Raymond Mickelberg's house?

13268 [COUNCIL]



[Thursday, 14 December 19951139

(2) Is it correct that evidence at the trial given by Peter and Sheryl Mickelberg
claimed rubber fingers were taken and that that evidence was not
challenged?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The inister will make available transcripts of the Hfigh Court appeal and the trial
if the member wishes.
FORESTS AND FORESTRY - DEFERRED FOREST ASSESSMENT FOR

WESTERN AUSTRALIA DRAFT REPORT
4079. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:

With reference to the document entitled 'Deferred Forest Assessment for WesternAustralia Draft Report by the Government of Western Australia for theCommonwealth Government September 1995", which the Minister for theEnvironment released on 29 September 1995 and which shows that 53 600hectares of karri forest and 481 700 hectares of jarrah forest were in statutory
reserves in Western Australia -
(1) Can the Minister provide a listing by name of those reserves which have

been included in the calculations of forest area?
(2) For each of those listed reserves, can the Minister also provide -

(a) the total gazetted area of that reserve;
(b) the gazetted tenure and purpose of that reserve;
(c) the area of karri forest in that reserve; and
(d) the area of jarrah forest in that reserve?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The member may have misunderstood the information presented in the deferredforest assessment for Western Australia draft report. The deferred forestassessment draft report states on page 5 that "in this context, the conservationreserve system includes all statutory reserves, both existing and approved by theWestern Australian Government, and non-statutory reserves that are excludedfrom timber harvesting". Therefore, the forest type distributions listed in thereport are the existing areas of each forest type which are in current and proposedstatutory reserves. To provide the information in the manner requested wouldtake approximately three months of work due to the complexity of interrelatingdata from CALM's forest management information system which provides areastatements such as tenure, forest vegetation type or river watershed information,with the tenure information system which provides formal gazettal details. Itshould be noted that there are over 200 individual reserves which would need tobe analysed. I am not prepared at this time to divert staff resources from existinghigh priority work to undertake the data analyses required.

FORESTS AND FORESTRY - DEFERRED FOREST ASSESSMENT FOR
WESTERN AUSTRALIA DRAFT REPORT

4104. Hon L.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:
Further to question without notice 905 of 14 November 1995, will the Ministeradvise when, and in what context, have Western Australian figures beenIfacknowledged by the Commonwealth to have a greater degree of precision than
those of other States"?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
CALM has regular interactions with other States regarding forest geographicinformation. CALM is aware that in terms of tenure information, forest typemapping and cutting history, Western Australia's GIS is at least as good as thebest of the other States, which in CALM's view is Tasmania. The deferred forest
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assessment in Western Australia was based on CALM's GIS which is mapped on
a 2 hectare grid. Many of the data layers presented in the Tasmanian deferred
forest assessment for assessment by the Commonwealth were based on a 4 ha
grid. Commonwealth officials acknowledged in discussions with CALM officers
during the DFA process that they were particularly impressed with aspects of
CALM's GIS, for example the resolution of old growth.

CALM - KOPPERS LOGS PICTON DEPOT, BUNBURY
Karri Logs

4126. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) From which forest coupes does Koppers Logs obtain the karri logs used
for power poles which are stored in its Picton depot at Bunbury?

(2) How many karri logs, in number and volume, are currently stored at the
Koppers Logs' Picton depot?

(3) How large are the karri logs?

(4) How much karri has Koppers Logs obtained in 1995?

(5) For what purposes will the wood currently being stockpiled at Koppers
Logs' Picton depot be used?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:

(1) Karri transmission poles obtained by Koppers Timber Preservation Pty
Ltd during 1995 from the Department of Conservation and Land
Management were from Court forest block coupe 3. The company has a
treatment plant at Picton which provides a service for various companies
and agencies by treating round log timber of various sizes and species
obtained from private property and Crown land. Koppers treats power
transmission poles for Western Power which are obtained from private
property owners and the Department of Conservation and Land
Management. Poles for Western Power obtained from private property are
the responsibility of Western Power.

(2)-(3) The number of karri logs, volume and size currently stored at Koppers
Picton depot is the private business of Koppers.

(4) The Department of Conservation and Land Management has sold 211
cubic metres of karri transmission poles during 1995. The quantity of
karri poles obtained from private property and treated by Koppers is the
private business of Koppers.

(5) The purposes for which the wood currently stockpiled by Koppers at
Picton will be used is the private business of Koppers.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, DEPARTMENT OF - JENKINS, BRYAN,
APPOINTMENT

4127. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Did the Minister approve the appointment of Bryan Robert Jenkins, an
environmental planner, to the position of the Western Australian
Department of Environmental Protection?

(2) Did the curriculum vitae of Bryan Jenkins disclose that he was formerly
director, environment, economics and planning of Kinhill Engineers Pty
Ltd?

(3) Is the Minister aware that Kinhill had been engaged by the Federal
Airports Corporation to prepare an environmental impact statement for the
third runway at Sydney's Kingsford Smith Airport?

(4) Is the Minister aware that the opening of the third runway at Sydney
airport has caused what has been described as the worst urban
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environmental disaster to impact a major city in Australia, and that it hasresulted in suffering on a major scale from aircraft noise, the medicaleffects of which are now of concern to the Australian Medical Association
and other medical bodies?

(5) Is the Minister aware that in an affidavit submitted in support of theFederal Airports Corporation, one of the respondents in a case which wasto be brought by 10 shire councils in the Federal Court, Mr Jenkinsaffirmed, inter alia on December 22, 1991 before Mary Mitchell, that "Inmy opinion, the environmental assessment carried out for the third runwayproposal is the most thorough environmental assessment, of which I amaware, of a large project carried out in Australia" (paragraph 13) and"Under my supervision noise issues were researched for, and analysed in
the Draft EIS " (paragraph 15)?

