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Wednesday, 24 May 1995

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 2.30 pm, and read prayers.

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION
Davies Hon Reg, Resignation

THE PRESIDENT: This morning I received the following letter dated 23 May -

Dear Mr. President,
I write to let you know that I wish to withdraw forthwith from service to the Joint
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation.
You will appreciate that pressures on my office currently are extraordinary, and I
find that I am unable to continue in this role.
Best wishes.
Yours sincerely,
Reg Davies, J.P., M.L.C.,
Member for North Metropolitan Region.

I bring this letter to the attention of members because the House will need to do
something about it in due course.

PETITION - WOMEN IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT
The following petition bearing the signatures of 161 persons was presented by Hon J.A.
Scott -

We, the undersigned people of Western Australia request that affirmative action
be effected in all Local Governments in Western Australia, in order that women
are represented as councillors and citizens in each Council Ward. If the voice of
women is to be heard in every local community, it will be necessary to amend the
Local Government Act in the following way:
(1) Where there are two councillors in a ward, one shall be a woman.
(2) Where there are four councillors in a ward, two shall be women.
(3) If a woman stands for a ward where there are no women councillors then

men should be discouraged from seeking endorsement
(4) Each Council will be required to implement an affirmative action

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

[See paper No 375.1
MOTION - URGENCY

Stateszips, Stevedoring Arrangements
THE PRESIDENT: I have received the following letter dated 24 May 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.O0am on December 25 1995 for the purpose of discussing
circumstances surrounding Stateships and its stevedoring arrangements.
Yours sincerely,
Kim Chance MLC



In order for this matter to be discussed, it will be necessary for at least four members to
indicate their support for it by rising in their places.
[At least four members rose in their places.]
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [2.37 pm]: I move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25 December 1995.
A few minutes ago I returned from Katanning where I met a group of railway workers
who are looking down the barrel of not having a job in the next couple of years. I told
these workers, some of whom are within five years of retiring, that I was leaving to return
to Perth because I wanted to move this urgency motion in support, to some extent, of the
actions of the maritime workers at Fremantle. They asked me to tell the maritime
workers that they had their full support. The issue of Westrail workers in Katanning has
nothing to do with this motion, but I mention them to indicate that two groups of
transport workers are facing an onslaught by the same Government and, in this case, the
same Minister.
In the last few days, and certainly yesterday, the issue which has dominated the attention
of the media and the Parliament, not only in Western Australia but also nationally, is
what is occurring at this very minute on the Fremantle wharf. It is not an industrial
relations matter. The Maritime Union of Australia members are the innocent victims of
what is a contrived scheme by this Government to destroy one of the last bastions of
union domination in the work force. The Government is running some kind of holy
campaign to finally break the back of the union movement. To do that, it is prepared toput at risk the whole of Australia's trade and the waterfront reform which has been put in
place over the last 10 years. The maritime workers who have delivered that reform have
been told by the Government that they are no longer needed. This is not an industrial
relations issue but rather has everything to do - I am being extremely kind - with
mismanagement. I say "I am being extremely kind" because it could be much worse than
that. Therefore, the attention which has been given to the industrial relations aspect of
what is happng at this time is unfortunate, because the industrial relations aspect is
only a side issue.
Yesterday in question time I did not get a great deal from the Minister for Transport, but
after we had sorted out the bit of wheat from the vast amount of chaff which the Minister
gave us, we got the following grains of information: Firstly, Stateships did not advertise
for the tender which was subsequently awarded to a Buckeridge company. Secondly,
Stateships did not follow the State Supply Commission guidelines. The Minister said -

To my knowledge, Stateships did not follow state supply guidelines because the
arrangement was not an open tender one as it is for tenders and contracts on a
range of other services.

Thirdly, we found out about the close involvement of the corporation's general agent in
the construction and seeking of those tenders. I have received information that at least
one of the three groups which were approached to provide a bid for the contract was
approached by the Mediterranean Shipping Company's Sydney office and not by
Stateships. The propriety of that approach coming from the corporation's general agent
is dicey, given the wording of the State Supply Commission Act. While we did not get a
lot from the Minister in question time, what we did get raises a number of issues. [ do
not know what answers were given in the other place to the questions that I know were to
be asked, but I hope those answers were. a bit more enlightening than the answers that we
received yesterday. Similarly, I hope for all our sakes that the answers we get from the
Minister for Transport in this debate give us some guidance about what happened.
The Opposition contends that the State Supply Commission guidelines should have been
followed for this $2m contract, or thereabouts. The State Supply Commission
Management Policy states in section 1.6, headed "Purchasing Ethics", that -

Officers involved in the public sector supply process shall observe the following
ethics in exercising the trust placed in them in spending taxpayers' money:
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* Ensure that public money is spent efficiently and effectively and in
accordance with statutes, regulations and Government policies.

It has not been proved, nor has the Minister said, that this occurred. It continues -

* Maintain confidentiality at all times.
A question pertaining to that point was put to the Minister yesterday, but he was not able
to answer it. It continues -

* Purchase without favour or prejudice.
A serious question mark has been raised about that matter. It continues -

* Ensure that all potential suppliers are provided with identical information
upon which to base their tender or quotation and are given equal
opportunity to meet the requirement.

Given the apparent absence of any formal contract tender document in respect of this
tender, it is almost impossible that that purchasing ethic was followed. It continues -

* Establish and maintain procedures to ensure that fair and equal
consideration is given to each tender or quotation received.

We have reason to think, unless the Minister can assure us otherwise, that this ethic was
comprehensively broken.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Do you know from your inquiries whether Stateships followed those
procedures in the past?
Hon KIM CHANCE: The only inquiries I have been able to make are the inquiries that I
made of the Minister in question time yesterday. I ami not aware of whether these
procedures were followed in the past. I am not even aware of whether it was necessary
for them to be followed in the past because these state supply guidelines change from
time to time. However, we are aware that Stateships has had a long ongoing contract
with the company which is now Patrick The Australian Stevedore but which had a
different name in the past.
The Minister has said that only three companies were ever invited to make a bid for that
contract. Seven stevedoring companies are listed in the Yellow Pages of the Perth
telephone book.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: How many of those companies are actually operating?
Hon KIM CHANCE: I do not know, but there does not seem to be much point in listing
one's company in the Yellow Pages as a stevedore if it is not operating as a stevedore.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Thousands of companies are listed in the Yellow Pages that are not
operating.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon KIM CHANCE: I understand that there are some 30 stevedoring companies
Australia-wide. One company which is not listed among the seven stevedoring
companies which are listed in the Perth Yellow pages is the Buckeridge company BAAC
Pty Ltd.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: That is strange; it has been operating for only a month!
Hon KIM CHANCE: Why was that company asked to submit a bid for a $2m per year
tender in Fremantle alone when it is not listed in the Perth Yellow Pages as a stevedoring
company and when a number of other companies which one presumes are stevedoring
companies because they are listed as such were not invited? The Minister has said also
that a company cannot operate, as a stevedore without a berth. I do not know how
difficult it is to get a berth at Fremantle, but the Port of Fremantle is going through a
particularly difficult time with regard to lack of trade and throughput, and it seems to me
that there are more than enough berths at Fremantle.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Who said that it is having a difficult time?
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Hon KIM CHANCE: That is irrelevant anyway. There are more than enough berths at
Fremantle to accommodate a new stevedoring company which wants to set up operations
at Fremantle; that is proved by the fact that the Buckeridge company was able to do it,
and if that company was able to do it on the basis of a specific contract, then surely any
other of the established stevedoring companies in Australia could have done it.
However, that is not the issue. We have been told that the Buckeridge company was able
to bid at a price lower than Conaust and Patrick. We do not know on what basis it made
the bid because there is no standard form contract, nor do we know that the bids were
even comparable. The Premier said yesterday in the other place that the company won a
competitive tender. We do not know that it was a competitive tender because we do not
know the terms and we do not know what the companies bid. I have reason to believe
that some contingencies surrounded the Conaust bid which was substantially different
from both the Patrick and BAAC bids. Given that there is a difference of some $400 000,
or more than that in some cases, between the BAAC bid and the Conaust and Patrick
bids, it is a fairly fine margin when we have a corporation that is losing between $16m
and $22.6m. It is certainly too fine a margin to risk waterfront peace across the nation,
which is what this Government is doing. This Government is risking waterfront peace
across the nation to make a point, not to save $40 000. Is the difference $400 000? We
do not know. When we ask questions about public functions being transferred to theprivate sector we get the assurance that it is okay because the State Supply Commission
guidelines provide that the contracts must be written in such a way as to protect the
interests of the taxpayers. What do we do when people award $2mi contracts over the
telephone which do not even attempt to meet the State Supply Commission guidelines?
Hon Sanm Piantadosi: It is easy when it is not their money.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You would know all about that!
Hon KIM CHANCE: It is interesting that the interjection by Hon Ross Lightfoot
suggests that perhaps the Australian Labor Party has been involved in deals such as this.
We have said before when such interjections are made that WA Inc did not involve all of
us. In any case, what on earth does that have to do with the question? Has the
Government forgotten the promises it made about openness and accountability? Has it
learnt nothing from the royal commission, because the Government does $2m deals over
the telephone? It is an atrocious situation. It calls for an investigation at the highest
level. I do not care whether in the past Stateships has gone it alone and given contracts
for $2m. I do not know whether it has. I do not think that is even vaguely relevant.
Hon John Halden: It is a red herring.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. The fact is that if Stateships was doing that at least it was
between two of its stevedoring companies; it was not bringing in a third unknown factor
and accepting a bid on the basis of a telephone call.
HON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [2.52 pm]: I support the motion.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I thought you would support Len Buckeridge.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I will support acts of righteousness wherever they might lie.
Several members inteijected.
'The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The interjections will not deflect me from my course. I
believe very significant industrial relations issues are involved here. We can see a
pattern of conduct in this process, and we will talk about that issue on another day as it is
an issue that requires a great deal of attention and examination. Today we want to focus
on the improprieties and irregularities in the way this contract has been let and in the way
in which the Minister appears to be handling the maritime aspects of his portfolio.
Hon Kim Chance has set out our concerns; he has given a broad brush picture of our
concerns regarding the way the tender was issued. We are operating from a disadvantage
because we do not know the facts. We are trying to glean the facts from the snippets of

3914 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 24 May 1995] 91

information the Minister has allowed to come forward. I want to expand on one or two
of the issues. Hon Kim Chance stated that we are not sure whether this was a
competitive tender, whether indeed the same terms were offered to each of the tenderers;
or whether the tenders were properly assessed in a comparative fashion. As Hon Kim
Chance said, we have concerns about the Conaust bid. I understand from the concerns
expressed - even within Stateships circles - that Conaust had proposed to use the common
user berth rather than the leased area, as proposed by BAAC Pty Ltd and Patricks. The
Fremantle Port Authority is currently reviewing the port pricing policies. It was obvious
and expressly stated within the terms of the tender that the price put forward by Conaust
was not a fixed price; it depended very much on the port pricing policy that would be
developed by the Fremantle Port Authority for those common berth areas.
From the information we can gather, Stateships personnel was concerned that judgments
were being made comparing Conaust with Patricks and BAAC when it was not possible
for judgments to be determined - not through any fault of the tenderers, but because the
port authority had not completed the pricing process. There was considerable concern
that these tenders could not possibly be finally assessed until the port pricing policy had
been set. Therefore there was no way to properly assess whether the Conaust bid was
$400 000 more than the BAAC bid. That much is very clear. We are operating from a
few snippets we have gleaned from various sources. I am sure there are more. Perhaps
the Minister can enlighten us regarding whether BAAC has been given a term of one year
by one year followed by a two year option?
Hon John Halden: That is an $8m contract.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It is $2m a year.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Are you talking about the berth or the contract?
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The stevedoring contract.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Then that is not right.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: What is the term of the stevedoring contract?
Hon E.J. Charlton: I will answer that when I respond.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Again, we are operating at a disadvantage. This is the
information we have gleaned, although we believe other operators have been offered only
an 18 to 19 months term. We will be interested to hear the Minister's response on that,
and on our concerns about the process in which the various prices were compared, given
that Conaust - through no fault of its own - was unable to submit a fixed price contract.
One of the matters raised by the Minister in various media interviews is the need for
wharves to be competitive, and that Australian wharves are not competitive. I was down
at the wharf this morning. I was talking to a businessman who had goods coming in on
the Sina. He expressed amazement about what the Government was doing, and why it
was messing around with stevedoring when that seemed to be an area of great efficiency.
He is a businessman who moves goods regularly between Indonesia and Perth. His
handling costs per container in Perth range between $49 and $58. In Surabaya, the other
end of the business, he pays $78 per container. Notwithstanding the fact that we have
much higher wage structures in Western Australia, the productivity gains that have been
made in the last five to 10 years in Australia have borne fruit. We are able to handle
containers at less than two-thirds of the cost of such handling in Indonesia. That calls
into question some of the claims made by the Minister about the need for increased cost
cutting on the wharves. This is not the only company that has had that experience. At
the other extreme, BHP has expressed doubts about moving shipping offshore to nearby
Indonesian ports. That company has a range of concerns about that, but one of the
factors that deters it from such actions is the increased stevedoring costs in moving
offshore. -They are substantiated by the reports. The Bureau of Transport and
Communications was quoted in the newspaper today saying that there had been
substantial reductions in stevedoring costs. It said that port and related charges fell by
11 per cent in Fremantle in the July to December period last year. That represents
substantial gains. What is the Minister attempting to do? One possibility might be that
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he is trying to enhance the cross-subsidisation to Stateships from the stevedor-ing
operation. I have a letter from Mr Mark Newton to Mr Tony Papaconstuntinos of the
Maritime Workers Union in Sydney. It states -

Eric told me confidentially that the Premier and some other senior Liberals still
do not see the need for Stateships as a trade enhancement vehicle and would still
like to close it down.

The Minister is under pressure to make cost savings in Stateships. Notwithstanding the
fact that the stevedoring end of the picture is not creating the problem, the Minister
would like to cut back wherever possible. However, that explanation is not cogent. The
Minister has had other opportunities to save costs; for example, to accept the Ocean
Freeway syndicate proposal which would have saved $4m a year. He rejected that.
Hon E.J. Charlton: That is not right.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is what is reported. The Minister can have his say in a
minute. He has come up with statements about the ownership of the Westpac ships.
Those circumstances have not changed from the time the negotiations were commenced.
That is exactly what we see with the Kwinana bulk handling facility. What is continuous
in all these operations is the involvement of Len Buckeridge. He did not come in with
the cheapest tender for Stateships, so the tender for Stateships was knocked back.
Exactly the same thing happened with the Kwinana bulk handing facility.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.02 pm]: It
was inevitable that the Minister for Transport would come undone. He offers excuses
about why this stevedoring contract went to BAAC Pty Ltd on three bases: First, it has a
berth; second, there were only three stevedoring companies; and third, previous tendering
requirements. 'First, it has been well known that BAAC received the berth in March this
year. It has no experience as a stevedoring company whatsoever. In the inner Fremantle
harbour at the moment there are common usage berths 1 and 2 which are being leased by
BAAC, wharves 11 and 12, and wharves C to H on Victoria Quay. Any potential
company would have had the opportunity to lease space on the inner Fremantle harbour
wharves. This Minister knows it. It is a sham to suggest that berths are not available. It
is also a sham to suggest that suddenly a company that was formed in December last year
with no experience in stevedoring should suddenly get a berth and a particularly lucrative
contract. The Minister says only three companies had berths. We know that. As Hon
Kim Chance said, seven companies are listed in the Perth Yellow Pages. Many of them
are operating companies, to answer Hon Ross Lightfoot. This country has 30 stevedoring
companies currently in operation. Only three got an opportunity to get this contract.
This Minister says that he wants the lowest price possible and the best value. What does
he do? He enters into a deal with three, and only three, companies. How can that be
competitive? It is an impossibility.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: The Libs got the best value.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Indeed. He then refers to the previous arrangements. Those
arrangements were entered into with Patrick Sleigh Shipping Agencies Pty Ltd on 1
September 1991. -Surprisingly something happened on 20 September 1991. The State
Supply Commission Act was proclaimed. It was then further amended and proclaimed
on 18 March 1995. The rules that apply now did not apply then - and this Minister
knows it. This is another red herring in this argument. This Minister continues to supply
red herrings and not the absolute truth about this matter in this House and outside. He
uses the circumstances that suit him and not reality. None of the three conditions to
which the Minister refers stands up in the face of fact - and he knows it.
Now let us look at the history of this matter. The Minister says that he will save money
on Stateships; his press release referred to millions of dollars. In the first round of bids
he had the opportunity to privatise Stateships. He had an opportunity to save Urn but
rejected it. Buckeridge put in the second lowest tender, which amounted to only half the
savings. The Minister called for tenders for the second time. Once again, there was an
opportunity for savings. Buckeridge did not win. Ocean Freeway did. The Minister did
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not accept the tenders. Then all of a sudden in December 1994 Buckeridge registered a
company, BAAC Pty Ltd. By February of this year the Fremantle Port Authority is
advising Patricks to remove a crane from the wharf. Patricks does that, and within days it
belongs to BAAC. In March Buckeridge leases berths 1 and 2 on the Fremantle wharf.
Why would a newly formed stevedoring company with no ships and no wharves fork out
an estimated $150 000 for a lease? Could it be just because it was big hearted and
wanted to save the Fremantle Port Authority money? That is rubbish. No-one will
accept that. Two months later along came a lucrative stevedoring arrangement on the
Fremantle wharves. What a coincidence! How stupid does this Minister think we and
the public are? Does he think we cannot see through this company, which has been in
existence for only six months, being given $2m worth of work, a crane and a wharf? It is
an amazing coincidence. It could only have happened within the responsibility of the
Minister for Transport.
Hon E.J. Charlton: That assessment could only happen under a devious guy like you.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Let us talk about devious. I refer to the manual of the State
Supply Commission of Western Australia. It says -

A public authority intending to acquire goods or services not covered by the
provisions of a Common Use Contract shall call for public tenders where the
estimated value of the goods or services exceeds $50,000 per line item. As a
minimum, public tenders shall be advertised in the appropriate section of a
newspaper with state wide circulation.

Did that happen? No. Only three telephone calls occurred in this matter. Who is
devious? Who has the temerity to point to me on this instance? It is maladministration
of the finest order carried out by this Minister yet again. It is just part of the litany of
examples of the hypocrisy of a man who pointed the finger at me earlier. The Minister
may know that contracts do not have to go through the State Supply Commission if they
do not reach a specific value for services. That value is $500 000. How much is this
contract worth? It is worth $2m. I ask again: Who is devious? The Minister is, and he
has been caught out again. If he does not know of that requirement, he could talk to the
State Supply Commission.
Again this Minister has been caught out. Yesterday we again asked him questions and
got nothing but rhetoric and gobbledegook in reply. Yet he has the temerity to point the
finger at others. He can point at me any time he likes, but he will only be in business in
respect of others when he can supply facts. This Minister has breached the guidelines
and terms of conditions of the State Supply Commission. He has blatantly admitted in
this place that the tender did not comply with the guidelines in spite of the fact that they
are law. He says that he is a member of the Liberal-National Party Government. Its
members do not have to do that. Why should they? They think they were born to rule in
this place.
The law of the land does not mean anything to the Minister for Education or the Minister
for Transport. It is not good enough. This matter will not go away. This is the most
flagrant breach of the law by the Government to be exposed to date. The law clearly says
what it says. The Minister will have an opportunity in a moment to respond. Unless we
get some better answers than those of the last two days and more concise answers than
those of the last two and a half years, this matter will continue until we do. It is an act of
gross deception. I will not allude to whether there is a political intent.
It should not be forgotten that in 1992-93 Len Buckeridge directly donated $41 000 to the
Liberal Party. Is this a return for that investment? We will find out as we go through
this. We have to say in terms of breaches of the state supply laws, rules, regulations,
codes and manuals that something is wrong. The Minister has to tell us now why this
contract should not be aborted and he should not stand down, because enough is enough.
In this place we have been through deception and given statements that are not true by
virtual fact. Members will remember the issue of five noes and five yeses to questions
asked five days apart. The Minister told us they were trick questions: There is no doubt
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they were trick answers. That sort of behaviour by the Minister cannot be tolerated any
longer. We have a list showing that 10 times this Minister has not advised the House of
answers that were known to be correct. He is protected by the numbers in here, which
members opposite have always enjoyed, but he is running out of luck - not the luck of
this place but the luck of the community, which will not tolerate him any longer.
HON EJ. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [3.13 pm]: When one
hear-s such an emotional outburst by the Leader of the Opposition, one can understand it
because some members opposite sit down behind a door and work out, possibly because
of their thinking over so many years, that there must always be a political reason behind
the decision one makes. I like to judge people for what they are and not the organisation
they belong to.
As far as the Supply Commission is concerned, the real issue is being properly assessed.
The advice given to me by Stateships is that it went in conjunction with its agent to the
three stevedores at the Port of Fremantle. Members may say what they like about
whether BAAC Pty Ltd is a stevedore or not; the fact is that it leases a berth.
Mr Buckeridge camne to do it for one reason, and not for the reasons that the Leader of the
Opposition might like to think. If he wants to think that, it is his prerogative and right.
However, the reason that Mr Buckeridge applied to the Fremantle Port Authority for a
berth was that he wanted to export and import through Fremantle and needed to have
access to a port to do that. It is as simple as that. Members opposite might not think it is
simple and that there has to be some other basis. That is the reason.
Hon John Halden said that the Fremantle Port Authority was forcing Patricks to get rid of
its crane and then up popped BAAC which bought it. Patricks said that it did not want it
any more and it was for sale.
Hon John Halden: After the letter from the Fremantle Port Authority.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: No, Patricks wanted to get rid of it. It stated that it wanted to
sell it for scrap.
Hon Kim Chance: It was creating a problem for the port.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It was not being used. The port authority said, "You must get
rid of it." Along came BAAC and bought it.
Hon John Halden: No. A company bought it first.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: That is right. The company that bought it sold it to BAAC. The
Leader of the Opposition is saying that the timing and the whole sequence of events is all
part of some big conspiracy. He cannot accept that Patrick stevedores wanted to get rid
of the crane. It was told by the Fremantle Port Authority, "If you are going to get rid of
it, do so." Along came a group of people who bought it. BAAC went to them and
bought it and said it wanted to fix it up and make it work.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Some of the mates of members opposite went through the
process of trying to have it labelled so that it could not be fixed. That is totally against
the rules of fair play. They obviously do not operate on the waterfront. However, BAAC
fixed the crane. Those are the facts, not the convoluted, despicable description and
character assassination that Hon John Halden is the best at. No-one is better than he at
character assassination. He will take it to the point where he will destroy a family person
and anybody else and stand up and be proud of it. It will be on his conscience for the rest
of his life, and serve him right. When I respond I always have to acknowledge that the
Leader of the Opposition is about assassinating people's characters and not about the
commercial facts.
In regard to the future stevedoring for Stateships, it is a well known fact that I and this
Government want to alleviate the Government of the horrendous financial responsibility
or burden that is placed on us. Members have heard me say time and time again that we
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inherited that. This Government cannot help it. I am not blaming Hon Kim Chance
because he was not part of that decision in 1988. 1 know members opposite do not like
looking back and saying We know how wrong that was", but it needs to be said very
briefly that in 1988 wen the previous Government called for tenders for the very ships
that are at the centre of the whole issue, the lowest tender was from a company in
Denmark. Cabinet overturned Stateships' recommendation to purchase those ships. It
did a deal itself which cost nearly $44m. It did that totally outside the tender process.
Not only that but it also did not have anybody to finance it so it went to Westpac, and
everybody knows the history of that.
Several members interjected.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Members opposite can attempt to justify it however they like,
but it does not do them any good.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is a pretty good justification.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The Leader of the Opposition showed his double standards when
he said that it is all right to call tenders, disregard them and do a deal on the side because
it is in the best interests of everybody. Those are the sorts of people with whom we are
dealing in this decision. As far as the present stevedoring situation is concerned the State
Supply Commission will make the determination about how the process took place. As
soon as it does so members opposite will know of it. It is investigating that situation.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The member should be quiet and go back to grass. I have a
couple of minutes and I will continue with what I want to say.

Withdrawal of Remark
The PRESIDENT: Order! When I call order the Minister will come to order. Hon Tom
Stephens will withdraw his remark immediately.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: To demonstrate the total emptiness of these accusations, they
can be summed up in a few words: Stateships and the Government did not want to go to
tender and we did not want a new stevedoring company. That is the best demonstration
of the credibility of our position. We did not want BAAC servicing Stateships'
operations. I have continually said in here in answer to questions that the Government
had no desire to do that because it wanted to get out of Stateships. I want to terminate the
Government's commitment to Westpac for the next five years. This Government and the
former Government have been locked into a 10 year commitment, five years of which
have passed. We have to get out of that. There is no incentive for the Government to
enter into long term contracts with anybody. The Government recently appointed an
acting general manager for a term not exceeding the future of Stateships.
I want Opposition members to consider honestly the accusations they have made against
me and the Government. They rest on very shallow foundations because the Government
did not want a long term contract. When the acting general manager raised this matter
with me on a number of occasions over the last couple of weeks, I told him we did not
want to do something about a long term contract for stevedoring. I said we wanted to
keep asking Patricks to roll over. He told me that Patricks would continue on a month by
month basis until the end of April. He pleaded with Patricks to continue on that basis and
it said it would give us to 15 May and no longer. Therefore, last week we had to make a
decision about future stevedoring. Nothing would have pleased me more than to have
given the contract to Patricks or Conaust Ltd if they had come in with the lowest price.

A
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All I wanted was the lowest price for the remainder of the period. The Opposition's
evidence is circumstantial. I am aware that people have been hanged on circumstantial
evidence.
Hon John Halden: Why did you not comply with the Act?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The State Supply Commission will make that judgment.
[The member's time expired.1
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.22 pm]: I have listened intently to the
arguments and also to the answers to questions asked in this place. It was not comforting
for me to hear the Minister's comments today or his replies to those questions because I
heard little about the reasons for tendering by telephone. That should have been
explained.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Who said it was tendering by phone?
Hon Kim Chance: You.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I didn't say that.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: It was my impression that the Minister did say that. I am sure he said
that no advertisements would be placed for those tenders.
Hon E.J. Charlton: The three stevedores were written to and they responded in writing.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I firmly believe the tender should have been advertised and should
have been open to all-comers. If the Government was really concerned about getting the
best possible deal, that would have been the way to do it, not targeting specific
stevedores and allowing only them to tender.
The Minister has made a great deal about the previous Government's bad old days and
the shortcoming of its tender process. I am getting heartily sick of this Government
going on about what used to happen. The inference seems to be that it can carry on in the
same way. I do not think the "good old WA Inc days" were such good days for Western
Australia at all.
My major concern with this issue and the circumstantial evidence that has been put
before us is that some sort of deal has been made with a Liberal mate. That Liberal mate
is known particularly for his anti-union approach, which fits in very nicely with the
Government's anti-union rhetoric and the legislation that has been passed through this
House.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Anti-worker.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The wider ramifications from pushing this ideological view on the
community and the workplace concern me because the effects of this dispute could wipe
out any possibility of a profitable deal being done. In fact, many business people will
suffer so that BAAC Pty Ltd can get its way.
Hon E.J. Charlton: They have suffered from the three stoppages in the last 12 months.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Not only will they suffer from the immediate stoppages that are likely
to occur around the nation because of this crazy decision - it is like waving a red flag at a
bull -

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Steer!
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Steer, if that is Mr Lightfoot's preference. Thie long term effect
concerns me also because we have seen great improvement in productivity on the
waterfront.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Have you been to New Zealand lately?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: That has not come about easily. It has been a long and bitter process
which has taken its toll on both sides of the argument. When a new Minister makes an
ill-considered decision to allow somebody with Mr Buckeridge's reputation on the
waterfront, there is -bound to be a violent reaction and that backlash will effect the
negotiations on productivity for a long time to come. The Government has been
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irresponsible. Western Australia is a major exporting State reliant on the wharves. The
Minister should be ashamed of this decision. It involved gross stupidity and I have little
sympathy for his view.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [3.28 pm]: It is clear from the Minister's response
that at least there is a strong possibility that the State Supply Commission guidelines have
been breached in the conduct and acceptance of the contract to carry out Stateships'
stevedoring needs. The Minister told us that we should wait until the State Supply
Commission has investigated the way the tendering system was being conducted and
makes a decision.
Hon John Halden: After the Mann report? It was buried never to be seen again.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I am not satisfied with the process. I believe we will have to look
for a different form of investigation and remedy, one over which we can have some real
control. As the Leader of the Opposition said, in a similar and very serious matter
concerning an investigation the result of which was the Mann report, the Opposition has
never been able to access the details of that report, notwithstanding the serious matters
that it deals with about members of the current Parliament.
I appreciate that I am very close to being out of time. However, we need to revisit a
couple of the points that were made in order to round off the debate. Firstly, it seems that
conditions laid down for tendering by the State Supply Commission were not complied
with. It is an extremely important issue.
[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.]

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Stateships, Stevedoring Contract Let to BAAC Pry Ltd, Ombudsman's Inquiry

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.30 pm]: I
move, without notice -

That standing orders be suspended so far as will enable me -

(a) to move the following motion -

That the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations
inquire into and report finally to this House not later than Tuesday,
22 August 1995 on the circumstances surrounding, and the acts of the
Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission in relation to, the
letting of a stevedoring contract by the Commission to BAAC Pty Ltd on
or about 15 May 1995 and whether, to the extent permitted by law, in his
opinion any act or omission by the Commission, its officers or agents
breached any relevant standard, or code, of conduct applicable to the
conduct of the Commission's business and the discharge of its obligations
to the Government; and

(b) to have the question on that motion resolved at today's sitting not later
than the time appointed for the House to adjourn.

The PRESIDENT: To be passed, this 'motion will require the concurrence of an absolute
majority. I also advise the House that the discussion on this motion is a very narrow
discussion and it must be totally related to the reasons for the standing orders to be
suspended. The discussion cannot deal with the substance of the motion.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is clear from question time yesterday and today's urgency
debate, that there is a need for the situation surrounding the granting of the contract for
Stateships stevedoring to be clarified. Yesterday's question time did not provide
clarification and today's urgency debate was typified by the events of the 1980s with
many personal attacks and only one genuine concession. The Minister for Transport
conceded that he had not complied with the guidelines set out by the State Supply
Commission. As he has made that concession, surely the motion I wish to move is most
appropriate. It clearly demonstrates how confusing this situation is.
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The Minister does not have a grasp of the total situation. As Hon Alannah MacTiemran
said, we must deal with bits and pieces of information we glean from answers and from
the leaked information we obtain. That means this debate is subject to the politicalwhims of members on either side of this Chamber. It is not a debate about the facts. Thequestion is whether the law has been complied with and whether the Minister and the
Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission have complied with the State Supply
Commission Act and the supply policy manual, codes and guidelines. The Opposition
seeks to refer this matter to the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative
Investigations - the Ombudsman - to take the situation out of the political arena, in which
Hon Eric Charlton can abuse me and I can abuse him, so that we can determine the facts.
To the extent that the Minister has conceded in this place that he did not comply with the
guidelines, we must know how those guidelines were breached, to what extent and who
was responsible. It may not have involved only the Minister. As the Minister said, it
may be that the newly appointed general agent has breached not only the guidelines but
also section 15 of the Act. It may also involve the chief executive officer or a number of
other people.
The Minister has twice conceded, once yesterday time and again today, that the State
Supply Commission guidelines were not followed. It is important that the matter now be
clarified because it involves the credibility of not only the Minister but also the
government agency. We must now be told whether people in the industry have been
dealt with by the Government at arm's length. I suggest that is not the case but the
Government says it is. Let us not go through the argy-bargy of politics to determine this
matter-, let us refer it to the most appropriate place.
The Minister for Transport has either been misinformed or misled by the commission on
this matter, or he has misinformed this House. We have been through that with theMinister on numerous occasions. Let us remove the issue from this place. The situation
has reached the point at which it now requires an independent review. To further
highlight the need for this motion, this situation has resulted in industrial action across
the country. There is a crisis of confidence, and the nation's waterfront is at a standstill.

Point of Order
Hon GEORGE CASH: The motion before the House is an attempt to suspend standing
orders to enable a further motion to be moved. If that suspension of standing orders isagreed to, members can discuss the motion. That will enable the Leader of the
Opposition to raise the various points he is now raising in respect of the waterfront
closing down. You, Mr President, have already stated it is a narrow debate, and it seems
to me the Leader of the Opposition is ranging far too wide.
The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order, but I understand why the Leader of the
House has raised this. It is a very narrow path which speakers must tread, no matter
which side of the House they are on. I have been listening very carefully to thie Leader
of the Opposition, and at this point he is saying that the need for the suspension of
standing orders has been brought about by the events occurring across the nation. I do
not want to be overpowering about this, but I think the Leader Of the Opposition has
conceded that he acknowledges there is a limitation. As long as he does not go too far, I
will let him continue.

Debate resumed
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I thank you for that, Mr President. I am quite happy with that
point of order, I do not want to go beyond the bounds. If there is to be more then you,
Mr President, will make a ruling and I will live with that. However, the necessity to
suspend standing orders is based on what I have called recently a crisis of confidence;
that is, this nationwide strike. The crisis of confidence is that there have been
contradictory statements by the Minister. There has been a concession by the Minister on
two days in this House that the guidelines for tendering have not been complied with. On
that basis, bearing in mind. those two events alone, how could we not ask for the
suspension of standing orders to refer that matter to the Ombudsman? There is no way
that we could not.
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There is no doubt that this is a matter of urgency. I would not ask for the suspension of
standing orders if it were not urgent, bearing in mind that the standing orders make this
matter urgent and the fact of whom one has to approach and the hurdles one has to clear.
It would be inconceivable to get up here and pursue this matter if it were not a matter of
such importance, made more so by the concessions given today. However, I believe that
it is now a reasonable time to remove this matter from the agenda of the House - a
charged political agenda - and have it investigated properly, and I think most
appropriately, by an official who enjoys the confidence of both sides of this House and
who reports directly to this House. What more thorough investigation could we have? I
concur with the comments of Hon Kim Chance: We could not possibly have confidence
in departmental people. We have seen reports buried - reports that never see the light of
day - and partially released reports, and we never know about the ministerial interference
that may have occurred in that process.
This is a way of ensuring that that cannot happen; that the report will come back in its
totality and be independent, so that we will have confidence in it. The proposition I am
putting forward - we have heard the charged debate prior to this and we can have more of
that - and the debate should focus on the terms of this motion. I ask the Government to
look at the motion that I am putting forward and let us debate that. Let us not debate this
particular standing order. It is not our intention to debate the standing order just to make
some point. We will debate it as a mechanism to get to the motion. If members do not
agree with the motion, let us debate that when we get to it. In an effort to facilitate the
proceedings of the House, I say to the Leader of the Government that if he is prepared to
indicate that he will support this motion - that is, to suspend the standing orders to allow
us to move to the substantive motion - I will guarantee that from our side of the House
this matter will be disposed of by six o'clock tonight. I cannot control that side and on
occasion I cannot control this side. However, I do not want this motion to be in any way
perceived as a filibuster or an attempt to magnify the heat that we had on the previous
motion. It should be an attempt to clarify this situation, because the Minister has said
that he has not complied with the Act, the regulations and the manual and all of that in
relation to the State Supply Commission. The Minister has accepted culpability. We
need to know who else was involved in that process, what is the status of the contract as a
result of that and also what needs to be done so that this situation cannot happen again.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm
Hon JOHN HALDEN: We have an opportunity to establish an inquiry that can be
nothing but open, honest and accountable to this House. It cannot be fettered and will
provide the opportunity to examine a very serious issue - that has already been conceded
by the Minister - concerning whether an agency of government has complied with State
Supply Commission tender arrangements. It would ill-behove this House as a House of
Review, so-called, to pass the opportunity to now go to the substantive motion. I call on
the leader of the Government to give credibility to this place and support this motion.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [4.01 pmn]: This
motion calls for the suspension of standing orders to enable another motion to be moved.
That motion has been circulated to members and generally requires that the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations inquire into and report on
the matters set out in the motion. As you have already said, Mr President, the debate on
this motion to suspend standing orders is fairly narrow and I will confine myself to it.
First, I am surprised that the Leader of the Opposition should be moving to suspend
standing orders inasmuch as I thought we had an agreement that I would get at least some
notice when matters such as this were about to be raised. However, the ability to move
this motion is covered by standing orders and the Opposition is entitled do take this
action.
Hon John Halden: We gave Mr Charlton the opportunity to respond with clarity. That
did not happen. We then had to move to this situation.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The member can move a motion such as this within standing
orders; however, we have tried to build up a number of conventions with the Leader of
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the Opposition and the leader of Opposition business in the House. I thought the
arrangement had been working well.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: It will work even better if you agree to the motion.
Hon GEORGE CASH: We will not rn away from this debate, but we will do it the right
way. We will not come into this House and hijack the Government's business of the day.
We will use the procedures set down in standing orders to enable any motion that
members opposite want to raise to be properly debated at an appropriate time. The
Government will not run away from this matter because it does not have anything to run
away from.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: What does Mr Charlton have to hide from?
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GEORGE CASH: As far as I understand it he has nothing to hide from. He made
that clear in his response to the urgency motion with which we dealt earlier. I want
members to know we are not running away from anything. We will debate the matter to
its conclusion at the appropriate time.
Several members inteijected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GEORGE CASH: Procedures are in place and the Leader of the Opposition knows
that if he gives notice of a motion it will be listed on the Notice Paper.
Hon John Halden: And never debated.
Hon GEORGE CASH: By negotiation, as has been the convention we have built up over
time, we will attempt to arrange a suitable time for that.
Hon John Halden: When?
Hon GEORGE CASH: That is something the Leader of the Opposition and I will talk
about. However, we will not agree to the suspension of standing orders today.
Hon John Halden interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us listen.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The Leader of the Opposition is not in a position to say to me
that if I agree to something, he will not do something else. That is not the way we work
in this place. We sit down in a rational way and try to work out the business of the House
so that we can manage the House in an orderly manner. To date we have done that fairly
well.
I arranged the business of the House today - I thought with the agreement of Mr Halden
and Mr Chance - so that the Bank of Western Australia Bill would come on about this
time. Officers of the Treasury are sitting outside this Chamber ready to come into this
place to deal with that Bill..
Hon John.Halden: This is more important.
Hon GEORGE CASH: It may be more important from a political point of view.
Hon John Halden is entitled to make his political points; after all, politics happen to relate
to the Parliament. I do not have a problem with that, and I do not condemn members for
raising political points. However, the business of the House is the prerogative of the
Government and I intend that we deal with the Bank of Western Australia Bill within a
relatively short time.
Hon John Halden, as Leader of the Opposition, in moving his motion to suspend standing
orders raised a number of points to convince members that we should proceed forthwith
to the substantive motion. When those points are related back to the comments made
during the urgency motion, in the main they are based on speculation, rumour, and
innuendo. The Leader of the Opposition admitted they were also based in part on leaks
he prides himself on having obtained. It also seems they are based on the comments of
people with a vested interest who are -relaying comments to the Opposition fromn their
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perspective. Again, I have no query with that. I spent a long time - too long - inopposition and as a result realise that, whether it be right or wrong, leaks are one of thetools of the trade of politics, particularly of Oppositions. Members opposite have no ideahow much the Police portfolio leaks; it leaks more than any other portfolio! I had it for
seven years.
Hon Graham Edwards: As we are finding out.
Hon Mark Nevill: I can't cope with the leaks.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I do not doubt that. Hon Mark Nevill will have to call plumber.
The PRESIDENT: Order! We have just had a break and people should have used that
time for that sort of comment.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The other point to be made is that the State Supply Commission,
as I understand it - I can only relate what I read in this morning's newspaper - hasindicated it is already causing an investigation into various matters connected with thematter raised earlier today. I believe it will be appropriate to, first, get some responsefrom the Supply Commission. When we find out whether any guidelines have beenbreached we can take the next step. In no way is the Government attempting to run away
from this motion.
Hon John Halden: What is your proposition?
Hon GEORGE CASH: My proposition is that today we go on with the business as listedunder Orders of the Day. If members opposite want to move a motion -
Hon John Halden: It will sit around for a month.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I am keen to have a proper debate on this.
Hon Mark Nevill: You have no influence.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I will not let a general discussion go on about this. I do notmind the Leader of the Opposition interjecting and asking a question. However, I do notknow what other members think they have to do with it.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: A lot.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Members have nothing to do with it while they are sitting intheir seats. They have something to do with it when they get the call to speak. Ifmembers let the Leader of the House complete his comments, it may well bring about ahasty solution to this matter; but nobody will let him get to the point. I am waiting
anxiously to hear it myself.
Hon GEORGE CASH: You are correct, Mr President, in saying that it is not proper forthe Leader of the Opposition and I to conduct the management of the House by way ofinterjection. No doubt we will sit down in due course and work out whether the Leaderof the Opposition wants to give notice of a motion in this regard. I repeat: TheGovernment is not in the business of running away from this motion. We are more thanhappy to discuss it, but not today. So that we can get on with the business of the House,
firstly. I ask the House to reject the motion to suspend standing orders.