(6) Is the Minister aware that allegations of fraud and lack of objectivity havebeen made against Kinhill Engineers Pty Ltd before the Senate inquiryinto the disaster, citing hard evidence of deliberate misrepresentation ofthe international scientific literature in the environmental impact statementsupplement where it dealt with the impact of aircraft noise and its effectson the exposed population in the Sydney region?
(7) Given these sworn statements and allegations showing that Mr Jenkins'role in the third runway was a major and decisive one, is the Government

satisfied with Mr Jenkins' judgement, competence and integrity?
(8) Is the Government satisfied that in view of Mr Jenkins' record on thismatter he should now occupy a position of influence and public interest ina state government agency?
(9) What steps will the Minister take to ensure that similar conduct is notexhibited to the detriment of the public interest in Western Australia?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Dr Jenkins' appointment was approved by Cabinet.
(2)-(3) Yes.
(4) No.
(5) Dr Jenkins has confirmed the statements in the affidavit.
(6) I have been made aware of these allegations and that similar allegationswere made in the Federal Court where comprehensive evidence refutingthese allegations was provided and the case withdrawn. Action was takenby Kinhill in respect of the reporting of these allegations in the SydneyMorning Herald. A full apology and cash settlement was obtained,including an acknowledgement "that Kinhill has a reputation for integrityand technical excellence" and an unreserved withdrawal of theimplications arising from the article.
(74-8) Yes.
(9) Not relevant. I must also say that the peddling of unsubstantiated

allegations by the member, especially when those allegations have beenwithdrawn and apologised for, says more about the member's judgment,competence and integrity than Dr Jenkins'.
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - JOINT STATE-COMMONWEAL±TH

PROGRAMS
Transitional Support for Students with Disabilities, Funding

4129. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) For 1994, for the transitional support for students with disabilities jointprogram between the State and the Commonwealth -
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(a) how much funding did the Government receive from the Federal
Government; and

(b) how much money did the State Government contribute to this
program?

(2) Of this total amount - (1)(a) and (1)(b) combined - how was this money
expended?

(3) Will the Minister provide details of the following -

(a) what specific programs and/or areas was this money spent on; and

(b) how much money was/is spent on each of the programs and/or
areas detailed in (3)(a)?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) (a) In 1994 the Education Department received $209 834 from the

Commonwealth for transitional support for students with
disabilities program.

(b) See the reply to question on notice 4024 of 31 October 1995.

(2)-(3) Funds were expended to develop, implement and evaluate a range of
strategies to improve the school to post school transition process for
students with disabilities attending mainstream schools in a geographical
cluster of government and non-government schools. Models were
developed and trialled with the main components of expenditure being
salaries for teachers and support staff, professional development,
consultation with parents and other associated costs.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - JOINT STATE-COMMONWEALTH
PROGRAMS

Gifted and Talented Students, Funding

4130. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) For 1994, for the gifted and talented students joint program between the
State and the Commonwealth -

(a) how much funding did the Government receive from the Federal
Government; and

(b) how much money did the State Government contribute to this
program?

(2) Of this total amount - (1)(a) and (1)(b) combined - how was this money
expended?

(3) Will the Minister provide details of the following -

(a) what specific programs and/or areas was this money spent on; and

(b) how much money wasfis spent on each of the programs and/or
areas detailed in (3)(a)?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:

(1) (a) In 1994 the Education Department received $122 000 from the
Commonwealth for the gifted and talented students program.

(b) See the reply to question on notice 40)24 of 31 October 1995.

(2)-(3) Funds were expended on the development and publication of the teaching
talented and gifted students package and associated professional
development training comprising two teachers from each district trained to
deliver the program on an ongoing basis. The focus of the program is the
identification of gifted and talented students and then in-class provision of
appropriate programs for these students. In particular, the kit emphasises
the identification of gifted and talented students who are disadvantaged by
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low socioeconomic backgrounds, isolation, poor English proficiency or
disability.

CALM - TINGLE TREES; TINGLE FOREST
4132. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) I refer the Minister to his statement earlier this year when heacknowledged widespread concern about the fate of tingle trees and tingleforest and ordered the Department of Conservation and Land Managementnot to fell any tingle trees in its logging and roading activities without hisprior approval, can the Minister now advise whether he has given approval
for any felling of tingle trees since this order was made?

(2) Which areas of forest containing tingle species have been roaded in
preparation for logging and/or logged since the order was made?

(3) Does the Minister recognise the existence of tingle forest as opposed to
tingle trees?

(4) If so, how does the Minister define the forest type?
(5) How much tingle forest is left in Western Australia?
(6) How much of this is protected in statutory reserves; ie. national parks,

nature reserves and conservation parks?
(7) What is the Government's current policy on the use and protection of thetingle trees and tingle forest that currently lie outside of statutory

reserves?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) No.
(2) It is not known without field verification whether any area of forest

containing tingle trees has been roaded.
(3) Yes.
(4) Tingle species occur in mixture with other tree species. Tingle occurrence

is recorded in the Department of Conservation and Land Managementforest database when it occurs as more than 20 per cent of the species mixin patches greater than 2 hectares.
(5) A recent biological survey has identified that the tingle species occursover a broad area of about 43 600 ha on Crown land. Thbe extent of themixed tingle type, identified in accordance with question (4) above, onCrown land is approximately 9 200 ha. The extent of tingle on private

property is not accurately known.
(6) The approximate area of mixed tingle type identified in accordance withquestion (4) in statutory reserves is 5 090 ha. This includes 100 per cent

of Rates tingle and 98 per cent of red tingle.
(7) The policy is presently under revision.

CALM - SANDALWOOD EXPORTS, PRICE
4191. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for the Environment:

What price was obtained for all grades of sandalwood exported in -
(a) 1993-94; and
(b) 1994-95?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(a) $7 468 per tonne.
(b) $8 235 per tonne.
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CALM - SANDALWOOD SALES, NET INCOME $14 532 990

4 192. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Does the figure of $14 532 990 on page 55 of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management report indicate the net income
received by CALM for sandalwood sales?

(2) If the answer to (1) above is no -

(a) what were the expenses incurred in effecting the sales; and

(b) what was the equivalent figure for 1993-94?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) $4 053 316.