House to Divide
Hon GEORGE CASH: Secondly, I move -

That the question be now put.
Points of Order

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I understand the standing orders on a motion such as this. I makeit clear that you, Mr President, must consider that the debate has been exhaustive, therehas not been repetition, and there is not the possibility for new material to be entered intothis debate and, therefore, accept the motion as put forward by the Leader of theGovernment. If you have considered that, Mr President, and you say we are going tohave a vote, I am happy with that, but I wanted to make sure that you had.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! What the Leader of the Opposition has said is quite correct. I
am aware of what my responsibility is. From the observations I have made on the
comments of the Leader of the House and the comments the Leader of the Opposition has
made by way of interjection, which I was not curtailing, it seems that this arrangement is
close to being reconciledi. Therefore, I believe it would be proper if the question were put
for the two leaders to get on with the negotiations the Leader of the House has indicated
he is prepared to enter into. Whether the negotiations are acceptable is another story.
The Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the House have put their points of view,
and I wil therefore put the question.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I do not have a leader to be involved in these negotiations in the
House. As such, rather an undemocratic process is going on.
The PRESIDENT: Order! What is the member's point of order?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The point of order is that if debate is being curtailed on the basis of
the two leaders - one from the Government and one from the Opposition - coming to an
arrangement, that does not cater for all members of this House.
The PRESIDENT: I think it does. There is no point of order.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The point of order Hon Jim Scott is trying to raise - I do not want
to argue it for him - is that there is a standing order which obliges you, Mr President, to
protect the rights of the minority. Perhaps you would like to rule on that.

Ruling - By the President

The PRESIDENT: I know exactly what Hon Jim Scott is driving at. As far as I am
concerned this is not a contest between individual parties or organisations, and whether
members have a leader or not is not the point. I believe the suggestions of the person
who moved for the suspension of standing orders and by way of interjection during the
course of this debate, have on balance been met by the Leader of the House in the
comments he made.

Debate Resumed
The PRESIDENT: I have made up my mind that this question should be put. I will be
disappointed if at the end of this some satisfactory arrangement is not entered into that
will bring about something that is acceptable to all parties; but that is not for me to
decide.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (14)

Hon George Cash Hon Barry House Hon M.D. Nixon
Hon E.J. Chariton Hon P.R. Lightfoot Hon B.M. Scott
Hon B.K. Donaldson Hon P1-I. Lockyer Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon Max Evans Hon I.D. MacLean Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)
Hon Peter Foss Hon Murray Montgomery

Noes (12)

Hon Kim Chance Hon John Halden Hon J.A. Scott
Hon J.A Cowdell Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan Hon Tom Stephens
Hon Val Ferguson Hon Mark Nevill Hon Bob Thomas
Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Sam Piantadosi Hon Tom Helm (Teller)

P~airs

Hon M.J. Criddle Hon Graham Edwards
Hon N.F. Moore Hon Cheryl Davenport
Hon Derrick Tomlinson Hon Doug Wenn

Question thus passed.
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Motion Resumed
Question put.
The PRESIDENT: There being a dissentient voice, a division is required.
Division resulted as follows -
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Ayes (12)
Hon Kim Chance Hon John Halden Hon J.A. ScottHon J.A. Cowdell Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan Hon Tom StephensHon Val Ferguson Hon Mark Nevill Hon Bob ThomasHon N.D. Griffiths Hon Sam Piantadosi Hon Tom Helm (Teller)

Noes (14)
Hon George Cash Hon Barry House Hon M.D. NixonHon E.J. Charltn Hon P.R. Lightfoot Hon B.M. ScottHon B.K. Donaldson Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon W.N. StreichHon Max Evans Hon I.D. MacLean Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)Hon Peter Foss Hon Murray Montgomery

Pairs
Hon Graham Edwards Hon Derrick Tomlinson
Hon Cheryl Davenport Hon N.F. Moore
Hon Doug Wenn Hon M.J. Criddle

Question thus negatived.
BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 18 May.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [4.23 pml]: LastThursday I answered some of the questions which were raised in the latter part of thesecond reading debate and now I will refer to some of the other points which were raised.
A broad statement was made during the debate that BankWest had not been affected byWA Inc. For the benefit of the new members in this House I advise that BankWest, orthe R & I Bank Ltd as it was then, was involved in two major events. When the TeachersCredit Society collapsed BankWest had to take over its assets and liabilities. The assetsand liabilities both totalled approximately $550m - the capital was only a few milliondollars. At the time the then Government said it would pick up the losses incurred by thecollapse of that society. Members might recall that a full page media release was put outby the then Premier, Brian Burke, to that affect, but the details of the rescue were veryvague. The announcement was not by way of a formal agreement or ministerialstatement as it should have been. The losses eventually totalled approximately $139m
out of assets of approximately $550m.
BankWest also became involved in granting loans to Rothwells in its latter days ofoperation. These loans should not have been granted and undue influence was applied bythe then Government.
Hon Mark Nevill: The TCS was not a loss for the bank.
Hon MAX EVANS: No, but it did get involved in business deals. Hon Mark Nevill saidin the debate that the bank might have got assets out of the increased business, but it wasforced by the then Government to get involved in business deals.
Hon Mark Nevill: We are talking about losses incurred by BantkWest.
Hon MAX EVANS: If the member talks to the staff of BankWest he will be made awarethat they put a lot of time and effort into sorting out the problems created by the collapse
of the TCS and the bank was not compensated.
Hon Mark Nevill: It might have made money out of the TCS.



Hon MAX EVANS: The member said that in the debate and I would like him to prove it
one day. A lot of TCS customers took their money out of BankWest and deposited it in
building societies and credit unions because they were used to being pampered and the
bank did not do that.
It is not generally known that BankWest got involved with the old Palace Hotel site. The
site was bought by Bond Corporation for about $5m and it wanted a bank on the site.
The Government of the day arranged for BankWest to build the tower with one of Alan
Bond's companies having a 50 per cent interest in the building, but it did not put any
money into it up front. A similar deal was the Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd deal. The
Government had to find 100 per cent of the capital and Bond was to get half the profit at
the end of the day. Other deals involved the Westralia Square site and the David Jones
site, which is now Central Park. The bank handled all these deals. From memory the
R & I Tower building was about a $220m deal in which BankWest was forced to become
involved. The bank had to find all the money and last year it sold off part of the building
which was worth $143m, subject to rental guarantees given by the bank. It was a loss
incurred by the bank by a political decision made on its behalf. The bank had to put its
problems to the Government to improve its solvency ratio. It wanted to get rid of the
bank as an asset and the same thing applied to the Primary Industry Bank of Australia
Limited. It made a good profit out of PIBA - it bought it for $25m and sold it for over
$100m. The bank should not have been involved in these deals and it should always
remain at arm's length from government dealings.
During the debate reference was made to the amount of money that would come out of
this privatisation proposal. The figure of $700m was mentioned in the other House. We
must consider the liability and what is done with the money. Thbe Government said that
the money will be used to reduce state debt. It is important to reduce that debt because
the State's net debt is $8.5b against the gross state product of $46b - the ratio being
19.3 per cent. Standard and Poor's and Moody's Investors Service look for a ratio of net
debt to gross state product of 15 per cent. This means that the State will have to reduce
debt by $3b or increase the gross state product by $1 Ob.
In recent years the state debt increased rapidly for a number of reasons. One reason was
the money which was put into the bank. I acknowledge that some hundreds of millions
of dollars was involved when the bank restructured its capital. However, it does affect
the state debt and the ratio of net debt to gross state product. The only States to come
under the 15 per cent ratio are Queensland and New South Wales. It was said in the
debate that $700m is a lot of money. I agree, but relative to government it is not all that
much. However, if will be used to repay state debt and in that respect it is a significant
amount.
At a luncheon I attended to the other day I was talking to the New Zealand High
Commissioner and I asked him how that country got on financially last year. New
Zealand budgeted for a $800m surplus. Australia is hoping to get a $700m surplus next
year from the sale of $6.5b worth of assets. Last year New Zealand had a $1.2b surplus
and this year it is budgeting for a $2.2b surplus. Next year it will budget for $2.8b and it
will be taking that through to the turn of the century. New Zealand's ratio of net debt to
gross domestic product has been as high as 47 per cent and it is trying to reduce it to
22 per cent. The revenue source of a national government is much better than that of a
State Government. That is what New Zealand was able to do. I wish we could achieve
figures like that to rectify many of the wrongs of the past.

Hon Mark Nevill: It does not have State Governments or an upper House.

Hon MAX EVANS: That may be part of it. I do not think State Governments consume
that much. New Zealand does at least have control of the main revenues - income tax,
company tax, excise, etc - which State Governments have not.
Hon Mark Nevill: It is an irony that Queensland and New Zealand do financially much
better than everyone else and they do not have an upper House to put the brakes on their
initiatives.
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Hon MAX EVANS: Hon Mark Nevill will probably suggest why Queensland in 1922offered him a pension for life, on full salary!
Hon Mark Nevill: I will donate it to charity!
Hon MAX EVANS: In regard to where the money will go, in recent years the bank hassold $250m worth of real estate, which went to the Asset Management Taskforce andcame to the State Government as normal revenue. However, this money will go towardsrepaying debt, which answers the question asked the other day.
Another question asked was why would anyone want to headquarter a bank in WesternAustralia. I believe from recent trips overseas, where I talked to bankers and financialpeople, that there are people who want to come to this State. There are people in theAsian markets who are looking for opportunities in Western Australia. WesternAustralia is in the same time zone as the Asian market. There is a seven hour timedifference between Perth and Paris and an eight hour time difference between Perth andLondon, so business can be transacted on the same day.
Hon Mark Nevill pointed out that the bank wrote off about $93m of losses to bring thecapital back to $435m. Three years ago when R & I Holdings was constituted, itborrowed $295m to subscribe to its shares in the bank. Part of the $3b borrowed by theformer Government went into the bank to provide fixed capital. Previously, some of thatcapital was undated floating debentures, United States dollars and tier I or 2 capital. Oneof the problems with the State Bank of South Australia and the State Bank of Victoriawas that when they folded, the State Governments had to pay up immediately; they didnot have time to make arrangements for the future. That is one of the reasons that theReserve Bank capitalised the bank last time, and we now find that the solvency ratio is
much better.
This legislation seeks to take a multitrack approach to the sale of the bank. Plenty ofavenues are open in regard to how we may do a deal at this stage. Such an approach isnot unique and has been used on a number of occasions in recent years with both publicand private sector floats. One notable example of this approach was New ZealandTelecom. Action is proceeding concurrently on a sale by tender and an initial publicoffering - IP0 - of the shares in the bank. Advertisements have been placed nationallyand internationally for expressions of interest for the sale by tender. Responses couldinclude merger proposals. We want to see what is out there.
In regard to an initial public offering of shares, investigating accountants PriceWaterhouse have been appointed to investigate the figures for a prospectus, and theappointment of the lead brokers to the IPO is expected to be finalised in the next fewdays. The due diligence committee has commenced its deliberations, which also requiredue diligence from the directors that what they are putting out in the market is correct, forwhich they will be held responsible. Consultants' contracts are being capped andstructured in a manner which recognises that a decision has yet to be made about the
manner of sale.
A question was asked about tax compensation from the Commonwealth. I have beeninterested in this matter for some time, having been at a meeting two years ago when theTreasurer, John Dawkins, made the comment that there would be only one benefit undertax compensation. We thought at that stage that we would float both the StateGovernment Insurance Office and the R & I Bank. I remember that South Australia andTasmania were a bit upset by that because the Commonwealth had already paid out on asmaller deal and they had a bigger one still to come for which they would get nocompensation. Victoria got a benefit of about $500m or $600m from the sale of the StateBank of Victoria to the Commonwealth Bank. The Commonwealth has not specifiedwhen the bank must be sold in order for the State to qualify for tax compensation.
Rather, it requires that the process commence by 30 June 1995.
One of the means by which it can be demonstrated that the State does intend to sell thebank and has commenced the process is for this legislation to be passed and for the Stateto proceed with the preparations for a sale by tender or an invitation to public offer. The
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Commonwealth has included an estimate of $200rn in its 1995-96 Budget for tax
compensation. The actual compensation is still to be established. An independent party
will be appointed, with the approval of the Commonwealth, to calculate the amount of
compensation payable. The amount of compensation is based on expected tax payments
over the next five years, discounted by the 10 year bond rate. It should be well known
that the State will not get that money; it will be used to reduce debt owing by the State to
the Commonwealth Government. The interest rates could be 6 per cent, 7 per cent or
8 per cent. I am not certain which debt the State will repay.
The State has not proceeded with the previous proposal for an advance payment of $30m
in 1994-95 in respect of the SGIO. We discussed the matter with Treasurer Dawkins to
see whether we could get an up-front payment, but so many strings were attached to it
that it seemed hardly worthwhile for that amount of money. It was seen as providing no
benefit to the State as interest would have been payable on the advance payment through
to the time of privatisation, and the Commonwealth would have required the tax
compensation calculations to be made prior to the advance payment and updated again
prior to the date of privatisation; so the strings attached to that $30rn were not acceptable.

We believe that this legislation is a move in the right direction for the privatisation of
BankWest. The fact that we have got consultants on board, we are doing due diligence
and we are advertising is proof that we are going in the right direction.

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Tell Eric about it! Give him a few clues about how to do it.

Hon Mark Nevill: You cannot teach the National Party new tricks.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: You don't just ring up a few mates and say, "Do you want to
buy a bank?"
Hon MAX EVANS: I will not comment on that.
Comments were made in the Legislative Assembly that this matter should be referred
back to the Parliament. A good example of where this can go wrong is TABCorp in
Victoria, where quite a meal was made of the matter in the Parliament. To come back to
the Parliament would be impractical from both a commercial and a timing perspective.

Hon Mark Nevill: We have assured you that we will deal with it responsibly.

Hon MAX EVANS: If the Parliament were to play a meaningful role under such an
arrangement, it could be expected to wish to examine aspects of the various bids made.
Bidders would be reluctant to participate in a process where intricate details of their
operations and bids could be made available to their competitors through public debate.
In those circumstances, referral back to the Parliament could have serious adverse
consequences on the sale price.
Hon A.J.. MacTiernan: It does not have to be in that sort of detail. It could be just the
specifics of the proposal.
Hon MAX EVANS: Horn Alannah MacTiernan would realise, as a lawyer, that these
things are done with a degree of faith and confidentiality, and if she was the lawyer
acting on behalf of another party, I do not think she would like to have an open debate.

Hon Mark Nevill: You would bring only the final proposal back to the Parliament, not
options.
Honi MAX EVANS: Hon Mark Nevill knows how parliamentary debates can go on in
these matters -

Hon AJ.G. Macliernan: You have the numbers in both Houses.

Hon MAX EVANS: We do not believe it is prudent or necessary to bring the matter
back to the Parliament. Yes, we have the numbers, and we could go through a long
debate and put it through. The Premier has given an undertaking that he will provide to
the Leader of the Opposition a copy of the advice to the Premier recommending the
method of privatisation to be adopted. That may need to be on a confidential basis,
depending on what is in that advice.
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Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: The advice from whom?
Hon MAX EVANS: I presume from the board of the bank and its expert advisers. As Isaid, dhe previous Government appointed Bankers Trust Australia Ltd for the S010 float.They were very good advisers; they made their recommendations about the timing, whatshould be done and the valuations, and the differences of opinion about how muchmoney would go into capital were worked out in time.
Hon Mark Nevili: Are you foreshadowing that you will not support our amendment tobring a proposition back to die House?
Hon MAX EVANS: That is right. The Treasurer will make a ministerial statementwhich will permit debate at the time of the issue of die privatisation order if theParliament is then sitting. This will allow die Opposition to express its views on theapproach being taken, but the further approval of Parliament will not be required on themethod of approach approved by the Treasurer through the issue of a privatisation order.A lot of discussion has occurred about the percentages set and the changes made; it couldbe as little as 5 per cent. I will return to that issue.
There is no need for the amendment proposed for a merger with another WesternAustralian financial institution. The Bill as drafted will permit a merger with any otherentity. The 50 per cent limitation was dropped in the Assembly during Committee toallow the partial privatisation to be of any percentage - from as little as 5 per cent up to50 per cent. This was done to open all opportunities in line with the multitrack approach.It was based on an advance by the Opposition.
Hon Mark Nevill: Were public authorities involved?
Hon MAX EVANS: We discussed that matter the other day in relation to publicauthorities' investments. It must be a provision of the relevant legislation to allow theauthorities to invest in shares. Probably the only two authorities doing that currently arethe State Government Insurance Commission and the Government Employees'Superannuation Board. Currently they invest in shares on the stock market. It would beoutside the bank's parameters; it will work through other managers for this purpose.
It will be of interest to discuss the cash flow figures. My initial reaction is that if we canrun a bank and make a lot of money it is good, but it is not quite that simple because thebank must increase its capital over the years. The information provided to me is that thenet cash impact on Government from 1984-85 to 1993-94 totals $162.1m. The profitspaid to CRF - payments in lieu of tax dividends to R & I Holdings in 1984-85 was $ 1Dm;in 1985-86 $13.3m; in 1986-87 it was a negative figure of $3.3m; in 1987-88 it was anegative $13.2m; in 1988-89 a positive $28.1m; in 1989-90 we broke even; in 1990-91 itwas a negative $129.4m; in 1991-92 it was a negative $127.5m; in 1992-93 it was apositive $20m; and in 1993-94 a positive $39.9m. In other words, the Government hashad to find more money than it has pulled out. We wrote off $93m, but after all thelosses we are making a real profit. It will be very difficult in future to get in front, by thetime we pay taxes to the Federal Government. The amount of $200m tax compensationhas increased by 9 per cent. The tax rate has increased from 33 to 36 per cent. I presumethis year we will have an extra $20m.
Hon Mark Nevill: But you will not pay tax to the Federal Government.
Hon MAX EVANS: We will reduce our debt by another $20m. When the bank isprivatised it will pay tax to this Government. If that is not done the money will be leftthere and we will have a poor return on our funds. It is six of one and half a dozen of theother. It would be necessary to leave quite a bit of money there in future to build upsufficient capital. The success of the bank is a problem. The assets of $1 b and the loansrequire another $80m to $90m worth of capital, and that is more than we would make inone year. We could push up the assets by that amount over the years.
The net outgoings are interesting. We have experienced some bad times, but the total netprofitability before tax over the last 10 and a half years for the bank is $1 16.8m. Overthe last nine and a half years the figure was minus $1 1.7m. We experienced big lossesover two years. In recent years, no banks have been immune from losses. I am not being
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critical of the R & I Bank or any other bank. It all depended on the timing and the
conditions of the businesses. It is always a problem for the owners. The shareholders in
Westpac received no dividends. The State Government received no dividends; it
received no return on its money. The State Government may have $450m - or let us say
$700m for the shares, plus $200m, and the tax compensation figure would be $900mn.
The Government would be saving interest on that figure with a sale, but it is still locked
into the bank and earning nothing. It is an important factor. Even if it is 10 per cent on
$900mn, which is $90m, it is a matter of earning interest or earning nothing from the bank.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: That would apply to private enterprise. Why would anyone
buy if that logic were cogent? Obviously there is a potential to make money otherwise
no-one would buy.
Hon MAX EVANS: In this case we own 100 per cent of something which may or may
not make money; we are not in the business to sell it. People in this House bought shares
in the SGIO with the aim of making a profit. They did not seek a dividend; they hoped to
make a profit. If we spread the shareholders over a $700m float, there might be 10 000
or 20 000 investors; so the risk is spread. Some people will be in for the short haul and
others in for the long haul to make a profit from the shares. Anyone who takes over the
bank will take that risk. The Westpac or ANZ shareholders received nothing. The
Government had to borrow money. If Kerry Stokes had to borrow $lO~m or more to get
Channel 7 and did not get control, he would lose his money. He had to borrow $100m to
buy the shares, and whether he makes a profit will all depend on his return. We have
100 per cent borrowings. It is not as if we have equity. The Queensland Government has
a fully funded superannuation scheme and it can afford to sit back and wait. If we
borrowed $500m in paid up capital we could not afford to sit back and wait. The
alternative could be to reduce the interest costs and improve our credit rating as our debts
are reduced; and that could improve our ability to borrow overseas.

In the past the bank year ended in March; that was changed in September 1991 to a new
balance date. At the end of March 1984-85 the before tax profit was $20m; in 1985-86
$26.6m; in 1986-87 $31.4m; in 1987-88 S52.8m; in 1988-89 $12.8m; in 1989-90 it was a
loss of $127.9m; and at December 1990 we had a $16.4m profit. At the end of
September 1991 the before tax profit was $173.6m; in 199 1-92 $46.8m; and in 1992-93
$82.6m. The net before tax profit totalled $128.5m in 1993-94. The return over the
years has not been good. Bank results fluctuate. Westpac probably doubled its profit
over the last year, mainly because it reduced its provision for doubtful debt. It is not
actually generating new profit. The year before last, its provision for doubtful debt was
$1.2b. Next year it will be down to $600m. The debts are becoming more collectable,
although the bank does not make more money. It is very hard to make money out of
money. Banks borrow at one rate and lend out at another. Frequently I receive letters
from people in Albany and other areas; they have great ideas. They think that we can
print money; they do not realise that it takes more than capital at the bank to make a bank
run successfully.
Hon Bob Thomas interjected.

Hon MAX EVANS: Ultimately, all banks must have some money to be able to trade as
banks.
Hon John Cowdell referred to the art collection at the bank. The art collection was begun
by the bank in 1976 with the following aims: To acquire an asset for the bank; to build a
collection of artworks for display in the bank's offices, and to demonstrate the bank's
support for the arts community. The collection is displayed in the bank's head office and
throughout the retail network. It is understood that the bank values the collection at
about $1.8m. With the headquarters of the bank remaining in this State it would not
appear appropriate to remove one of the feature elements of the bank's head office from a
newly privatised Western Australian bank. However, if individual items in the collection
are seen as having a particular significance to the State, consideration could be given to
the State's negotiating with the bank to acquire these items from the bank in the normal
manner.
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Hon Mark Nevill queried whether Warwick Kent's contract, which has another year or
two to run, would be renewed. He has good staff. He brought in quite a few people from
Westpac and changed the structure and culture of the bank to make it more profit focused
and competitive with the other banks. That must be the case today if it is to compete in
the world of banking. It will be harder and harder for banks in the future. The world
market is moving money around. People are trying to make money out of the derivatives
market; that is one of the diciest things I have seen. The operations in that market were
highlighted in a "Four Corners" program last year. I do not know how these companies
are allowed to go into those things with other people's money; it is all right if one uses
one's own money. The derivatives market fabricates profits out of nothing; it is quite
frightening. It is all right if one is trading in wheat, gold or wool futures as one has a
product at the end of the day, but in the derivatives market one has to put up only 10 per
cent of the price.
Hon Kim Chance: A lot of futures operators are not backed by a physical commodity.
Hon MAX EVANS: That is straight out gambling. It is too difficult to gamble large
sums on the Totalisator Agency Board, so they go to the futures market. We saw crooks
from Malaysia doing illegal deals in black and red beans. They were not even deals; they
were just pocketing the money.
Hon Jim Scott has some theories about banking which are not relevant to the Asian
region. We must focus on one thing: The bank has served the State well. We are in a
new climate of banking, and the Government believes that it needs to reduce its liability.
That legislation went through previously. It will be interesting to see what the Federal
Government does with the Commonwealth Bank. It sold its first lot of shares and
retained its liability. Nobody knows with the next lot of shares whether the Federal
Government will expunge its liability for the bank. We must wait and see. This
legislation will limit the liability to five years from the date of privatisation. People in
for the long haul will know how much they are covered for. People coming in after
privatisation will not be covered by that guarantee.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: That is not shareholders; it is depositors. The Minister was
comparing BankWest with the Commonwealth Bank and saying that the Commonwealth
Bank had two sets of shareholders.
Hon MAX EVANS: The Federal Government still maintains the guarantee on the
liability of loans to the Commonwealth Bank. It did not expunge that when it issued the
first 25 per cent of the shares. It will be interesting to see what it does after this. The
guarantee does not protect the shareholders, only the depositors.

The Government believes the market might be very difficult for a while. The share
market goes up and down these days. Challenge Bank wanted the R & I to back it as a
public company. That would have been a disaster. We would have written off a couple
of hundred million dollars on share prices today the way the market has gone. That was
one proposition to bring the two together, because Challenge did not have the money to
buy out the Government. I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (14)
Hon George Cash Hon Barry House Hon M.D. Nixon
Hon E.J. Charlton Hon P.R. Lightfoot Hon B.M. Scott
Hon B.K. Donaldson Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon Max Evans Hon I.D. MacLean Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)
Hon Peter Foss Hon Murray Montgomery

Noes (12)
Hon Kim Chance Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon J.A. Scott
Hon J.A. Cowdeli Hon John Halden Hon Tom Stephens
Hon Graham Edwards Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan Hon Bob Thomas
Hon Val Ferguson Hon Mark Nevill Hon Tom Helm (Teller)
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Pairs
Hon N.F. Moore Hon Sam Piantadosi
Hon MJ. Criddle Hon Doug Weon
Hon Derrick Tomlinson Hon Cheryl Davenport

Question thus passed
Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair; Hon Max Evans (Minister
for Finance) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Opposition opposed the Bill at the second reading stage
because the Minister for Finance stated clearly to the Chamber that he would oppose our
proposed amendment to bring a specific proposition for privatisation back to this
Chamber for ratification. On that basis we felt that we should withdraw our support for
this Bill as it is limited in the options that it gives to the Government.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Minister spent some time dealing with the involvement of
BankWest in the rescue of the Teachers Credit Society, the Government's indemnifying
the bank for that rescue and also the development of the Palace Hotel site. In some
recent figures that the Government published, it put the losses attributable to Western
Australian government business dealings and the R&1 Bank at about $39m. Those figures
certainly take into account only one side of the ledger. First, there was certainly no cost
to BankWest in taking over Teachers Credit Society. In my view there was possibly a
profit. I cannot see the board of BankWest's missing that opportunity, at least -
Hon Max Evans: How would it make a profit? It was paying too much interest on the
money.
Hon MARK NEVILL: I am talking about BankWest. I am saying that the Government
indemnified it to the tune of $138m or $139m. Perhaps it may not have cost that amount.
I said during the second reading debate that, if the purchase of the Teachers Credit
Society had been put out to tender at the time, the Government's requirement to
indemnify it may have been less. But that is something we will never know.
The transfer of GoldCorp to BankWest certainly was a big plus for BankWest. The
commercial division of BankWest was an absolute disaster. One of the things that I did
not point out in the second reading debate was that only one person from the original
division still remains; it was completely cleaned out after its debacles. Certainly, it got
the bullion dealing section and the gold loans section and there was not one failure in all
the gold loans that GoldCorp entered into. In fact, it was quite a profitable and extremely
well run division. I think it was purely political pressure at the time that caused that
transfer to take place. In my view it was better off where it was. BanikWest certainly
inherited some very good staff.
Hon Max Evans: I don't think it was political pressure. The Government wanted to
restru cture the whole of WADC, GoldCorp and so on.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Government was coming under tremendous pressure to
divest itself of WADC. The WADC was quite a successful government corporation, no
matter what anyone may think. Even if one argues abo -ut how profitable some land deals
were, the book profitability of WADC was about $150m. Many new industries were
started during that period that are still going today, such as East-West Diamond Products
at Kalgoorlie. It sold out of some projects because of political pressure. The Sentosa
Island project was an example. If it had stayed there it would have done better. Quite
frankly, I never thought that it should have ventured to Singapore; it should have kept its
activities in Western Australia. There were some aspects of the investments with which I
would not have agreed. That aside, it was a successful activity.
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However, in the political rhetoric that has followed, the general impression is that it lost a
lot of money when in fact it did not. We have attracted some world-class people to this
State, such as Don McKay-Coghill. I am surprised that he has stayed here this long. He
seems to have been here for the long haul and he wanted to see the coin program come to
fruition. That was a 10-year program that turned into a profit much earlier than expected.
People are always happy to look at one side of the ledger but not at the other. If we are to
be fair that is something we should do. I give the Minister for Finance credit for being
reasonably fair most of the time. I certainly would not give that accolade to the Minister
for the Environment - his rhetoric is usually reprehensible, overtly political and more
often than not far from the truth or any sense of balance.
The Minister mentioned trading in derivatives. I hold a very similar view to that of the
Minister. When one looks at derivatives one sees that they are numbers in cyberspace;
there is nothing behind them. However, there is no doubt that BankWest and other
government agencies have been trading in derivatives. I suppose derivatives vary from
the low risk end of the spectrum to third generation, high risk facilities. It would be
pertinent in this debate to ask the Minister whether he has given any written ministerial
directions to BankWest asking it about its trading in derivatives and how BankWest has
actually fared. Has it lost money? Is it exposed? If I were the Minister for Finance I
would be concerned enough to write to BankWest, the Superannuation Board and the
SGIC. I am interested in what sort of oversight he has given that area of the bank's
activities. I alerted the Minister to the fact that I had a question on notice that had not
been answered in respect of the State Government's percentage return on investments
over the past 10 years. The advice I received was that the only way one could do that
was to use net assets times 1.4. I wanted to see the profitability results, but we received
cash flow figures.
Hon Max Evans: Nine and a half years ago the profitability was $ 160m. The return on
capital is minute. In those early years there was virtually no capital.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Those 10 years include a rather unusual period from 1989 to
1991. Not that I am one for forecasting, but I doubt whether will we see a repeat of that
in the next 10 or 15 years; although the herd mentality of investors is something no-one
has been able to control.
Hon Max Evans: The profit that will made now, virtually after tax, will be about $500m
and the bank will be worth $700m. The return is not very strong.
Hon MARK NEVILL: BankWest did not have the exposure to direct ownership of
property that it has had over recent years.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I apologise to the Minister as I was otherwise occupied during his
summing up in the second reading debate. I raised my concerns about clause 23 and the
application of Corporations Law which I know is uniform legislation. I also raised the
Australian Constitution which prohibits any barriers to trade between the States and the
implication of the Trade Practices Act on this matter. I asked whether the Minister would
seek advice on these issues and whether he would report that advice to the Chamber, so
the Opposition could be assured that this was not a breach of the Corporations Law; but
more particularly that it was not making this Bill vulnerable to a High Court challenge as
being unconstitutional or in contravention of section 109. It is important there be no
likelihood of a challenge in this matter. I do not disagree with the intent of the Bill, but I
want to be assured that we are not acting unlawfully.
Hon MAX EVANS: I did reply on this point last Thursday evening. I was advised that
we are acting under Corporations Law, and as this was incorporated in Western Australia
it would be upheld. I suggest that during the dinner break we get a second legal opinion
on that, particularly on the question of the Trade Practices Act.
Hon John Halden: The application of the Constitution is the difficult question. I have a
feeling this legislation runs smack bang into section 109. We are faced with the
proposition we may be acting unlawfully in spite of the fact we may all agree about it.
Hon MAX EVANS: Hon Mark Nevill raised some points about the losses of BankWest.
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From memory $39mi related to loans to Spedleys and Rothwells. When those figures
came out the building had not been sold. I see that as a loss imposed on the bank by
outside sources. The loss was probably greater towards the end because of the property
market, but in normal circumstances the bank would not have invested in 100 per cent of
that building, which is what brought about the losses.
GoldCorp has been successful. The gold loans were not successful for BankWest. As
the Opposition at the time, we were worried about these loans and the expertise available
in the corporation, but with hindsight they camne out very well. GoldCorp did very well
in the early years with coins before the Kruger rand camne back on the market. There are
a lot of the coins now on the market and sales are dropping off. That relates to the gold
price market. I remember that one year the Western Australian Development
Corporation referred to a profit of $265m from GoldCorp. That was actually receipts
from the sale of gold, and the trading result was a loss of $1.4m. GoldCorp has made a
good contribution to the State. BanikWest took that over. I had a look at the profit
figures over 10 years. Thbe return has not been very high. One makes a profit more easily
during hard times than easy times in banking because of the margins. Even if a bank had
a return of over $100m each year it would have the problem of maintaining insolvency
ratios. The risk is shared over many shareholders.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Full and partial privatisation defined -

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The M oinister may recall - I do not want to claim the glory for
this - that the first person who raised concern about this clause was Hon Kim Chance. I
also raised it in my speech during the second reading stage. Our concern was about the
ability of government agencies to procure shares in the new bank. I think I used the
example of the Water Authority of Western Australia buying shares in the bank when it
had no involvement in banking, thus the Government could retain control of the entity. I
accepted the answer the Minister gave; that is, he felt that only organisations such as the
State Government Insurance Commission and the State Government Employees
Superannuation Board might do that. Can the Minister assure the House that only those
two public authorities could buy shares in the new entity?
Hon MAX EVANS: I would hate to think I was so wise that I could state categorically
that they were the only ones. I am not certain of the ability of other authorities that have
come in under the hundreds of new Acts. Those Acts that came through this House in the
past couple of years may have provisions in them to allow authorities to take up shares in
this bank. Those authorities might wish to buy a corporation that was doing some
engineering work for them, for example. I cannot quite see what the member is worried
about. We are trying to get out of our involvement with the bank, so why would we want
to get back into it? Is the member saying that if public authorities take up shares in the
bank, it will ensure that the float will get off the ground? The Treasurer, not 1, looked
after that aspect; however, we would not be so imprudent as to do that. To buy 10 per
cent or 20 per cent to get the float off the ground would not be to anybody's advantage. I
cannot say that no-one else has the authority to buy shares in the new bank. There are
many reasons that other public authorities may have the ability to do so. The Totalisator
Agency Board has the power and has bought shares in Fairplay Print and in DBR Pty Ltd,
a computer company which was outside of, but partially owned by, the TAB. It would be
most unwise for the Government to get a float off the ground by putting 10 per cent - that
is, $70m - into the float. That decision would only come back to bite the Government.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses S and 6 put and passed.
Clause 7: Method of privatisation -

Hon MARK NEVILL: I move -

Page 5, after line 17 - To insert the following new subclause -
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(4) A privatisation order and any amendment must be ratified by both
Houses of Parliament.