(b) $5 203 581'
CALM - SANDALWOOD EXPORTS, REVENUE FIGURES 1993-94, 1994-95

4193. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) As the Department of Conservation and Land Management annual report
states that sandalwood exports were 2032 tonnes in 1993-94 and 1 568
tonnes in 1994-95, how does the Minister reconcile the summary of
revenue retained in 1993-94 of $7 156 018 with the figure of $14 532 990
in 1994-95?

(2) Does the footnote on page 55 indicate we are not comparing apples with
apples, therefore the comparisons in the report have little value?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The figure of 2 032 tonnes for 1993-94 includes wood exported from

private property. Crown land exports were 1 829 tonnes for 1993-94 and
1 568 tonnes for 1994-95. The revenue figure for sandalwood for 1993-94
is net revenue after costs had been met by the company that had the
contract to export Crown land sandalwood. The revenue figure for
1994-95 is gross revenue before expenses, which were met by CALM.
The revenue figure for 1994-95 also includes revenue from sales in
1993-94 that was not received by CALM until the 1994-95 financial year.
On an accrual accounting basis, in which revenue is allocated to the year
in which it is earned rather than the year of actual receipt, the following
figures reconcile sandalwood revenue -

Gross revenue
Less expenses
Net revenue
Tonnes exported
Net revenue per tonne

1993-94
$13660106

$5203581
$8 459 525

1829
$4 625

1994-95
$12911 887
$4053 316
$8858571

1 568
$5 650

(2) No. The footnote explains the effect of net appropriations under section
23A of the Financial Administration and Audit Act 1993, which did not
have any effect on reporting of sandalwood revenue.

POLICE - TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS MONITORING
Lightfoot, Hon P.R.

4198. Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
Have any of my telephone conversations, to or from my offices, or homes, or
other place of work or habitation, ever been monitored, directly or indirectly, by
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the Western Australia Police Force, or by persons, or a person appointed by, or
given permission to so monitor by the Western Australia Police Force?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Minister for Police in the following terms -
The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -
No. The Western Australia Police Service is not an eligible authority or a
declared agency under the provisions of the Telecommunications (Interception)
Act, 1979. I also refer the member to my response to question 1403 of 1994.
POLICE - TILBURY PROPERTY, MUNDUJONG, POLICE VISITS SINCE

DEATH OF STEPHEN WARDLE
4200. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) On what occasions have police enteird the property of Mr R. and

Mrs R. Tilbury of Boomerang Road, Mundijong since the death of
Stephen Wardle?

(2) What was the purpose of each visit?
(3) How many officers attended each visit?
(4) On which occasions was a search warrant used?
(5) On which visits were goods removed from the property?
(6) Was an inventory of the goods removed provided to the Tilburys?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) Have all the goods been returned?
(9) If not, why not?
(10) Have the Tilburys been provided with a list of which goods are still in the

possession of the police?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Minister for Police that he will respond to the member in
writing.

DOOHAN, JOHN - POLICE FILES
4208. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did the Western Australian police cause the destruction of any part of

three volumes of police admitted files on Mr John Doohan classified for
"Police eyes only"?

(2) If yes, on which date were the files, or part of, destroyed?
(3) Did Mr Doohan advise Chief Inspector J.B. Rae, Officer in Charge of the

Police Freedom of Information Unit, that he had requested the
Commissioner of Police to advise him of the dates of police requests to
the State Library Board for destruction of those files and dates of
destruction?

(4) Did Chief Inspector Rae on 29 June 1995 advise Mr Doohan that all of
Mr Doohan's correspondence had been forwarded to police internal
investigations branch for its attention and inquiry and that the internal
investigations branch would respond directly to Mr Doohan?

(5) Has the internal investigations branch yet responded to Mr Doohan?
(6) Has the internal investigations branch attended to this matter?
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(7) If yes, what is the result of its attention and inquiry?

(8) If the internal investigations branch has not yet responded to Mr Doohan
or attended the matter, why not?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

I am advised by the Minister for Police in the following terms -

Thbe Acting Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -

(1) The internal investigations branch has two files for Mr John Doohan
(901950 and 93/63) relating to correspondence from Mr Doohan.

(2) Not applicable.
(3)-(4) Yes.
(5)-(8) The issues raised by Mr Doohan have been addressed by inquiry officers

in two separate previous investigations by the internal investigations
branch. Further investigations of the same issues cannot be justified.

DOOHAN, JOHN - POLICE FILES

4209. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
With reference to question on notice 4107 of 21 November 1995 and the
Minister's subsequent answer -

(1) For what reasons was the file containing the report of Inspector Kidd
forwarded to the Officer in Charge, Protective Services?

(2) Did Inspector Kidd suggest that Mr Doohan's file be forwarded to the
Commissioner of Police's office for dissemination to other police areas?

(3) Was the file forwarded to the Commissioner of Police's office?

(4) Did Inspector Kidd's report on his 25 February 1993 meeting with
Mr Doohan form part of that file?

(5) Which police officer or officers forwarded that file to Protective Services?

(6) Was that file forwarded to, or disseminated to, any other police area or
units?

(7) If yes, what are the names and positions of those police officers or units?

(8) Does Protective Services operate in conjunction with the Tactical
Response Group?

(9) Does the Tactical Response Group have access to Protective Services held
files?

(10) Is Mr Doohan's Protective Services held file available to the Tactical
Response Group or already accessed by the Tactical Response Group?

(11) For how long has Protective Services held records on John Doohan?

(12) Does Mr Doohan have, or has he ever had, a criminal record or criminal
reputation?

(13) What is Mr Doohan's subject category on Protective Services' files?

(14) Is Mr Doohan on the Protective Services' watch list?

(15) If yes, for what reasons?
(16) What are the specific roles and duties of Protective Services?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

I am advised by the Minister for Police in the following terms -

The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -
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(1) As a result of Mr Doohan's belief that a dossier on himi was kept by the
Police Service.

(2) Yes.
(3) No. The file was forwarded to the Acting Commander (Discipline).
(4) Yes.
(5) Acting Commander (Discipline).
(6) No.
(7) Not applicable.
(8)-(9) No.
(10) Protective Services does not hold any file on Mr Doohan.
(11) Not applicable.
(12) No convictions are recorded in the name of John Doohan.
(13) Not applicable. See response to (10) above.
(14) No.
(15) Not applicable.
(16) To provide a protective security and intelligence service so that safety,

security and public order are preserved.