Page 5, line 18 - To insert after the word "amendment" the following words -

approved by Parliament under subclause (4)
The purpose of these amendments is to have brought back to this Chamber any specific
proposal that the Government might consider proceeding with to privatise BankWest.
We do not believe the Government should be bringing back options in this case, but it
should have a proposal to put on the Table which the Parliament can debate and agree to.
It is important that there be parliamentary scrutiny of whatever the Government enters
into. This clause gives the Treasurer extremely wide scope in actions he may take.
The public float is a fairly obvious process. I cannot see any problem with it. The
private placement may be a different situation. Clause 7(l)(c) provides that it can be
fully or partially pivatised by some other means. We cannot even contemplate what
might appeal to the Government at some time further down the track. It does not seem to
contemplate a merger as the Minister said in his summing up. The Government did not
rule out a merger, but I cannot see how a merger could be considered under this Bill. It
would require a new Act because a new legal entity would be generated by a merger. In
that case this legislation would be of little use. The royal commission stressed the need
for Parliament to scrutinise the Executive. Here the Treasurer is given fairly wide-
ranging powers to enter into arrangements to sell off the prize asset of the State, one that
is important to the local economy and one that we may regret disposing of unless we get
a very attractive deal.
We believe any specific proposal by the Government should be brought back to the
Parliament. I can assure the Minister that a proposal that is brought back will be judged
on its merits. The Opposition certainly does not want to see an overseas bank take
control of BankWest in the short to medium terms unless there are some extremely
compelling benefits, which we would like to see before we agreed to the deal. There
might be a proposal that would be attractive to the Opposition. We certainly oppose that
in principle because, on the face of it, that overseas bank's policies might not work in the
interests of Western Australians.
Hon Max Evans: What do you mean by that?
Hon MARK NEVILL: It might not lend its money in Western Australia; it might lend
elsewhere. If it could get a better return in Indonesia, it would lend money there.
Although the head office might be here, the capacity to borrow from that bank might be
limited in some way. We are speaking hypothetically, but we believe the privatisation of
Bank West is so significant that any specific proposal should be ratified by this
Parliament. The Executive should not be allowed to take complete control of that
decision.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
Hon MAX EVANS: As I mentioned in the second reading debate, the Government,
through the Treasurer in the other place, covered many aspects of how the Treasurer had
the power to wrap it up. The previous Government did that with the State Government
Insurance Office. The SGIO float was to go ahead on a straight float basis. Its
perimeters were not as wide as those for this float. The Government has learnt from that
that it can do other things than just have a float. At one stage I thought the Government
would probably do a trade sale on the SGIO because the shares had not gone up. The
trade sale would have made $95m to $100m. The stock market then went up and the
shares were bought at $165m. That would not have been obtained in a trade sale. If the
Government did a trade sale with the SGIQ it would have had to come back to Parliament
to get approval for that. This time that is not necessary. Under a multi-track approach
the Government has tried to cover everything. A couple of amendments were made in
the other place to ensure that.
It was pointed out in the other place when an amendment was moved to prevent a merger
with another financial institution that the Bill as drafted would prevent a merger with any
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other entity. There are many ways of doing a business deal today; it might be a share
placement, a share swap, or a merger with a body smaller or larger than BankWest. For
that reason the Treasurer wanted to make provision for all possibilities so that the
Government would not have to come back to Parliament. That is so the Government can
get expressions of interest and make a deal. That is also important from the point of view
of the Commonwealth Government. The State Government wants the privatisation to go
straight through. Hon Alannab MacTiemnan said that if it were brought back to
Parliament the Government would have the numbers and could pass it. However, that is
not the point. The Government hopes to have all possibilities covered, and to privatise
the bank, get rid of the liabilities, and get the debt down.
It could be that the market is not that good and there is no real proposition. I would
rather carry on with BankWest as a government owned institution than with the SGIO,
which was a far more competitive and risk taking business. If there is not the right price
for a sale, there is no point in the Government selling out on a bargain sale.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: No doubt exists that it would be more convenient for the
Government to deal with this privatisation without bringing it back to Parliament.
However, fetters are placed on publicly owned assets which are not placed on privately
owned assets. The Minister makes the mistake of trying to draw too close a parallel. The
Opposition wants to maximise the price that is received for this publicly owned asset;
however, special and important accountability procedures must be put in place. The
Opposition moves these amendments to ensure that the specific privatisation proposal the
Government decides to run with is brought back to this Chamber for final approval.
Obviously the Government will have the numbers to put it through in any event.
However, it is important that it bring'this legislation, and any other legislation, before this
Parliament. The fact that it has the numbers does not enable it to implement legislation
without bringing it before the Chamber and allowing its scrutiny by the combined
wisdom of Parliament, not simply the Government alone.
The Minister has not satisfactorily answered the issues the Opposition has raised. As
Hon Mark Nevill said, the Opposition is not talking about bringing back a series of
proposals to this place and letting us pick and choose. At the end of the process when the
Government has come up with a privatisation formula it wishes to proceed with, that
should come before this Chamber for examination. It may be that commercially sensitive
infoimation will not be able to be brought to this place as part of that assessment.
However, with an asset as important to. Western Australia as this, it is not proper for it to
be disposed of without some form of scrutiny from Parliament. I ask the Minister to
reconsider this.
Hon MAX EVANS: I accept Hon Alannah MacTiernan's comments. When the
coalition was in opposition I had debates with Hon Joe Berinson on a number of matters
about combining the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust and the SGIO. In those days the
Opposition had the numbers, but the Government was there to make the decisions. We
could have knocked back a lot of things, but we did not. The Government has given an
undertaking to the Leader of the Opposition to brief him on these matters when they are
finalised, depending on their confidentiality.
Hon AJ.G. Macl~iernan: Have you given that undertaking?
Hon MAX EVANS: I understand the Treasurer in the other place has.
Hon Mark Nevill: I understood that he had given the undertaking but that the Leader of
the Opposition insisted on his amendment, which is a different amendment from mine.
Hon MAX EVANS: If the Leader of the Opposition does not want to partake in that, that
is his decision.
Hon Mark Nevill: I don't think he accepted it as a substitute.
Hon AJ.G. MacTernan: Will you give an undertaking to brief either the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place or the Leader of the Opposition in this place?
Hon MAX EVANS: BankWest does not come under my portfolio. The Treasurer is
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responsible for BankWest and GoldCorp. I cannot give that undertaking because it is the
Treasurr's function.
Amendments put and negatived.
Hon MARK NEVILL: I move -

Page 5, after line 19 - To insert the following new subclause -

(5) A privatisation order shall not allow -

(a) a person who is not a citizen of Australia, or a company
which is not incorporated in Australia, to own in excess of
15% of the issued shares of the Bank; or

(b) the total of shares in the Bank held by persons who are not
citizens of Australia and by companies which are not
incorporated in Australia, to exceed 49% of the issued
shares of the Bank.

This amendment is designed to limit the capacity for foreign ownership of the bank,
either by an individual or a company holding more than 15 per cent or a combined
shareholding of overseas investors or companies being limited to 49 per cent of the bank.
The Opposition is concerned that the Government may offer a substantial number of
shares to overseas corporations and that someone may want to buy the bank lock, stock
and barrel if there ends up being a trade sale. That is concerning, especially when the
Opposition will have no say in the form that proposal will finally take. At a briefing by
the board and the managing director, the proposition of a major overseas shareholder was
considered as a favourable form of privatisation with it holding perhaps 30 or 4.0 per cent
and either the corporation or the Government could dispose of the remaining
shareholding to investors and investment houses within Australia that might want to take
up a shareholding in this privatisation. Basically, it is an attempt to put some control on
the Treasurer's scope to make him look at finding the major shareholders within
Australia and not take a more lucrative and easier option of presenting it to an overseas
interest. The amendment, unlike the previous one, is identical to one moved in the other
place. We think it is a fairly useful mechanism for ensuring that control of BankWest
remains in Australia.
Hon MAX EVANS: I have been involved with another operation tied up in foreign
ownership, the Burswood Resort Casino. The original legislation for that casino
restricted the foreign shareholding of it to 40 per cent. It then went up to 50 per cent and
then went over 50 per cent. There were worries about the percentage of foreign
ownership, but there was nothing much anyone could do about it - the business could not
be taken away. The Victorian company which owned 50 per cent of the total capital - the
increase over the 40 per cent had been agreed to by Parliament - wanted to sell down
because, like many people, its investments did not turn out as good as it thought they
would. It had invested in yen when it was about 150 yen to the dollar and the shares
were bought at 800. Fortunately, the shares went up to $1.60 and the yen went down to
750 to the dollar and the company got its money out. It sold down 45 per cent of the total
shareholding and it retained 5 per cent. I think well under 40 per cent of Burswood is
now in foreign hands, despite the Restaurant and Caterers Association saying in a screed
that it was 70 per cent. It never has been 70 per cent and it never Will be. That one
sorted itself out.
We have read a lot in the newspapers lately about the shareholdings of banks,
newspapers and television companies. The Federal Government's rulings have been
fairly flexible and have made a lot of people a lot of money. We are pretty happy that we
have this provision well protected from foreign ownership. Not all foreign ownership is
bad. In the early days, all our major institutions in this country were foreign owned by
mainly British and American companies. The Japanese owned a large part of the iron ore
industry. Admittedly this will not be new capital; it will be capital that will replace the
Goverrnent's capital. Hon Mark Nevill may be right. Maybe the money could be used
incorrectly by being invested in Indonesia. So what?
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Hon Tom Helm: Didn't iron ore companies use the money incorrectly?
Hon MAX EVANS: I do not think they used it incorrectly. I thought it was used wisely.
They came in with their capital because they wanted to have control over the price of the
stock, rightly or wrongly.
Hon Tom Helm interjected.
Hon MAX EVANS: We have the BHP contract under control now and it will be
required to do some downstream processing. There was a problem in South Australia
with most of its money being in other States and not in South Australia. These
companies have to be accountable to themselves. They have all the money and they can
do what they like with it. If the business is not going too well, nobody will deposit
money with them. All the money would be coming in from outside and going
somewhere else - it would be a laundering business, but no Western Australian would
lose unless he or she was a minority shareholder.
Western Australian shareholders will have the capacity to purchase up to 30 per cent of
shares in the bank. Whether people take up that much will depend on the time and how
the market is. The Government's goal is to get the maximum possible Western
Australian ownership of the bank. Foreign owners could help build linkages with South
East Asia. They may have special expertise or facilities, such as computer systems with
linkages into those areas. Foreign owners will be expected to enhance BankWest
operations to gain benefits on their investments. No-one will invest $700m unwisely.
The Foreign Investment Review Board has a role to play in determining international
interests with foreign investment. The Reserve Bank of Australia has a major interest in
the spread of investments in a bank and we wish to ensure diversity of ownership of
shares in the bank or in the parties that own shares in the bank. The concern is the
apparent ability to raise capital for shareholders if the need arises. BankWest is owned
by the Government and its solvency ratio is about half that of the other banks - it is about
4.25 per cent when the others are about 8.5 per cent. The other banks complained that
they were in an uncompetitive situation. However, this bank had less capital and could
make more money. Strangely enough, it did not get a better return on its money even
though it had a much smaller solvency ratio.
The federal Act places restrictions on the number of shareholdings. The federal
Treasurer is to approve shareholdings in excess of 10 per cent unless it is in the national
interest. The Governor General may, on recommendation, approve shareholdings in
excess of 15 per cent if it is in the national interest. The SGIO Act has no restrictions on
foreign ownership. From memory, there was a restriction of 15 per cent, but that was to
apply for only two years because the Stock Exchange said the marketplace should be fair.
Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 15 put and passed.
Clause 16: Offence of disclosing information -

Hon MAX EVANS: I move -

-Page 9, line 15 - To delete "$10000' and substitute "$100 000".
This matter was discussed in the other place. The Government agreed with the
Opposition's amendment to impose a penalty of $100000 for any offence of disclosing
information on deals by the parties.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Opposition agrees with the amnendmnent. It was moved by
Mr David Smith, the member for Mitchell in the other place, and I am pleased that the
Government has accepted the suggestion.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 17 to 22 put and passed.
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Clause 23: Bank's articles of association to include certain provisions -

Hon KIM CHANCE: I apologise to the Minister for missing that part of his second
reading response which referred to the matters I raised, but I understand from Hon Mark
Nevill and the Leader of the Opposition that those matters have now principally been
dealt with. I understand from the Minister that he will deal with the points raised by the
Leader of the Opposition in the debate on clause 1.

Hon MAX EVANS: The issue is whether the restraints imposed by clause 23 are
unlawful under the Trade Practices Act. The restraints set out in this clause arm not
restraints of trade. The restraints are legislative restrictions on the corporate structure of
the bank and the rights of the future shareholders of the bank. The Trade Practices Act
does not apply to these sorts of restraints. There is no restraint in clause 23 on the
capacity of the bank to conduct its ordinary banking business.

The next point raised was the Corporations Law and certain limitations on head office,
etc, and section 109 of the Commonwealth Constitution. The issue is whether the
provisions of clauses 23 and 24 which operate to alter the effects of the Corporations
Law in the limited circumstances covered by those provisions are invalid because they
are contrary to the Corporations Law, which is a national scheme law. As previously
advised to the Chamber, the Corporations Law as it applies in this State and every other
State is a state law. The effect of the national scheme arrangement in respect of
corporations law is that each State enacts the same law, thus giving effect to a common
system of corporations law. The effect of clauses 23 and 24 is to alter the effect for
limited purposes of another state law, being the Corporations (Western Australia) Act,
which applies the Corporations Law in this State. That means that section 109 of the
Constitution is not relevant to the validity of these provisions. Under the national scheme
arrangements, it is acknowledged that individual States in the course of corporatising or
privatising State-owned corporations are permitted to alter the effect of the Corporations
Law in their States. Clauses 23 and 24 fall within the range of matters which are
recognised as being necessary and are permitted.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I think there has been some confusion on the part of my
colleagues in regard to the constitutional provision which they nominated. The
constitutional provision which they are getting at is section 92, not section 109. Section
92 states that on the imposition of uniform duties of custom - and that was done within
the first five years - trade, commerce and intercourse among the States, whether by
means of internal carriage or ocean navigation, shall be absolutely free. I think the
concern that was raised is whether this provision constitutes some fetter on interstate
commerce. Will there be some fetter on the transfer of shares and various other rights,
which may be regarded as part of interstate commerce, by virtue of the provisions set out
in this legislation? I have not given much thought to this matter, which was raised by my
colleagues. I do not know whether that is the section to which they were alluding.

Hon John Halden: You are raising a different point. I was talking about section 109.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I think at one stage one of my colleagues referred to the
fetter on interstate trade and commerce, and that is why I said I do not think it is section
109.
Hon John Halden: I am guilty!

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is an interesting point, and that is not the point that was
addressed by the Minister's analysis of section 109. Will the interpretation of commerce
and intercourse among the States include the things that are being restricted in these
clauses, which fundamentally prevent people who are domiciled in other States, for
example, from taking certain positions within the bank, and prevent the bank from
locating its head office within another State? I think it is not too extravagant to say that
may be in conflict with section 92 of the Constitution.

Hon MAX EVANS: I am advised that section 92 does not apply to these provisions.
The transfer of shares is controlled by state law. This legislation will be the binding law.
I think the member has raised a few red herrings about section 92. The bank is a Western
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Australian company, incorporated in Western Australia and doing business in Western
Australia.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The principle of section 92 of the Constitution is to prevent
States from legislating or making regulations that would seek in any way to stop the fireflow of goods and services and other items of commercial intercourse between the States.We have here a set of restrictions on a body that is, without doubt, engaged in trade andcommerce, that prohibit - and we understand the reasons - various items of commercetaking place within another State. I understand that this is a piece of state legislation.The idea of our raising this matter is to suggest that this legislation - and we understandwhat motivates it, and in a way we support that motivation - may be ultra vires section 92of the Constitution. This State can make laws in respect of this State, provided they donot conflict with the provisions of the Constitution. We are raising a provision of theConstitution which seems prime facie to conflict in some way with this legislation. Ourconcern is that if we were to pass this legislation, the bank was then duly privatised, andthe State Government then sought to rely on these provisions, it could be subject to aHigh Court challenge by the purchaser of the bank, who would seek to have thoseprovisions of the legislation struck down as being beyond the power of the State
Government.
Hon MAX EVANS: Hon Alannab Mac'Tiernan referred to the free flow of goods andservices interstate. Nothing in this clause will prevent that. The clause addresses theplacement of the head office of the bank, but it will not affect the bank's ability to lendmoney to or borrow money from other States, or to carry out business over there. Theflow of business within Australia or overseas is not limited. I cannot see that an appeal tothe High Court would be made, because it is clear that this Western Australian company
will not be restricted in its trade.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Section 92 is a particularly difficult section of theConstitution. It talks about trade, commerce and intercourse among States. I do notknow how the Minister can in such a cavalier way - without taking further instruction -presume that the sort of fetters placed on the corporation do not constitute an impositionon intercourse among States. I do not assert this categorically; all I say is that there is aquestion to raise which perhaps is one the Minister has not thought of. We cannot denythat this clause will limit the commercial operations of the company. It will be limited ina number of ways. The selection of directors of the company will be limited, as will theplaces in which the head office can be located. They are two areas where there has beenclear and concise discrimination, in a non-pejorative sense, between States. We need togive more attention to whether the fetters conflict with the provisions that require notonly trade and commerce but also the notion of intercourse among States. I do not thinkit can be presumed that this provision of the Constitution has no relevance.
Hon MAX EVANS: I will not argue with the member that section 92 of the Constitutioncan be difficult to interpret. Lawyers have made a fortune over the years trying tointerpret points regarding interstate trade. Perhaps no-one will decide on the issue until itreaches the High Court The restriction regarding the managing director residing inWestern Australia is a reasonable requirement. Some companies have had problems withpeople residing overseas or interstate, and not being close to the work face. We support
the clause as it stands.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We do not oppose the provision on its merits. As I said atthe second reading stage, we support the provisions. However, we query whether theywill work. The public needs to be assured that it will work because both parties havestaked a lot on these provisions. Our concern is that we will effectively lose thisinstitution. Both the Government and the Opposition have sought to support provisions
which entrench the bank's place here. We believe we need to be absolutely certain thatthis will work. I would like to know whether the Minister has obtained any legal advice
regarding whether the provision has any relevance. I do not pretend to be a constitutional
lawyer, but there is a prima fadie issue to consider.
Hon MAX EVANS: We see this as a law being put in place. It is impossible to predict
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whether someone will challenge it. The points raised have nothing to do with the free
flow of interstate trade. These are different provisions from section 109 of the
Constitution. Nothing about free trade arises. We cannot discriminate against someone
who must live in this State in order to get a job. It may be an equal opportunity matter. I
do not see any problems with any restrictions on free trade among States.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 24 to 26 put and passed.
Clause 27: Use of former name and derivatives of it -
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I move -

Page 17, line 17 - To delete the words "without the approval in writing of the
Minister".