LAND - W=ITNOOM AIRPORT SITE, LEASE
4228. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Lands:

(1) In respect of the land which is the site of the Wittenoom airport, is the site
still leased by an agency of the Commonwealth Government?

(2) If not, is the formerly leased area now Crown land owned by the State of
Western Australia?

(3) If not, who is the current owner of the site?
(4) Who is the current leaseholder of the airport site?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) No.
(2) Yes. The Wittenoomn aerodrome site is the subject of unvested Reserve

No 23278 which is set apart for the purpose of "aerial landing ground".
(3)-(4) Not applicable.

POLICE - CRIMMINS CASE
4237. Hon MARK NEV1LL to the Leader of the House representing the ]Minister for

Police:
In respect of the Crimmins case, why did Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton order
Thoy to stop the investigation into this matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Minister for Police that he will respond to the member in
writing.

POLICE - BRENNAN CAR SCAM-DRUGS CASE
4238. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
In respect of the complaints to the DPP by Acting Inspector R.M. Thoy dated
29 September 1994, about the investigation of the Brennan car/drugs scam -
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(1) Which senior officers in the Police Force were the first to be advised of
this complaint?

(2) Was Deputy Commissioner Ayton advised of the complaint?

(3) If yes, when?
(4) If yes, what action was taken?
(5) Did officers in the Special Investigations Task Force investigate the

complaint?
(6) If not, why not?
(7) Was Detective Inspector Trevor Porter involved in the investigation?
(8) If yes, what was his role?
(9) If no, who was in charge of the investigation?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Minister for Police that he will respond to the member in
writing.

POLICE - BRENNAN CAR SCAM-DRUGS CASE
4239. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) In respect of the Brennan car scam/drugs, case, when was the letter dated

25 January 1995 from NSW Police Service solicitor Howard Bill to
Detective Inspector Trevor Davis of the WA Police Force's proceeds of
crime unit received by -

(a) WA Police Service; and
(b) Detective Inspector Trevor Davis?

(2) In respect of that letter, why was Detective K. Walter not sent to Sydney
as advised?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Minister for Police in the following terms -

The Acting Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -

(1) The letter was sent direct via facsimile to Detective Inspector Davis on
27 January 1995.

(2) In light of subsequent legal advice, a decision was made by the Western
Australian Police Service not to pursue the issue in the New South Wales
courts; therefore, the attendance of former Detective K. Walters was not
required.

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES, DEPARTMENT FOR - HOME
VISITING SERVICE

CLAN (Community Link and Network) Services

4240. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) Did the Premier address the 1995 annual general meeting of the Western
Australian Council of Social Service?

(2) Did the Premier, in that address, refer to the Government's new home
visiting service?

(3) Is the Premier aware of the proposed operation of the home visiting
service?

(4) If so, can the Premier advise why the Government found it necessary to
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establish such a service when the Community Link and Network provided
the same or a similar service?

(5) Why has the Government established two of the five new home visiting
services in areas where CL AN is already providing a well-utilised service
to the community?

(6) Why has the home visiting service been established in Mandurah when
CLAN already provides a service to that area?

(7) Why has CLAN been told to change its service significantly to
accommodate the new home visiting service?

(8) Did the district mapping exercise undertaken by the Department of Family
and Children's Services (formerly the Department of Community
Development) recommend the establishment of the home visiting service,
and home visiting service in Mandurah?

(9) Did the Department of Family and Children's Services, in conducting it's
mapping exercise earlier in the year, conclude that CLAN Mandurah was
operating successfully?

(10) In the same mapping exercise did the Department of Family and
Children's Services recommend no change to the services provided by
CLAN?

(11) If so, why has CLAN been instructed by the department to change the
nature of the service it is providing?

(12) Has the Department of Family and Children's Services (formerly the
Department of Community Development) monitored and evaluated the
strategies and services provided by CLAN?

(13) If so, is it true that every review conducted by the department has rated
CLAN extremely high?

(14) If not, how has CLAN been rated?
(15) Does the Government intend to establish identical services to that

provided by CLAN in other areas where CLAN operates?
(16) Are there any concerns about the nature or limitations of the service

provided by CLAN?
(17) If so, where those concerns and limitations communicated to CLAN prior

to the decision being made to establish the new home visiting service?
(18) What are those concerns and limitations?
(19) How are those concerns and limitations explained given that CLAN

Mirrabooka was recently named as a finalist in the Community Service
Industry Awards and CLAN awarded the Australian Violence Prevention
Award earlier this year?

(20) Does the Government consider CLAN adequately funded for the tasks and
services it has to fulfil?

(21) If so, how does the Government justify allocating twice the amount
provided to CLAN to each new home visiting service?

(22) Has the Government considered providing CLAN with increased funding
to enable them to carry out any work envisaged by the new home visiting
service?

(23) If not, why not?
(24) How does the Government justify setting up an identical service to CLAN

without first offering CLAN adequate resources to provide the services
required by the Government?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) Yes, I did address the annual general meeting of the Western Australian

Council of Social Service on Wednesday, 25 October 1995.
(2)-(3) Yes.
(4) The service to be provided by the Home Visiting Service is not the same

as that provided by Community Link and Network (CLAN).
(5) The need for parenting skiuling services was identified as distinct from

general family support services.
(6) To ensure a complementary range of family services in Mandurah.
(7) CLAN's target group was previously 0 to 12 years. CLAN has agreed to

focus on six to 12 years, which effectively means they will have the same
resources to target a smaller target group. It should be noted that CLAN
has not been excluded from working with children younger than six.

(8) The parenting initiatives are clearly in line with the recommendations of
the family task force and the Department for Famil~y and Children's
Services' new directions.

M9-00O)
Yes.

(11) CLAN has been requested to change the target group for their service.
They have not been requested to change the nature of their service.

(12)-(13)
Yes.