Basically this clause seeks to ensure that nobody - including the Bank of Western
Australia, and I am not sure why it should be precluded unless it is perhaps to ensure
there is no confusion with the former government owned enterprise - uses the name The
Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia or the R & I Bank of Western Australia
Ltd. or any similar name; or uses the prefix R & I in relation to any bank description.
Bank description means any company, corporate, business, trading or other nme, or
other trade description or symbol, used in connection with bankting businesses or the
provision of financial services. At the second reading stage I expressed my concerns
about certain conduct on the part of the Treasurer under this clause, and the conduct of
the Treasurer's brother. Mr Ken Court made an application to register a change of name
of his company, Hawkins Court, to Resources and Industry Limited. a mere five days
before the public announcement that the R & I Bank was to change its name to
BankWest. We were told by the Treasurer and his brother that this was pure coincidence.
I find that difficult to believe. It is a very unsatisfactory explanation but we will never
come to a conclusion on that unless we appoint a royal commission so that we can ask
the Treasurer to swear under oath whether he made any mention of this matter to his
brother at any time. Such a royal commission would be equally useful if not far more
useful, than the royal commission recently established by the Government.

As a practical measure I want to delete the words that give the Premier the right to
approve the use of R & I as a prefix to a corporation that is engaged in banking business
or the provision of financial services. Members Will recall that Hawkins Court now
known as Resource and Industries, is involved in the provision of financial services. This
disjunction in this clause is very odd. There is a total prohibition on the use of the name
The Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia or the name R & I Bank of Western
Australia Ltd, and on any name that is substantially similar to either of those names.
However, when it comes to the prefix R & I - that prefix could be desired by a company
known as Resource and Industries Limited - there is no total prohibition. It is left open to
the Premier to approve.
No explanation is given here about why the Premier should retain the power in that
instance when he does not retain that power in either of the two other instances. It gives
some substance to our concerns about the way in which Ken Court and/or Hawkins Court
conducted themselves when they went to the Australian Securities Commission and
grabbed the name Resource and Industries shortly before there was a public
announcement relating to the change of name. To put it beyond doubt that there is no
intention on the part of the Government to allow this company, which is closely
associated with prominent members in the Liberal Party - Ken Court is currently a
candidate in the next federal election, unless there is federal intervention - to have any
advantage, the onus is on the Government to show that it is not acting in bad faith and
that there has been no insider trading with Ken Court. We should remove from the
Premier the power to give approval to use the prefix R & I in relation to any bank
description.
Hon MAX EVANS: Those words were taken from the 1993 Act. This argument is
amazing coming from Hon Alannah MacTieman, who is a lawyer. She knows I can
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register Resource and Industries or Resource and Investmnents today or tomorrow or nest
week. She tried to make a big play on when the name was registered.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiemran: He knew before anyone else had the opportunity.
Hon MAX EVANS: It may or may not have been done then. There may have been achange in the company structure. It may have been done then, a week before or a week
after. Does the member mean that the whole of Perth would have rushed in and tied toregister Resource and Industries with the ASC, that he was lucky to get ahead of
thousands of others?
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Are you saying that it is pure coincidence?
Hon MAX EVANS: The date is irrelevant. We must realise that the legal advice peoplereceive is only as good as the amount they pay for it. If people get free legal advice, that
advice might not be very good. People can change the name of a company any time theylike. it might be Resource and Industries, Resource and Investments, Reliable andInjurious, or Rude and Ignorant as the bank used to be known on occasion in the past.On second thought, it probably would not have been able to have been registered underthe latter, because that name had previously been used. Had the name of the companynot been changed when it was, it could have been changed today, tomorrow or nextweek. I cannot believe hundreds of other people would have been trying to do that and itjust happens that Hawkins Court was successful in registering that name.
Under the Corporations Law, operative from 1 January 1991, the Australian SecuritiesCommission will register company names similar, but not identical to, names already inuse. A different spelling or the use of a plural as opposed to the singular is sufficient tomake the name different Hon Alannah MacTiernan might recall that there wereproblems registering names interstate. They had to be registered in every State, and thatcreated a major headache for most people and good fees for many others. The names had
to be registered in every State to be protected.
By way of contrast, in registering a business name, the state Corporate Affairs Office isconcerned to avoid duplication or the use of similar names, and names which couldconfuse. T7here is no way that Resource and Industries could be confused with the Ruraland Industries Bank, the former name of this bank. Use of the singular and plural islikely to mean that the names are similar and would not be registered as a businessnames; however, they could still be registered as company names by the promoters goingdirect to the ASC. There is a possibility of duplication of names under the Corporations
Law, being companies and foreign companies formed or registered under the previous
Companies Code which were automatically registered under the Corporations Law.
Clause 27(1)0,) relates to any company, corporate, business, trading or other name which
is substantially similar to the Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia or the R & IBank of Western Australia Ltd. Interestingly the telephone book shows a company R & IElectronics Pty Ltd. I will not give an opinion on whether that company will survive.
Clause 27(l)(c) allows that arrangement to continue so long as the prefix R & I is notused in connection with banking business or the provision of financial services. It was
put in the Bill in 1993 and has been carried over into this one.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We have not been told any reasons for the making of achange. I do not know whether the Minister totally misunderstood what I said. I was not
suggesting there has been anything illegal; I was suggesting that there may be something
improper. I ask the Minister to put beyond doubt that there will be no impropriety arising
out of this provision.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: There is no impropriety whatsoever. You should not say that. Are
you suggesting impropriety already?
Hon AJY.G. MacTEERNAN: Excuse me, I have put up with Hon Ross Lightfoot standing
here saying that the Labor Government was the most corrupt government; yet we had a
royal comimission -

Hon P.R. Lighfoot:~ Of course it was a corrupt Government.
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Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: - which cost $30m which said that there was riot a single
finding of corruption.
Hon P.R Lightfoot: Rubbish!
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: It is not rubbish.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: We have a Premier and a Deputy Premier in gaol and yet you are
saying that there has been no corruption.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I suggest that Hon Ross Lightfoot start to read its report.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Let us get back to the amendment, which relates to clause 27.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: For the edification of Hon Ross Lightfoot, I point out that
currently no former Premier from the Labor Party is in gaol. I am not sure that he can
say the same.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would ask the member to concentrate on the amendment
before the Committee.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I am well aware that this provision was originally found in
the transitional provisions of the 1993 Bill. That does nothing to allay my concerns. The
same critique that I would have of that 1993 Bill remains unchanged today. The Minister
raised a number of issues. The company we are discussing - that is, Resource and
Industries Limited - falls within the definition of bank description, unlike R & I
Electronics to which the Minister referred. Does the Minister concede that here we are
only talking about companies which fall within the definition of bank description? The
Minister's example was quite irrelevant.
Hon Max Evans: It uses the prefix R & I. To be quite honest the name to which
Hon Alannah MacTiernan refers does not necessarily relate to banking.

Hon AJ.G. MacTTERNAN: The definition of bank description is fairly broad. It means
any company, corporate, business, trading or other name, or other trade description or
symbol, used in connection with banking business or the provision of financial services.
My recollection of the way in which this company has described to the ASC its principal
activity is corporate and investment advisory and money market operations. I would
have thought they fell pretty four square within the definition. We have this company of
Resource and Industries and a provision which says that a person must not use any
company, corporate, business or trading name substantially similar to the names referred
to in subparagraph (a). Has the Minister obtained advice as to whether the name
Resource and Industries is considered to be substantially similar to Rural and Industries?
We do not know whether this provision would rule out the use of that company name of
Resources and Industry. Is it intended that this provision operate retrospectively so that
those companies which already have names that fall within clause 27(l)(b) will be
prohibited from using them or will it catch only companies that take on a similar name
subsequent to the passage of this legislation?
Hon MAX EVANS: The member will be aware that this is upgrading the 1993
legislation. It could possibly be interpreted to be effective from that date. I do not think I
left any doubt There is no similarity between Resource Industries and Rural Industries
which might deceive the public or anything like that.

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That has certainly clarified a lot! We know now that the
Minister cannot see in similarity between Resource and Industries and Rural and
Industries. We do not have any clarification of whether this provision will apply only to
those names that were adopted subsequent to 1993 or whether it will apply to names
unfortunate enough to have been adopted prior to that legislation being introduced. We
must get some clarification on that point
The second and main point is that subclauses (1)(a) and (1)(b) provide for the total
prohibition of the names Rural and Industries Bank and R & I Bank and any names
similar to those. In regard to paragraph (c) we must bear in mind that the use of the
prefix R & I is not meant to involve just any corporation. We are not talking about R & I
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for electronics companies, escort agencies or any other company someone might want toset up, but those that are set up in order to provide banking or financial services. I find itvery curious that we have a total prohibition in subparagraphs (a) and (b) and yet undersubclause (1)(c) we have reserved for the Premier the power to approve use of the prefix
R & L. That may give some substance to the suspicions we have in relation to theadoption of the name Resource and Industries. If the Minister is right and it would not befound at law to be substantially similar, I wonder which few operators would be in a
position to claim the use of the prefix R & I.
Hon MAX EVANS: The wording was from 1993 and written before any of this other
business about changing the name.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It changed its name on 16 September 1993 and legislation was
introduced into the Parliament on 9 December 1993.
Hon MAX EVANS: As I said earlier, if it had not been changed it could be changed nowwithout this amendment to the legislation. The impact will be that the legislation will
stay as it is.
Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 28 to 39 put and passed.
Clause 40: Definition -

Hon MAX EVANS: I move -

Page 24, line 4 - To delete "References" and substitute "A reference".
Page 24, line 5 - To delete "42" and substitute "41 ".
Page 24, line 7 - To delete "are" and substitute "is'.

These are small points that have come up since the Bill was drafted and are amendments
to put it right.
Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 41 to 44 put and passed.
Schedules 1 and 2 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with amendments.

NATIONAL CRIME AUTHORITY (STATE PROVISIONS) AMENDMENT
BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [8.31 pm]l: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Western Australian National Crime Authority (State Provisions) Act was passed in1985. This Act enables the State to participate in the National Crime Authority andprovides enabling and facilitating legislation. The provisions of the state Act are
complementary to the National Crime Authority Act 1984 (Commonwealth) and arerequired for the purposes of the operation of the National Crime Authority in Western
Australia in the pursuit of organised crime. This is undertaken in accordance with
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specific terms of reference, covering criminal activities which include allegations that a
relevant commonwealth or state offence has been, or may be, committed.

The 1985 Act allows the authority to operate in this State under provisions that underpin
the Commonwealth's National Crime Authority Act 1984. The commonwealth Act has
since been amended and there is now a need to amend the relevant state legislation. This
Bill seeks to amend the 1985 legislation by mirroring changes that have occurred in the
Commonwealth's National Crime Authority Act.
The Bill is based upon workable legislation already in existence. It will bring this State's
legislation up to date with the commonwealth Act by ensuring that it reflects the current
provisions of the National Crime Authority Act. The Bill provides various amendments
which are considered to be minor or administrative. The new sections 18A and 18B are
important amendments which provide for the non-disclosure of details in relation to a
summons or notice. Additionally, these sections will provide for the inclusion of a
notation to the effect that disclosure of information about the summons, or notice or any
official matter connected with it is prohibited, except in certain specified circumstances.
The penalty for disclosure of such information is $2 000 or imprisonment for one year.
However, the amendment provides that disclosure can be made to obtain legal advice,
legal aid or to comply with any legal duty of disclosure arising from the legal
practitioner/client relationship.
Similar legislation to that proposed in this Bill has already been passed in New South
Wales, Queensland, Victoria, South Australia and the Northern Territory. I commend
this Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Helm.

ALUMINA REFINERY (WORSLEY) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from I11 May.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [8.35 pm]: The Opposition supports the
Bill. Before debating the second reading, I express again my distaste for agreement Acts.
I have made this speech five or six times before. Recently, I was at an annual general
meeting of a mining company and spoke to the director of the Department of Resources
Development, Des Kelly. He was not aware of my views and I thought I would repeat
them for his benefit. My view is that all these agreements should comply with the laws
of the land. I do not believe that we should make special laws for mining companies,
although agreement Acts are not necessarily restricted to mining companies. We should
not make special laws for any special interest group. Agreements Acts are fashionable in
Queensland and Western Australia. They are rarely used in other States.

In Western Australia, for some strange reason, we do not use them for goldmining
projects, no matter how big the project. However, we use them for other mineral
projects. I understand that, early in the piece, BHP did not want an agreement Act for
Beenup. However, this Parliament presently has before it a the Beenup project
agreement Bill. The Department of Resources Development, in its different forms over
the years, has had this culture of agreement Acts which in my view are not necessary.
Some people claim they are necessary for a project to be bankable. However, if it has a
good, bankable feasibility study, in most cases it should be able to involve a major joint
venturer or someone else to get the finance for that project.