(14) Not applicable.
(15)-(16)

No.
(17)-(19)

Not applicable.
(20) Yes.
(21) The budget allocation for each pilot home visiting service is not twice the

amount provided to CLAN. It is of deep concern that the inference is
made that the Government should not be looking at alternative services to
increase parenting skills within the community. The new home visiting
service is being piloted in five districts to allow an ongoing evaluation
which will be of benefit to all agencies working with parents in the future.
The Government is committed to reducing child maltreatment through
preventive avenues, which is in concert with the child protection reforms
which have been piloted in 1995. There is also a commitment to identify
ways to strengthen families within Western Australia. Attempts to
undermine these positive initiatives by the Opposition or some agencies
within the community are, to say the least, very disappointing.

(22) No.
(23) The home visiting services are being implemented as pilots. Once the

evaluation process is complete a decision on the future will be made.
(24) The two services are not identical.

POLICE - CAUTIONS FOR VEHICLE TYPE OFFENCES POLICY
4245. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Has the Police Service or the Minister for Police made any policy
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decisions on cautions being given to young persons (offenders) in relation
to certain offences involving a vehicle?

(2) Exactly what is the policy or policy changes?
(3) Has the policy been changed in recent times?
(4) Are there any proposals afoot to change the policy?
(5) Are there any proposals to introduce any policy relating to cautions for

vehicle type offences?
(6) Exactly what is proposed or envisaged?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Minister for Police that he will respond to the member in
writing.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LIBERAL PARTY - FUNCTION AT PARLIAMENT HOUSE 1 DECEMBER,
COST

1160. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) Did the Premier have charged to his personal account the cost of a Liberal

Party function at Parliament House on 1 December 1995?
(2) What was the cost of the food provided for the function?
(3) What was the cost of the beverages provided for the function?
(4) How many people attended the function?
(5) Were any arrangements made for the Premier to be reimbursed for the cost

of the function; and if so, by whom?
(6) Did any people who attended the function subsequently make any form of

payment, including donations, to meet the cost -of the function?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the
Premier -
(1) As with most functions of this type organised by members on both sides of

this Parliament the cost of the function was charged to the Premier's
personal account and therefore will be paid for by the Premier.

(2)-(6) Not applicable.
MARRON FARMING - DEREGULATION

1161. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister representing the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Has the Minister's direction to deregulate the commercial farming of

marron been put in place?
(2) If yes, when?
(3) What consultation has taken place with the existing licence holders?
(4) When were the discussions held?
(5) Why was it recommended that the licence fees be so dramatically

reduced?
(6) Since the changes, how many people have made applications to the

Fisheries Department for licences?
(7) Will the removal of requirements allow the average farm dam to be used

for commercial marron farming?
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(8) Will there be any compensation for losses incurred by those in the
industry under the new rules?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. Unfortunately I did not get
back to the House until this afternoon. I have not been able to get the answer
from the Minister for Fisheries. The Minister's office has suggested that either
the member write directly to the Minister or I get an answer and advise the
member in writing.

HOSPITALS - TEACHING
Financial Concerns

1162. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Do all our teaching hospitals have sufficient funds to carry out their

normal operations until the end of the current financial year?
(2) Have any of these hospitals diverted funds from their capital and

maintenance budgets to pay for other services?
(3) If there has been an overspending of the hospital budgets what action will

the Minister take to ensure that normal services and maintenance
programs are continued?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(l)-(3) In view of the indications that teaching hospitals may be experiencing

financial concerns due to the increase in patient services, the
Commissioner of Health is reviewing the degree of financial pressure and
will report to the Government.

BUILDERS REGISTRATION BOARD - KESTRAL HOLDINGS
1163. Hon AJ.G. MacTTERNAN to the Minister for Fair Trading:

(1) Is the Builders Registration Board aware that Dun and Bradstreet has
twice this year issued reports on registered builder Kestral Holdings,
rating that company has high risk and giving the company a risk score of
0. 1 compared with the industry norm of 2. 1?

(2) Is the BRB aware that the Law Society's civil litigation assistance fund
has recently declined to fund a home buyer to take action against this
builder, although the claim was assessed as having merit, because of the
lack of financial soundness of this company?

(3) Has the BRB taken any steps to review the material and financial
resources of this builder?

(4) In view of the fact that this company has had in excess of 30 orders made
against it in connection with its building work by the Building Disputes
Committee, has the BRB taken any action under section 13 of the
Builders' Registration Act to review or suspend the registration of the
builder or any other action to ensure the builder has the technical
competence to build housing of an acceptable standard?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1)-(2) No.
(3) Yes.
(4) Yes. The inquiry is proceeding and listed for further hearing early in

1996.
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JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CONFLICT OF INTERESTS WORKING GROUP
DRAFT REPORT

1164. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Fair Trading:
In relation to the Minister's answers on the draft report of the conflict of interests
working group -

(1) Was the identity of any of the complainants the subject of the case
scenarios known to the Minister or Ministry of Fair Trading?

(2) Were the first five case scenarios drafted by the ministry and proposed to
be included in the position paper at the meeting of the working group on
12 May 1995, chaired by Hon Ross Lightfoot?

(3) If the answer to (2) is yes, does the Minister wish to amend the answer to
question without notice 1099 in which he said that the scenarios were
added without consultation with Hon Ross Lightfoot and were added in a
way which he believed was unprofessional and were slammed in the back
of a report without any question as to whether the contents were true?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes, it was known to the ministry but not known to me except to the

extent stated in the scenarios.
(2) Ministry staff drafted these scenarios on the basis of information provided

by members of the working group. At the time, the information provided
was not checked against documentation contained in the ministry's
investigation files as the working group's terms of reference did not
include an inquiry into the conduct of present or past investigations. It
subsequently became apparent when the scenarios were checked against
this documentation that some statements made in the scenarios were
factually incorrect.