Given that opening, this is a classic case of the ordinary laws of the land not
accommodating the situation in which the Worsley Refinery could find itself. I have
looked at it fairly closely and cannot really see another way around the problem.
Worsley is a major company in this State. It is one of the major bauxite producers. It is
in the top four producers in the world in terms of lowest cost and it is a best practice
operator. I recently visited Worsley with Eric Ripper, the Opposition's spokesperson on
Resources Development, and Dr Judith Edwards, the Opposition's spokesperson on the
Environmient. It was a very interesting tour of both the refinery and the mine. We were
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accompanied on that tour by the general manager, Gene Browder, Dennis Courtney, whoI think is one of the mine's senior management Gerry Raynor, the environmental person
at the mine; Roger Dean from the Department of Resources Development; and Dick
Langford from the Environmental Protection Authority.
About 1 000 people are employed by Worsley. We have to be very careful about the way
we apply the law to that company because it is an important employer and export earner.
Whatever we do we have to make sure that we do what is possible without closing the
operation. Worsley is unique in that it has the longest conveyor in the world running
some 50 kilometres from the Boddington minesite to the Worsley refinery between
Roelands and Collie. The refinery is quite striking with gardens around die site and the
office and with its enclosed gardens and low energy use. Our trip, which was on 26 or27 May from memory, was marred by a fatality at the site that day. It was the second
fatality in 15 years. The first fatality occurred during construction. The company
generally has a very good safety record and that was pointed out to us on the day we
visited the company. However, later that evening a fitter was killed while greasing a
conveyor belt. It was not on the company's conveyor, it was on plant belonging to a
contractor and I was told that it was first class plant. I do not want to preempt any
inquiry into that fatality, but a contractor was killed and that person suffered an
excruciating death. Hopefully, it will be a long time before the next one.
The Worsley project relies on the conveyor and under the original Act and the
environmental review and management program a noise level below 60 decibels was set
for the conveyor and the company thought it could comply with that level. The noise
was not to exceed that ceiling for 90 per cent of any 15 minute period. That measure was
set as the Department of Environmental Protection's standard measure for acoustic
performance. Since the conveyor was built, it has been found to be noisier than the
original design proposal. The company has channelled a lot of money and effort into
reducing the noise of the conveyor. Some $ 12m has been spent on modifications and the
company has reached the situation where it has no practical means of further reducing the
noise, except by running the conveyor for longer periods at lower speeds. There is no
easy solution. If the company had to comply with the 60 decibel ceiling it would be put
out of business. I am quite sure that some people would like to see it out of business, but
the noise levels are tolerable. It is probably generating less noise than one would
experience if one were standing 30 or 40 metres from a freeway. When the company
originally commenced its design work it could have decided to cart the bauxite to the
refinery by train and in that case there would not have been any need to worry about
these noise limits. I do not believe there are noise limits for trains.
Hon W.N. Stretch: It is interesting that kangaroos sleep under the conveyor in summer to
take advantage of the shade. The noise does not worry them.
Hon MARK NEVIL.L: The conveyor makes a reasonably loud noise. Most of its route is
through state forest but there is probably a five or 10 kilometre stretch which goes
through farmland in what is either the Hotham Valley or the Murry River area. Two
homes are affected by the noise and the company reached a compensation agreement
with the two families concerned in the early 1980s. A caveat exists on the title of the
property of one of the families and they were paid considerable compensation. The other
family also received compensation but it was by a gentlemen's agreement. The family
was paid $80 000 for injurious affection caused by the noise. The father of that family no
longer lives on the property and another member of the family has returned and an
application for additional compensation has been made. The family does not want a
caveat on the title. This has put the company in a difficult position. There is nothing
stopping other people who own property which abuts the route of the conveyor from
building a house close to the conveyor and taking common law action against the
company for the nuisance caused by the noise. The company is in a difficult situation if
someone wants to be mischievous.
The house of* the second family I mentioned is a new house which was built after the
construction of the conveyor. I suppose that is okay because it is that family's land and
they can build as close as they like to the conveyor. However, it is reminiscent of people
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who build homes near an airport and then complain about the noise. As a pro-mining and
pro-industry member of Parliament I have less sympathy for them than some of my
colleagues and other members of this House. However, they have their rights and those
rights must be respected.
This Bill virtually takes the place of a caveat over the second property, but it also stops
anyone who builds a house on private property close to the conveyor from launching a
common law claim. I cannot see any other way around it because the conveyor is
absolutely essential to the project. The conveyor will be extended in years to come to
other minesites and this Bill will cover that extension. It is quite clear from the plans that
the extension can be accommodated on Crown land to avoid impinging upon other homes
in respect of excessive noise levels. It must be appreciated that technology is changing
very rapidly and it will probably be 10 or 15 years before there is a need to extend the
conveyor. It is quite possible, if not probable, that technology will lead to noise levels
being below the current ceiling set by the Department of Environmental Protection.
When a company has so much capital tied up in a project the security of tenure is
something that needs to be guaranteed, especially if it is going to invest more money in
the project. To date, it has spent in the region of $1 .3b. I do not really see a way around
the problem. Both of the landowners affected have been compensated and one of the
other landowners will be further compensated. They will not have a caveat over their
property, but the effect of this Bill will be to prevent any further common law action by
people who want to build houses within in the corridor alongside the conveyor.
Hon J.A. Scott: Do you know how many people are affected?
Hon MARK NEVIOLL: It will affect two houses.
Hon L.A. Scott: Is that all?
Hon MARK NEVILL: That is my understanding, but there is nothing to stop the
subdivision of one of those properties and people building weekenders and making a
common law claim for noise nuisance.
Hon L.A. Scott: Is it zoned that way?
Hon MARK NEVILL: Probably not at the moment; but if in hard times a farmer wanted
to build a house near the conveyor, there is perhaps the opportunity for mischievous
claims. I do not see any other way of solving the problem. An exemption from the EPA
Act really does not stop a common law claim. So, if the member has another solution,
the Opposition would certainly like to be made aware of it.
With those few comments, we support the Bill. As I said, I believe that agreement Acts
should be used only in very rare situations where they are needed to overcome a
particular problem with the normal laws of the land. Perhaps this is the first case where I
have seen the real need for an Act to overcome a problem that cannot be overcome by the
more normal solutions of agreements or private agreements.
HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [8.53 pm]: Of course, this amendment Bill will
change the law to bring the noise levels associated with the Worsley conveyor within
legal limits. T1his is probably justified under the current extenuating circumstances,
where the company has made every effort to comply with the law, and the Opposition
supports this legislation on that basis.
I recognise the importance of Worsley - a $1.2b project that produces 1.5 million tonnes
of alumina and employs more than 900 people in my electorate. The company's
51 kilometre conveyor cannot meet environmental protection requirements on the
question of noise. The company has already taken extensive measures to try to solve the
problems and has spent over $12m to date. It has investigated new technology and
replaced parts of the awning over the conveyor belt to try to absorb the noise and it has
replaced parts of the conveyor belt. Although the noise level has been reduced
significantly, it is still not low enough to comply with the current requirements.
We can look at various devices to solve the problem, of course, other than shutting down
the operation. As Hon Mark Nevill has suggested, we could look at compulsory
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acquisition. However, I understand that the affected residents do not wish to have their
properties compulsorily acquired but prefer to take the option of some compensation to
put up with the noise. Of course, if we took this way, there could be added costs
involved for future dwellings erected near the conveyor belt. That is obviously not a
preferred option for dealing with the situation. One could look for exemption by the
Minister for the Environment. The problem with an exemption granted by the Minister
for the Environment is that it is possible for it to be reversed fairly easily by that Minister
or another Minister. In addition, such an exemption does not defeat the possibility of the
conveyor's being stopped by common law action being taken by a resident. The
company needs to have a greater degree of certainty and security of access to its resource
and the protection of its investment than can be provided by exemption by the Minister
for the Environment. This leaves us with an agreement to provide for an exemption.
The Bill ratifies an agreement between the State Government and the project operators
which puts the project beyond the reach of the current law regarding noise emissions and
beyond the reach of common law action. In supporting this agreement amendment Bill I
do not believe that it should be taken as a precedent. It should be a rarity because,
obviously in this case, the Environmental Protection Act is being weakened. We have an
increase in noise level - a new maximum - based on four points of monitoring and those
points are 900 metres from the conveyor belt. It seems that the measuring criteria can be
varied by the Minister for Resources Development at any time without reference to the
EPA. It appears that under this legislation the relevant Minister may be able to vary
noise levels upwards. I would hope that the Minister in charge of this Bill could give us
certain assurances with respect to the degree of variance that may be allowed.
It also appears that the legislation will rely on agreement between the Minister for
Resources Development, and the company, rather than the Minister for the Environment
and environmental monitors. Consequently, the public appears to be cut out to a
significant degree. This Bill, should not encourage the company to come back to the
Government with requests to speed up the conveyor, so increasing the noise levels, or
with any request for the conveyor belt to work longer hours. This Bill should not signal
to the community, and industry in particular, that the Government does not place any
credence on section 45 or part 4 of the Environmental Protection Act, which deals with
environmental impact statements, and it should not set a precedent by using an agreement
Act to erode the primacy of the Environmental Protection Act.
Obviously, with respect to the operation of this conveyor, there needs to be in place from
a planning point of view some clear indication, either by title or some other means, to
discourage people from building within the immediate zone affected by this noise. There
should be some way to involve more fully the Minister for the Environment.
Hon George Cash: Did you suggest there be an endorsement on titles?
Hon L.A. COWDELL: Yes, I asked whether that would be the best way to ensure some
zoning restrictions.
Hon George Cash: The question of whether there can be a memorial on the title is one
that could be considered; however, the local authority zoning would be the best group.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: We hope this will give a message to the local authorities, so that
people do not intrude on this zone. Although we will vary the noise level, the Minister
for the Environment should still be involved fairly fully in the process of any future
variation and not just leave it in the hands of the Minister for Resources Development. I
support this amendment Bill.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [9.01 pm]: When I walked into the Chamber
after reading the Bill and the Minister's second reading speech I was concerned and,
basically, was violently opposed to the Bill. However, hearing that only two families are
within the range of the refinery has tempered somewhat my resistance to the Bill.
Hon George Cash: T7hose two people have been compensated quite handsomely. There
are still negotiations, but it is a very handsome compensation.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Obviously there has been a marked reduction in my concern for those
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families; however, I still have a number of other concerns. One of those which has
already been mentioned is the possibility of encroaching housing areas and, as the
Minister has indicated, the need for zoning safeguards to prevent that from occurring.
Perhaps the Government will look at the local government regulations and consider
having some hold on local governments to prevent subdivision in areas which will put
people's health at risk, whether from noise or other problems.
My remaining concern about this Bill is the precedent that it will set. As we know, in
this place and in law precedent is one of the strong influences that shapes the way
decisions are made. The Bill sets a precedent, and it is not alone in this because we have
seen in recent tines the weakening of environmental safeguards by special conditions
being put in place for, usually, mining operations. I refer in particular to the smelter at
Kalgoorlie where safe standards have been completely obliterated by totally over the top
emissions which are undoubtedly damaging to people's health and which are causing
people to become asthmatic and sick. There is no doubt about that whatever from
scientific research.
Hon George Cash: Western Mining is spending $150m to correct that situation.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I understand that, but it should never have been allowed to be built
without proper scrubbers. It should have been built somewhere else. I am concerned
about the gradual erosion of these standards. Like Hon Mark Nevill, the longer I am in
this place the more I am concerned about state agreement Acts, the overriding power they
give and the lack of control governments have over the operations where they are in
place. There have been many ill-conceived and environmentally damaging state
agreement Acts, some of them with little or no return to the State - for example, the
Cement Works (Cockburn Cement Limited) Agreement Act where no royalties have
come back to the State yet and there is obvious and permanent damage to the seagrass
beds in Cockburn Sound. The precedent is of great concern because whatever we say in
here matters little once this becomes an Act.
The Minister stated in the second reading speech that Worsicy had expended some $10ni
on noise reduction works. Although the noise level has been greatly reduced through
Worsley's efforts, it continues. It is now apparent that no realistic technical method is
available to reduce the noise further. That highlights the problems that we face with
agreement Acts which take regard of these factors. As Hon Mark Nevill said, the sooner
we can find some other mechanism to allow developments to take place in a reasonable
way the better.
Hon Mark Nevill: It is not the agreement Act that is at fault, it is a design problem.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Agreement Acts do override other Acts.
Hon Mark Nevill: It did not meet the design specifications for noise control.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: It is a combination of that and the control the Government should
have over those aspects. The Minister expressed some concern in his second reading
speech. He stated -

In August 1990 Worsley proposed a major expansion to the refinery but this was
held up pending resolution of environmental clearance due to the failure of the
company to comply with the existing noise regulations.

The Minister went on to say that further expansions to the refinery are not expected to
increase noise levels emanating from the conveyor, but will require the conveyor to
operate for more hours. The long term noise effects can be very damaging to people's
health through their inability to sleep properly and the effect of that on their physical and
mental health; this has been forgotten in this debate so far. I assume that workers are
using proper safety equipment, as they are subject to this long term permanent loud noise
which would be damaging to their health if they were not wearing proper safety
equipment
Hon W.N. Stretch: The only people who go near the conveyor are the maintenance men.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I am worried about the precedent this Bill sets for other operations.
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This seems to be a fairly special case in that the area nearby is not populated and it does
not affect many employees. I refer to some of the clauses mentioned in the second
reading speech. Clause 12C(l) will enable Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd to operate the
conveyors with security under the Alumina Refinery (Worsicy) Agreement Act,
notwithstanding any other legislation which relates to noise. I find that too extreme in
the freedom it gives because it provides no protection to communities. Again, it is so
important that this not be seen as a precedent for other operations. Clause I12C(3)
provides for noise measuring equipment, its operation and the monitoring program to be
agreed between the Minister for Resources Development and Worsley, with the results to
be provided to the Minister. In view of the limited population, that is possibly a
reasonable clause. However, I hope that will not be used as a precedent. Any similar
clause concerning noise level monitoring in any other agreement should be open to
public scrutiny of noise levels as well as to the Minister and the company.
Clause 12C(6) provides that Worsley is not liable to pay compensation for any alleged
noise nuisance caused by the operation of the conveyor. The Minister, in his second
reading speech, said that this is to protect the company from opportunistic common law
actions. He said that members should be aware that the owners of the two properties
which are currently directly affected will have available to them substantial
compensation packages provided by Worsley Alumina. Once again I am concerned
about that as a precedent, because we should not pay communities to suffer bad health.
Parents can make decisions and children can suffer the consequences. I would not stay in
an area like that with my children.
Clause 12C(7) will allow non-noise aspects of any conveyor extension to be assessed
under the Environmental Protection Act. It is proposed that the Minister for the
Environment will not refuse approval under the Environmental Protection Act on any
grounds that relate to conveyor noise. That is too extreme. There must be some hold
which the company has put over it to protect community rights. I can certainly see that,
given the huge financial resources that have gone into this operation, it was a very
difficult technical problem to deal with and that something needed to be done. I also
remind members once again that if we use this legislation as a precedent for a project
which affects a great many people, the cost to community health will quickly override the
returns to this State and this community as a result of the operations of such a company.
That is particularly true when, to my understanding, substantial benefits will be returned
to the company because of the lower price it will pay for energy in this State. That also
means huge amounts of energy could be wasted in producing large amounts of pollution.
Hon George Cash: If you vote against the Bill the company will not have to worry about
cost of energy when it closes down the plant.
Hon JLA. SCOTT: I am expressing concerns about precedents so that the Government
might note them. I can see this is a special case in view of the location, but I want it on
the record that there are dangers in allowing that sort of escape from environmental
protection clauses which are designed to protect the health and wellbeing of this
community and future communities in this State. Those matters should be always viewed
with the utmost seriousness.
Hon George Cash: Surely you will also acknowledge that this is being done in an
absolutely transparent manner so that everyone knows what is happening.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I also acknowledge that the Government has said it will open up to
public scrutiny the price of energy that users pay. That will be a very good move.
Hon George Cash: I am talking about this matter. You seem to fail to realise that having
it written into a Bill is a very transparent way of seeing that everyone understands exactly
what is going on.
Hon L.A. SCOTT. I agree that is the case; however, to me, this legislation provides huge
leeway in its lack of requirement for safeguards against noise pollution.
Hon Mark Nevill: There is an amendment which makes it even more transparent
Hon L.A. SCOTT: I am concerned there is a great deal of room for future operations -
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not this operation, which will affect only two families - to be damaging to the
community. I want that noted.
HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [9.16 pm]: I want to beat the drum as loudly
as possible about the attempts made by Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd to meet the
requirements set down by the Environmental Protection Authority and Worsicy's efforts
to see that the problems arising from the noise pollution levels are reduced by doing all
that is humanly possible to achieve. that, problems on which it spent a great deal of
money. It seems a bit strange for me to get to my feet so many times in this Chamber to
defend mining and exploration companies. However, it is easy to defend this one once I
describe to the House the significance of this conveyor as a means of transporting the
alumina from the minesite to the refinery.
As has been mentioned, this facility comprises the two longest conveyors in the world.
One is 30 kilometres long and one is 20 kmn long. I heard Hon Mark Nevill say before
that these unique systems involved engineering tasks that had not challenged anyone
before. Therefore, Worsley had a job on its hands to find people who could build the
conveyor belt and compete efficiently with the road transport system and at the same
time look after an efficient and effective means of transporting the bauxite to the new
refinery. The company chose initially to use a British company to build and design the
belt. With hindsight, it was probably a great mistake. Since the British company
installed the conveyor and associated pulleys, idlers, tumns, wire rope, etc, all those items
have been replaced by Australian manufactured and designed components. Every inch of
that belt, which I repeat is the biggest in the world, is Australian. Worsley made a
conscious effort to keep the work as local as possible. In almost every instance the
components, the workers and the investment have involved Western Australians. This is
an example we have been askting all resource development companies to follow for a
long time. Because Worsley continues to be a successful mining and processing
company, it demonstrates that we can use Australian materials; that we do not need to go
overseas; and that we as Australians can hold our heads high in the international
community and provide techniques of which the world will be envious. Once we are able
to broadcast far and wide that we can provide those services and technologies, we will be
able to export them overseas as part of our export of manufactured goods rather than
exporting our backyard.
The conveyor contains 104 000 metres of conveyor belt. The conveyor is a wire belt that
is covered by a rubber-type material. Members may be aware of the types of belts used
in the iron ore industry. This belt is a little more robust. It contains more steel mesh than
most and is able to withstand the stresses and strains which the conveyor because of its
length must go through. There are some 64 000 polyurethane pulleys and over 100 000
metres of 52 millimetre diameter steel core wire rope. There are 64 000 polyurethane
pulleys so the wire rope can sit on the pulleys, and the belt sits on the wire rope. That is
the means by which the belt travels more than 30 kmn in one place and more than 20 kmn
in another. That is a steel rope sitting on a steel pulley. The pulley itself sits on a rocker
arm. All of those were designed and built in the conventional manner, a manner which is
adopted by the iron ore industry and the rest of the world today.
Worsley at a cost in excess of $15m has instituted a regime to replace all the steel on
steel components with polyurethane or plastic-type bushes, silencers and dampers
between the parts of the conveyor where the steel rubs on steel. In almost every instance
where steel meets steel and the potential exists for noise, the company has instituted
measures to combat that through Australian technology, invention and workers. I am not
sure about the abrasive qualities of bauxite, although I am pretty sure about the abrasive
qualities of iron ore. I suggest that when we try to soften the impact of steel on steel
contact by using a new polyurethane material, we are asking for increased maintenance
costs. It is hard to substitute steel to achieve quietness and efficiency. In this case
Worsley has recognised the problems and has gone to the top of the technological range
to meet the concerns of the Environmental Protection Authority and the people who are
affected by the noise from the operation of the conveyor belt.
I cannot drive it home hard enough that this method of operation has proved successful.
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It demonstrates clearly the commitment of the company to meet the requirements of the
EPA and the community to reduce the noise levels. In addition, to my knowledge - it is
not as wide as I would like it to be - no other company uses the two pronged attempt to
meet what we as a society should require from our resource developers; that is, to not
only look after the pollution aspects of what they do, but also use Australian technology
where possible. In this case it was possible to use Australian technology, companies and
goods and services. The company is proud of that fact. I do not know whether it cost
any mome. No-one will ever know what the quotes were to do the job.
Hon John Halden: If it is a government contract, we will never know.
Hon TOM HELM: That is right. I emphasise this because it demonstrates that this
Government is staying far behind the way of thinking of resource developers. I am as
guilty as anyone of being interested in shovelling the resources out of Australia. We then
import those resources back in the shape of cars and refrigerators and other white goods
for a hundred times the value of the ore which we have basically given away. Resource
companies are beginning to understand the social costs of what they do. This company in
particular has not only paid lip service, but has paid through dollars for that socially
responsible attitude of using Australian know-how and taking care of the environment.
Mining companies have had a bad name in the past. This Government would be the last
in the world to try to upset those companies. However, I am tryig to demonstrate to the
mob opposite that the only people they might upset by putting in stringent EPA
requirements or stringent sections in agreement Acts which insist on resource companies
developing and downstream processing the resource, would be the exploiters who do not
care because they are in today and out tomorrow. The companies which are with us for a
while are already taking note of those requirements that have been brought to our
attention. By using this different system Worsicy proved that the cost of maintaining that
facility has increased substantially.
The periodic changing of sections of the belt and the wire rope which propels the belt is
something of which the company should be proud. It shows that it is forward thinking. It
is a costly exercise. To change the wire rope, the company is able to take up some
co~unterweights and take a bit of slack in the rope and cut out the section. However, to
rejoin the sections of wire is probably the hardest job in the industry; that is, to put a long
splice into a 52 mm black iron wire rope. To do that a section must be cut out and the
strands be laid open about six times the length of the splice. It must be a long splice; it
cannot be an eye splice or a cut splice, and it certainly cannot be two eye splices because
the wire must still fit onto the pulleys and must go around the drum end - the winches -
and onto the rollers. The long splice enables two parts of wire to be spliced together
without increasing by much the diameter of the wire rope. There is no easy way of doing
that task. The company has a regular gang of people. They are young and very fit
because it is a difficult job. They must pull the strand through singly, and there is no
machine which can open the lay and allow the strands to be pulled through. An
Australian company has used Australian inventions to find the easiest way of opening the
lay of the wire to make the splice as easy as possible.
Hon Mark Nevill referred to the recent fatality at Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd. In spite of
that accident, Worsley should be very proud of its safety record. The company looks
after not only its employees, but also its contractors. It makes sure that the contractors'
standards are the same as it expects from its employees and that they are maintained.
This is the sort of thing that we should be proud of. We should be highlighting the
various things for which resource companies take responsibility. The companies are no
longer looking overseas, but to Australian companies to see what they can produce at a
competitive price. They want to use the best Australian technology available.
Australia has the brain power and manpower to produce machines which are designed to
make any task a lot easier, safer and efficient. These machines are much better than
anything that comes from overseas. Worsley did go for a British design, manufacture
and parts, but it failed. I suggest that industry is beginning to find out that people in
Britain and other countries in the northern hemisphere which have a manufacturing base
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are beginning to get stale and are not keeping up with technology, while Australians are
keeping up with it. I am not talking about competing with imported goods, but about the
Australian culture which is to make things work and to be proud of the fact that Australia
can produce the best product In spite of the laconic expression "She'll be right mate",
Australians have been able to come up with the technology which can produce machinery
that is equal to the world's best. I know of one contracting company which works for
Worsley which has world quality assurance certification. That is something else we
should be proud of.
I have outlined the good side of this legislation and it certainly outweighs the
Opposition's concerns. One of the Opposition's concerns is that the conveyor belt runs at
an average of 130 per cent above its designed capacity. I understand there was a fault
with the covering of the belt and. this added to the noise problems, but it has been
corrected. It is difficult to get a balance between the investment the company has made
in this belt and a fair return on the capital or what is seen to be greedy. Perhaps it is
using the equipment above its designed capacity; it is something that must be considered.
The Opposition is concerned about the Department of Environmental Protection's
involvement in this issue. I am concerned that there are no restrictions on stopping
people building housing complexes in close proximity to the conveyor belt. I lived in the
single men's quarters in Dampier for some time, which is close to the causeway. The
conveyor belt went from the dumper on the mainland across to East Intercourse Island,
which is one of the main ship-loading facilities at Dampier. When the wind was blowing
in the right direction the noise from the conveyor was distinct. I do have an advantage
over some people because I suffer from industrial deafness, having worked in a shipyard.
Perhaps that is one of the reasons I talk so loudly. However, the noise was not intrusive
and it did not bother me. Like the kangaroos, I could probably sleep under the conveyor
belt as well. Sometimes when I leave this place I feel I could sleep under the conveyor
belt! However, I understand that people with normal hearing could be affected by the
noise. In Dampier there are too many occasions when the dust from the conveyor belt,
particularly when it is carrying fines, blows across the town and any washing that has
been hung out to dry must be washed again because it has turned red. That conveyor belt
is 6 or 7 kmn long from the dumper to the stockpiles. The people in Dampier complain
bitterly, but by the same token they recognise that they chose to live in the town, which is
a pretty place. In addition, they want a job with Hamersley lIron Pty Ltd. They accept
the inconvenience as part of the environment. Perhaps the same argument could apply to
those people who build near the Worsley conveyor belt and accept the noise levels. I
really do not know the answer to the question.
I am concerned about the stories I have heard about the company running the conveyor
faster than it should and creating noise problems because of the revolutions of the pulleys
and idlers. I remind the House that at Worsicy there is approximately 104 km of
conveyor belt split into two. It is huge. The belt goes from the mine to the refinery and
involves 64 000 pulley wheels on a balance arm. All the components, including the
100 000 metres of wire rope, are valued in excess of $15m. I am not including the actual
construction of the conveyor, the transfer boxes or the other parts that belong to the
conveyor. Worsicy paid over $15m to meet the standard required of it. Its achievement
should be broadcast from the treetops as far as possible because it is an Australian
success story. The company tried to establish in other countries but it could not compete.
It came to Australia where it has competed and met most of the requirements one could
humanly ask for. It should be congratulated. Worsley could not have achieved what it
has without the contractors and companies which have supplied the goods, the workers
who have fitted the goods, the people who invented the parts, the people who invented
the material that went into the parts, the people who changed the steel bushes to
polyurethane bushes, and the people who changed the steel contact points. They should
all be congratulated because they used Australian products. I support the Bill.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [9.40 pm]: I
rarely take the opportunity of speaking about Bills which deal with mining matters and I
will not take up much of the time of the House tonight. I wish to raise a specific inquiry
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at this stage rather than in Committee at the short tide stage, and the Minister may be able
to correct my interpretation of what is happening or advise me of the circumstances with
regard to the matter. I understand the necessity for this legislation to assist with the
continued development of this conveyor belt and the mine, and obviously the Opposition
does not propose to oppose this Bill. However, I am concerned about the implications of
this Bill with regard to the Environmental Protection Act and the two households on or
adjacent to the conveyor belt line which may take out a writ of mandamus against the
Environmental Protection Authority for non-compliance with the EPA Act in order to
preserve their quality of life, which may be disrupted by the noise from the conveyor
belt. The difficulty for the Government and for us - and this matter has been debated on
a number of occasions in our Caucus room - is that we must determine what is the
greatest good that will be served by this conveyor line. We have all made a judgment
about that, and that is why we support this Bill. However, at the same time we must have
some concern and compassion for the effect that the extension of this conveyor belt may
have on the lifestyles of those people.
Hon George Cash: The company would be more than happy to buy out both families.
However, the families have indicated clearly that they do not want to move because they
enjoy living there. As a result, negotiations have taken place between the company and
the families. One family will receive in excess of $110 000 in compensation and the
other family is negotiating for about $75 000 in compensation, but that matter is subject
to ongoing discussions. I understand that the families are happy to live there and the
company is happy that they should stay there under the circumstances.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I thank you, Mir President, for your tolerance in allowing that
interjection, and I thank the Leader of the House for providing it. I am pleased that
situation is being resolved. Clearly I would not have raised this matter had I been aware
that the matter was in the process of being resolved. I understand that we need to do
these sorts of things for the common good, and I understand the necessity for what is
being done on this occasion, but a dangerous precedent is created in using a piece of
legislation to remove people's right of access to the Supreme Court to uphold the law in
regard to a government department. I would not like this precedent to be in the hands of
the Minister for Health-Labour Relations because lunacy would prevail, I am sure, and
we would all be the losers in that process. Therefore, the Opposition supports this
legislation, but it should not in any way be interpreted as support for the general principle
that people's right to a writ of mandamus or a writ of prohibition should be removed for
the common good or because that happened to be convenient to the Government of the
day, whether that was for the common good or not.
I thank the House for its indulgence. My knowledge of mining and conveyor belt matters
is trivial, to say the least, but this is an important matter, and some acknowledgment from
the Leader of the House with regard to the general use of this type of prohibition would
be beneficial not only to this House but also to the community generally.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [9.45 pm]: I thank
members opposite for their support of this Bill. I also recognise the obvious research that
has been put in by the various opposition speakers, who have clearly studied the Bill and
the second reading speech and also have taken the opportunity that was afforded to them
by the company of visiting the premises, inspecting the conveyor and listening to the
company's side of what is a problem for and the responsibility of not only the company
but also the Government and the community. I believe the Bill in its present form will
address those matters.
Hon Mark Nevill described in broad terms the provisions and intent of this Bill. This Bill
will provide the opportunity for the company to continue using the overland conveyor
belt which conveys material from the bauxite mine in Boddington about 51 kilometres to
the alumina refinery at Collie. It was mentioned during the second reading speech that
the conveyor carries about 5.6 million tonnes of bauxite per annum, which works out at
about 15 000 tonnes per day. The conveyor is a major industrial plant and is worth in
round terms between $75m and $1l00m at today's replacement costs.
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I appreciate the comments of Hon Tom Helm in recognising on a number of occasionsthe huge amount of money which the company has expended in trying to reduce the noiselevel that currently emanates from the conveyor. A figure of between $10m and $15mhas been suggested by various members of the Opposition. I was given a figure thatindicated that in excess of $10m had been spent. I am not sure that it went as high as$15m. It is clear that the company has gone about its business in a diligent way to try toovercome the noise problem. The conveyor traverses 51 km across country; 39 kmnpasses through state forest and about 12 kmn through private land. This Bill attempts toaddress the noise problem for those people who live today or who may live at some timein the future on that private land. It is interesting to note that not only has the companyspent in excess of $l0m to try to come to grips with the noise problem -
Hon Tom Helm: More than $15m.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Whatever the amount, it certainly reflects a genuine attempt bythe company to overcome the noise problem. The noise level has been reduced from58 decibels to between 37 and 41 dB. The requirement under the 1993 draft of theenvironmental protection regulations require that level to be reduced to 35 dB. Thecompany continues to work on the matter. Realistically we recognise that the company isgetting close to the mark but at the moment it is not quite there.
It has been recognised that this is an important resource project, not just for the southwest of the State but for the whole State. The output of the company and the huge exportdollars the company earns as a result of refining its product will impact on the nationaleconomy. Since 1990 the company has been very keen to introduce a third train into itsrefinery. It has not been able to do that because of the noise problem with the conveyor.That has meant that the company has been unable to spend an additional $600m to put inthe third train. That is a matter that the company continues to consider. I choose mywords in that way because between 1990 and 1995 the window of opportunity that wasavailable in the early 1990s for the increased production of alumina out of WesternAustralia has passed. The company has missed that window of opportunity; the price foralumina has dropped in recent years, and it is only now that we see a slight upturn. Onecan only hope that an improvement in the commodity price will encourage the companyto again give serious consideration to the building of the third train.
A question was asked by all speakers about the effect of noise on two families who livenearby. I acknowledge that this is an important issue that needs to be addressed. By wayof interjection I referred to the two families involved. One is the Hocks family, which isnegotiating compensation in the amount of $110 000. In return for the compensation thefamily has agreed that a caveat be placed on the tidle to the land to recognise thatcompensation has been paid by the company. That will preclude a person in the futurewith an interest in the land seeking further compensation from the company. ThieLittlejohns are in the process of negotiating a compensation settlement with the company
in the order of $75 000.
Hon L.A. Scott: Do those families have children?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I cannot say. The House should recognise that the company hasgone out of its way to work with the two families to come to an arrangement that issatisfactory to both the company and the families. I know the area reasonably well and Iunderstand why the families would want to continue that lifestyle. They want to stay inthe area; they do not want to be bought out. They do not want the Government to resumethe land just for the sake of moving the families from the area. Hon Jim Scott raised avery valid point about the actions of parents in respect of their children. I do not knowwhether these families have children. I do not particularly want to use those families asrole models - or as guinea pigs, so to speak - in respect of whether the parents have a dutyof care to their children. Under the law they do, but the question is whether they wouldbreach that duty of care by living within a certain number of metres of machinery or astructure that is creating a noise nuisance.
Hon Mark Nevill: It also depends on how far children's rights should be extended.
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Hon GEORGE CASH: I recognise the comments by Hon Jim Scott in general terms. I
do not want to bring that subject into this debate. I recognise that not only parents with
children, but other persons - depending on the relationship with others under the law -