(3) No. I refer the member to the answer to part (2). The fact that
information which was not factually correct was included at the back of
the report was, in my view, unprofessional.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CONFLICT OF INTERESTS WORKING GROUP
DRAFT'REPORT

1165. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Fair Trading:
In relation to the Minister's answer to question without notice 1097.
(1) Who offered the Minister a copy of the draft report and when was it

offered?
(2) Who told the Minister that the draft report was not accurate and when was

he told this?
(3) What were the inaccuracies the Minister was told about?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) The work of the working group, the report, and the fact that members of

the group were unable to develop an agreed position in relation to the
major terms of reference were all discussed at a regular meeting between
me and the Chief Executive Officer of the Ministry of Fair Trading on
6 September 1995. It was in this context that the offer was made.

(2) Ministry staff; in late September.
(3) A number of statements made in the case scenarios were shown to have

been based on allegations rather than established facts.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - LAND ACQUISITION FOR
CONSERVATION PURPOSES

1166. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House:
With reference to the answer to question on notice 3259, do the funds allocated to
the Western Australia Land Authority, the Department of Land Administration or
the Western Australian Planning Commission include any allocation for land
acquisition for conservation purposes?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the Premier
in the following terms: In respect of the $40.999m allocated by the Western
Australian Planning Commission for land acquisition, a major part of the program
is to acquire land reserved in the metropolitan region scheme for parks and
recreation. Within those reserves are significant areas of urban bushland with
varying conservation values.
The $50.83m allocated to the Western Australian Land Authority does not include
any allocation for conservation purposes; however, acquisition of broadhectare
landholdings may in time give to public open space and other reservations upon
subdivision. The $600 000 allocated to the Department of Land Administration is
for the acquisition of the Waterbanc station's pastoral lease. Waterbank station
will have many possible uses, including Aboriginal purposes, townsite extension,
water management, and conservation purposes.

SCHOOLS - HEDLANI) SENIOR HIGH
Outstanding School Charges

1167. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that parents of students attending Hedland

Senior High School have been informed that their children will be
excluded from all elective subjects in 1996 unless they pay outstanding
school fees?

(2) If so, does the Minister condone this action, or will he be taking action to
resolve the issue?

(3) Can the Minister assure the House that this type of action is not acceptable
in government schools in Western Australia?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) I am advised that no parent of a student attending Hedland Senior High

School has been so informed.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Schools are encouraged to discuss outstanding school charges with parents

and come to mutually agreeable arrangements.
BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - PRI BUILDING

MANAGEMENT SERVICES, ALLEGED IMPROPER CONDUCT COMPLAINT
1168. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for

Services:
I refer to the Minister's refusal yesterday to address specific questions of alleged
extortion involving an official of the Building Management Authority and to refer
only to events since 16 November 1995, and I ask -
(1) Why did the Minister ignore my question asking whether the BMA's

manager of property services, Ron Zatella, was advised at least 12 months
ago of an alleged attempt by a BMA official - whose name I have
privately provided to the Minister - to extort a payment from Patricia
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Ruby Joy of PRJ Building Management Services, a company that had
cleaning contracts with the BMA?

(2) What action was immediately taken by the BMA?
(3) Is it true that the BMA's manager of risk management John Coleman,

was notified verbally in or about May 1995 that Patricia Joy and Cliff
Maxwell had been asked for money by a BMA officer, and that
Mr Coleman did not seek any immediate written complaint or take any
substantive action?

(4) Is it also true that at that time Mr Coleman was given the names of the
BMA officers who made the extortion attempt and who subsequently
caused difficulties with the cleaning contracts of PRJ Building
Management Services?

(5) Did Patricia Ruby Joy telephone Tony DeBarro, principal policy officer at
the Minister's office, on or about 14 November 1995 to complain about an
extortion attempt and of harassment by BMA officials?

(6) On or about 24 November did DeBarro tell Maxwell and Joy by telephone
that the Minister was too busy to see them about these corruption claims
until some time after Christmas?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Works has
provided the following reply -

(l)-(6) It would not be proper for me to address the allegations raised by the
member yesterday and today in this House, for which she has provided
absolutely no evidence, until the matters have been thoroughly and
appropriately investigated. Inquiries within the Building Management
Authority have identified no verifiable basis supporting the verbal claims.
However, the allegations made are extremely serious and should be fully
investigated by the appropriate authorities if the evidence can be provided.
The member and/or the proprietors of PRJ Building Management Services
should provide the allegations and supporting documentation in writiing as
previously requested on other occasions by the BMA and my ministerial
office. Alternatively, these matters should be taken directly to the
Western Australian Police Service.

FORESTS AND FORESTRY - DEFERRED FOREST ASSESSMENT FOR
WESTERN AUSTRALIA DRAFT REPORT

1169. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:
Were the Yanchep national park; Yalgorup national park; any other reserves on
the Swan coastal plain; coastal heathlands, wetlands and estuaries ini the
D'Entrecasteaux national park; coastal heathlands, wetlands and estuaries in the
Scott River national park; heathlands in the Leeuwin-Naturaliste national park;
Carnac Island; and any other islands in the Shoalwater Bay, included in estimates
or calculations of forest in Western Australia under the "Deferred Forest
Assessment for Western Australia Draft Report 1995" and, if so, how much forest
and what forest types were identified?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The database for the Yanchep national park, Yalgorup national park and for any
other reserves on the Swan coastal plain would have been interrogated for the
occurrence of forest, and if forest was present, it would have been included in the
appropriate estimate or calculation. Considerable resources would be required to
answer this question definitely. As to the remainder of the areas referred to in the
question, no.
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HOSPITALS - BUNIIURY REGIONAL
Budget Allocations; Debt; Expenditure

1170. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
Does the Minister now have the answer to the question I asked last week about
budget allocations and expenditure at the Bunbury Regional Hospital and, if so,
will he please provide the answer? For his information, I refer to question 1036,
which I asked on Wednesday, 29 November, which was -

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the hospital has a debt of $326 000 which is
repayable over five years?

(2) Did he give a commitment which was quoted in the South Western Times
on 7 September 1995 that this debt would be wiped out?

(3) If yes, will the Minister explain the change in policy?
(4) What is the level of overexpenditure of the current budget of the Bunbury

Regional Hospital?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes, however for the member's information the following applies -

The Bunbury Regional Hospital received a loan of $500 000 to
meet expenditure overruns incurred in 1994-95. Of that amount,
$174 000 was gifted following a review of the hospital's finances
in 1994 leaving an interest free debt of $326 000, which is to be
repaid on commissioning of the new Bunbury campus.

(2) The Mnister indicated that the money might be repaid when the Blair
Street site is sold.

(3) There has been no change in policy.
(4) The Bunbury Regional Hospital budget for 1995-96 is still under

negotiation, with an estimated $16 664 445 being the figure at this time.
This includes the nursing home. The actual expenditure of the Bunbury
Regional Hospital and nursing home for the period to 30 November is
$7 130 189.

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND) HEALTH, DEPARTMENT OF - TURNER,
PHILIP, DEATH AT STATEWIDE DEMOLITION SITE INQUIRY

117 1. Hon AJOG. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Mnister for Labour
Relations:
(1) Has the Department of Occupational Safety and Health completed its

investigation into the death of Philip Alan Turner at a Statewide
Demolition site on 18 October 1995?

(2) If yes, have departmental officers recommended that charges be laid
against the management and proprietors of Statewide Demolition?

(3) If yes, what charges have been recommended and have these charges been
laid?

(4) If the investigation has not been completed, what is the cause of the delay
and when is completion anticipated?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) The investigation has been completed and the report is being prepared.
(2) Prosecution action is envisaged.
(3) Specific charges have not been finalised.
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(4) There has been no delay; an investigation of a fatality is necessarily
comprehensive. The report is likely to be forwarded to the Coroner by
mid-January 1996.

HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL
Capital Works Expenditure

1172. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
In relation to the capital works money spent to date on the Bunbury Regional
Hospital -

(1) Will the Minister provide a breakdown of the costs of $335 500 for the
project director, project coordinator and legal and financial services?

(2) Who provided -

(a) the legal advice; and
(b) the financial services?

(3) Who is the project coordinator?
(4) Who are the project executive officer and "other associated staff'?
(5) What theatre equipment has been forward purchased in the planned new

hospital?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Project director - $69 700; project coordinator - $3 900; legal and

financial - $261 900.
(2) (a) Parker and Parker, Crown Solicitors Office.

(b) Arthur Andersen, Archon, State Treasury.
(3) Brad Sebbes, Health Department of Western Australia.
(4) Gillian Morgan, project officer;

Anne Donaldson, Leonie Dunn, Beryl Cosgrove - Bunbury Health Service
Frank Cassella - Health Department of Western Australia.

(5) Detail of the equipment purchase breakdown is not available within the
time frame to answer this question. The Minister for Health has indicated
that he will advise the member in due course.

GAS STANDARDS ACT 1972 - GAS STANDARDS REGULATIONS 1983,
AMENDMENTS

1173. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Energy:
(1) Does the Government intend to amend the Gas Standards Act 1972 or the

Gas Standards Regulations 1983?
(2) If yes, what changes are proposed?
(3) Who has been involved in determining the need for and the type of

changes proposed?
(4) Has there been consultation with the industry?
(5) If yes, who was consulted?
(6) Should amendments be made to the Gas Standards Regulations 1983, Will

they be tabled in Parliament?
(7) If yes, when does the Government intend to table its proposals before

Parliament?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the Minister
for Energy as follows -

(1) Yes.
(2) The Gas Standards Act 1972 appears to need updating in respect of, for

example, inspection obligations for gas suppliers and related matters. The
Gas Standards Regulations 1983 appears, for example, to require
amendment addressing consumer installation technical requirements.
Compliance with the Australian Gas Association's code AG 601, which is
now the accepted industry standard, would be specified. Other provisions
in relation to gasfitter licences and their administration may also be
needed.

(3) The Office of Energy is the responsible agency for bringing forward
proposals for the type of changes under consideration.

(4) Yes, on some of these matters.
(5) The range of persons or bodies being consulted through the Office of

Energy varies according to the nature of the subject, with a view to
involving all relevant industry stakeholders including where appropriate
industry associations, other statutory bodies and interest groups.

(6) Any amendments to the regulations will be presented to Parliament in the
normal way, after approval by Executive Council.

(7) No timetable is presently determined for the amendment of the
regulations.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - PEEL HEALTH SERVICE
Privatisaion, Cabinet Decision

1174. Hon JA. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
In answer to question without notice 1032 asked on 29 November regarding the
privatising of parts of the Peel Health Service, the Minister said that "no decision
has yet been made."
(1) Who is involved in the decision making?
(2) When does the Minister expect a decision to be made?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1)-(2) Cabinet is the final decision making authority and its decision should be

known shortly.
PLANT REGULATIONS - NEW, GAZElTAL AND TABLING DATES

1175. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister representing the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Does the Government propose to introduce a new set of plant regulations?
(2) If yes, who has been involved in their formulation and drafting?
(3) When will the plant regulations be -

(a) gazetted, and
(b) tabled in State Parliament?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes.
(2) The proposed regulations are designed to implement the National
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Standard for Plant in Western Australian workplaces. The National
Standard for Plant was developed by the National Occupational Health
and Safety Commission, a body comprising representatives of the
Australian Council of Trade Unions and the Australian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, and commonwealth, state and territory
governments. In Western Australia, the tripartite WorkSafe Western
Australia Commission and the commission's regulation review advisory
committee have been involved in the formulation and drafting of the
proposed regulations.

(3) (a) The regulations are open to public comment until 15 March 1996.
Comments received will be considered by the WorkSafe Western
Australia Commission, and the regulations finalised. Gazettal will
follow as soon as practicable.

(b) Tabling will follow the making of the regulations by the Governor
in Executive Council and publication of the regulations in the
Governent Gaze tte.
HOSPITALS - GERALDTON REGIONAL

Health Services Manager; Collis, Barbara, Resignation
1176. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Who holds the post of health services manager at the Geraldton Regional
Hospital?

(2) What is the present status of Ms Barbara Collis, the former health service
manager?

(3) Has Ms Collis been removed from that position?
(4) If so, why was she removed from that position?
Hon E.J. Charlton: She is on holiday.
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Ms Barbara Collis is the substantive occupant of the position. Hon Eric

Charlton got it right! Mr Terry Brennan is presently Acting General
Manager of Geraldton Health Service.

(2) Ms Collis is presently on leave.
(3) No. Ms Collis has resigned effective from 31 December 1995. She is on

leave until that time.
(4) Not applicable.

VITAMIN A PROGRAM - FUTURE
1177. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it true that the vitamin A program is experiencing a shortage of supply
of tablets?

(2) If yes, why is this the case?
(3) Will the Government indicate whether the program will be continued in

1996?
(4) If yes, under what terms and conditions; and, in particular, will there be a

reduced service?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1)-(2) I am unaware of any shortage, and I understand the Minister for Health is

also unaware.
(3)-(4) A five year research project funded to the extent of $600 000 by the
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Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission concluded in
June this year and the resultant reports have been peer reviewed. The
commission has suggested a number of options available to the
researchers to progress the project, and the chairman of the commission
has discussed these with the researchers. The Minister is awaiting a
further submission on the project from the researchers.

SCHOOLS - JURIEN DISTRICT IGH
Building Program, Development Stage

1178. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
With regard to the second stage of the building program at Jurien District High
School, on 29 March the Minister wrote to the chairperson of the Central West
Coast Educational Advisory Committee and indicated that "stage 2 of the Jurien
District High School is scheduled for 1996-97". On 30 August, the Director
General of Education, Mr Greg Black, wrote to the Shire of Dandaragan that "the
next stage of the development at Jurien District'High School will receive serious
consideration in the 1996-97 capital works program".
(1) Can the Minister confirm which statement is correct?
(2) If Mr Greg Black's statement is correct, will the Minister explain the

reason for withdrawing his commitment to the second stage of the
building program at Jurien District High School for 1996-97?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) The next stage of development at Jurien District High School will be

considered as part of the 1996-97 capital works program.
(2) Correspondence dated 29 March 1995 was drafted as a result of

discussions between the Western Australian Department of Training and
the Education Department of Western Australia. Advice provided by
EDWA has been misinterpreted in the drafting process. However, the
intent of the statement is that Jurien District High School is scheduled to
receive due consideration as part of the 1996-97 capital works program.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - BUNBURY HEALTH DISTRICT
Expenditure

1179. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) How much was spent in the Bunbury health district in each of -

(i) 1992-93;
(ii) 1993-94; and
(iii) 1994-95;
on -

(a) Bunbury Community Health;
(b) Aged Care Assessment Team; and
(c) Bunbury Mental Health Services?

(2) Did any of the money for this expenditure come from the income of
Bunbury Regional Hospital; and, if so, how much in each of these years?

(3) From which line item in the state Budget did this expenditure come in
each of these years?

(4) Did any of this expenditure come from commonwealth sources?
(5) What is the proposed expenditure on each of the services referred to in (1)

for 1995-96?
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(6) What will be the source of this expenditure?
(7) Will any of it come from state sources?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

Bu=br Financial records $1 438 678 $1 329 820
Commuity for this period were
Health kept by the former

south west regional
office; all financial
records have been
archived and will
take some time to
retrieve.

Aged Care s.$152900 $171100
Assessment
Team
Bunbury Mental "$560274 $801880
Health Services

(2) No.
(3) The services are funded from the item an "Amount provided for recurrent

services". The ACAT is funded from the item "Contribution to Hospital
Fund".

(4) Yes.
(5) Bunbury Community Health $1 700 000

Aged Care Assessment Team $172 220
Bunbury Mental Health Services $1 031 580

(6) Bunbury Community Health: State Government
Aged Care Assessment Team: Commonwealth
Bunbury Mental Health Services: State Government

(7) Yes.
HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL

Forrest Lodge, Expenditure
1180. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) What was the amount expended from the state Health budget on Forrest
Lodge, the permanent care unit at Bunbury Regional Hospital in each of
the following years -

(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94; and
(d) 1994-95?

(2) Did this money come from the budget of the Bunbury Regional Hospital
or fro some other source?

(3) How much money is estimated to be spent on Forrest Lodge from the state
Health budget in 1995-96?

(4) What is the source of funds for this estimated expenditure?
(5) How much money is estimated to be expended from commonwealth

sources for the operation of Forrest Lodge in 1995-96?
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(6) How much money is estimated to be expended firom other commonwealth
and state sources in 1995-96 on Forrest Lodge?

(7) What are the sources of those moneys?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) (a)-(c) This information is flat readily available as financial records have

been archived.
(d) $1 927 200.

(2) Yes, it forms part of the Bunbury Regional Hospital overall budget.
(3) $1904205.
(4) State government subsidy.
(5) Nursing home benefits of approximately $992 931 are expected to be

received from the Commonwealth.
(6) Nil.
(7) Not applicable.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEPARTMENT
OF TRAINING

Annual Reports, Tabling Delay
118 1. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the annual reports of the Education
Department and the Department of Training have not been tabled?

(2) Can the Minister confirm that the House has still not received a letter from
the Minister seeking an extension of time for the tabling of those reports?

(3) Is the Minister aware that those reports should have been tabled, or a letter
seeking an extension for the tabling of those reports should have been
tabled, under the Financial Administration and Audit Act by 31 August
1995?

(4) If yes, can the Minister explain why he has failed to meet those
requirements of the Act?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(l)-(4) I will have to check those matters. I do not know the answers at the

moment. I will find out and advise the member tomorrow.
MENTAL HEALTH - TASK FORCE

Smith, Geoff, Membership
1182. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Is Dr Geoff Smith a member of the Minister's mental health task force?
(2) If not, why not?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) No.
(2) Ms Helen Morton was nominated by the then Commissioner of Health as

the Health Department's representative on the task force.
STATEMENT - PRESIDENT

Question Asked by Hon John Cowdell, Not on Record in Hansard
The PRESIDENT: I have a comment to make about a question which was asked to
which the Minister said that he would provide an answer. That question will not be on
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the record. Hon John Cowdell started to ask a question and, by the time he had spoken
his first couple of words, the Minister said that he did not have the answer. He said that
before he had even heard the question. That question will not be on the record because
the question was not asked. Members should understand that that question will not be in
Hansard.