have a duty of care. If people do not observe that duty of care action can be taken against
them. I am talking in general terms, and I do not relate these comments to the two
families.
Hon Jim Scott and Hon John Cowdell also suggested that a need exists for the local
authority to recognise in its planning scheme the fact that as a result of these amendments
to the agreement Act the common law right of people to take action against a noise
nuisance is being removed. I agree with that general proposition, and I will advise the
Minister for Resources Development that this House believes that on the passage of this
legislation the local authority should be advised so that it understands the desire of
certain members of this House for the local authority to take whatever action is necessary
to ensure that any persons who become resident in areas close to the conveyor do so in
the full knowledge of the provisions of this Act. As to whether a memorial should be
placed on the relevant certificates of title, in my view the local authority - by changes to
its zoning scheme and having a greater understanding of local requirements - would
probably be a better means of attacking the problem.

Hon Jim Scott also talked about the need to recognise that it would not be in the interests
of the community to use this amendment as a precedent - and I am talking about the fact
that this amendment will override certain provisions of the Environmental Protection Act.
I do not believe it will be used as a precedent. However, I am enough of a realist to
recognise that 1 000 people are employed by the refinery, and if a person were to take out
a prerogative writ of mandamus and sought an order by the court to require the company
to bring the conveyor noise within the existing noise regulations - something that the
company has proved that it cannot possibly do, even though it has spent up to $15m - the
whole plant would have to close down because the feed stock would not arrive at the
refinery. Therefore a large number of people would be put out of work. It is an on-
balance decision regarding whether we are prepared as a Parliament - as the
representatives of the people - to take cognisance of the noise and make a decision.

A number of options were available. One would have been for the Minister for the
Environment to exempt the company from the regulations that apply, to noise control.
That was considered to be unsatisfactory because by an order in council the Minister can
exempt the company, but equally another, or the same Minister who has a change of
mind, can withdraw that exemption. the security that the company required would not
be there if we were to pursue that line.
Another option that would have been available, one that Hon John Cowdell recognised,
was for the Government to acquire or resume the land in the corridor in the near vicinity
of the conveyor. Again a question of cost arises. The Government estimates that it
would cost $10m to acquire that land. More than that, the lifestyle of the current owners
in the fr-eehold area and the potential future owners would be put in jeopardy if the
Government were to resume that land. That was also not seen to be a viable option given
the very special circumstances contained in this Bill. The Minister for Resources
Development can require the company to continue to work on the problem of reduction
of the noise level.
I think I have dealt with the Leader of the Opposition's question about mandamus. He is
quite right: Unless this Bill goes through, someone could seek an order for mandamus
and the company and the community could find themselves in a difficult position. As to
the extinguishment of the common law right to commence an action for the tort of
nuisance, the Leader of the Opposition is right in saying that the amendment as proposed
in this Bill could be used only in the Most extreme circumstances. I agree with him
entirely. Hon Jim Scott also alluded to that proposition. As a member of this House, I do
not believe as a matter of principle we should go around extinguishing people's rights.
However, the circumstances in this case are such that, on balance, having considered all
of the options, that was considered to be the best option to be pursued by the Parliament
and, through it, the community.
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I do not think I need to go into a great deal more about the two houses in the area. HonJim Scott has the general understanding that the families have worked very closely withthe company to try to overcome the noise problem. I am advised that the company, incnunction with the families, has entered into some arrangement to have the housessoundproofed to a degree. That would also recognise the plight of the children, a pointraised by Hon Jim Scott.
The Opposition supports the Bill and the Government is keen that the Bill shouldproceed. During Committee I will move an amendment which was moved by theOpposition and discussed in the other place. However, it was not accepted by theMinister for Resources Development on the ground that the construction that could beplaced on the words as proposed in the other place would have destroyed the intent ofthis Bill. Those words have been redrafted by Parliamentary Counsel. It is myunderstanding that the Opposition agrees with the wording of the amendment and Willagree to it in general terms. The amendment will require the Minister for Resources
D~evelopment to seek advice from the Minister for the Environment in certaincircumstances and, in particular, before making an agreement under clause 12C(2) of theagreement or approving amendments to plan Z under clause 12C(7)(b) of the agreementThe other aspects of the amendment will require the Minister for Resources Developmentto cause the text of any advice received by him from the Minister for the Environment asa result of seeking advice under paragraph (1), the text of any agreement made by theMinister under clause 12C(2) of the agreement, and a copy of any amendments to planZ - which is shown in the Bill - approved by the Minister under clause 12C(7)(b) of theagreement, to be laid before each House of Parliament within 12 sitting days after theadvice is received or the agreement is made or the amendments are approved by theMinister.
In respect of that question of transparency to which Hon Jim Scott referred, not only isthere transparency in so much as the intentions of the Government are made clear in theBill, but also those intentions are strengthened in that the Minister for ResourcesDevelopment is required to seek the advice of the Minister for the Environment in theterms I have just mentioned. With those comments, I ask the House to support the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Comnmittee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair; Hon George Cash (Leaderof the House) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to S put and passed.
Clause 6: Section 10 inserted -
Hon GEORGE CASH: I move the following amendments -

Page 3, line 1 - To delete "Section 10" and substitute the following -

Sections 10 and 11
Page 3, line 3 - To delete "section is" and substitute the following -

sections are
Page 3, after line 13 - To insert the following -

Minister to seek advice from Minister for the Environment in certain
circumstances
11. (1) Before -

(a) making an agreement under clause 12C (2) of the
Agreement; or

(b) approving amendments to Plan Z under clause 12C (7) (b)
of the Agreement,
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the Minister is to seek advice from the Minister for the
Environment as to whether, if not for this Act, any matter to be
included in the agreement or in the amendments would be in
breach of the Environental Protection Act 1986.

(2) The Minister is to cause -

(a) the text of any advice received by the Minister from the
Minister for the Environment as a result of seeking advice
under subsection (1);

(b) the text of any agreement made by the Minister under
clause l2C (2) of the Agreement; and

(c) a copy of any amendments to Plan Z approved by the
Minister under clause 12C (7) (b) of the Agreement,

to be laid before each House of Parliament within 12 sitting days
of that House after the advice is received, the agreement is made or
the amendments are approved by the Minister.

(3) In this section -

"the Agreement" means the Agreement referred to in section 3,
as amended by the Fourth Supplementary Agreement;

"Minister for the Environment" means the Minister to whom the
administration of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 is for the
time being committed by the Governor,

"Plan Z" means the plan marked Z referred to in clause 12C (1) of
the Agreement.

In respect of the first two lines, I understand those matters can be attended to by the
Clerks. It is purely a title, but the balance of the amendment is as I described it in the
second reading debate. As a result, I will not make any further comment on the
amendment. However, I must correct something I said during my reply to the second
reading; in particular, my comments to Hon Jim Scott. I said that I understood that the
company had come to an agreement with the residents to have their houses soundproofed.
I have since been advised that it was not the case. The company has discussed the
soundproofing of the house with the two families but they declined to have their houses
soundproofed. It is an indication that they do not necessarily believe a great noise
nuisance is involved. However, I am advised that the cost of the soundproofing was a
notional component in the compensation package. I wanted that correction noted by the
House.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Opposition supports the amendment. The amendment is
basically a redraft of the amendment moved by the member for Maylands in the other
House. Basically it makes the process of dealing with the noise issue more public and
more transparent and shows what advice the Minister is receiving. He is required to table
the text of that advice. Clause 12C(2) of the amendment Bill deals with the location of
the equipment that measures the noise level. Those locations are marked on a plan which
forms part of this Bill. Also the advice that the Minister must seek from the Minister for
the Environment relates to clause 1 2C(7)(b), which refers to noise aspects of the
conveyor extension. They will be assessed under part 4 of the Environmental Protection
Act. It basically says that the equipment to be used in the proposed extension to the
conveyor must be of a standard which will emit noise at a level less than or equal to that
emitted by the existing conveyor. Does that mean the noise level at present or the noise
level of the conveyor at the time the extension takes place? I presume it is the latter but
for the record it probably should be stated. The Bill goes on to say that the route of the
extension will be shown on a plan. It says -

the Minister shall approve amendments to Plan Z in accordance with the
proposals to show the route of the extension to the conveyor, subject to such
conditions as the Minister may reasonably require, provided that the Minister may
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not impose any conditions which are unrelated to the mitigation of noise from theproposed extension to the conveyor or which are more onerous than theconditions applying to the existing conveyor.
I presume that is saying that the Minister cannot impose conditions which do not relate tonoise mitigation of that extension and that the noise levels must not exceed those of theexisting conveyor. The wording is fairly obtuse. The advice on those two parts of theBill that the Minister for Resources Development receives from the Minister for theEnvironment will be required to be laid before both Houses of Parliament within12 sitting days of the House after the advice is received. Let us hope those 12 sittingdays are not the last 12 sitting days of the session. I presume the spirit of the Bill is thatit will be tabled as soon as possible and that a future Minister will not take advantage ofany recess of Parliament. The Opposition supports the amnendment Thbe advice beingprovided by the Minister for the Environment will be a lot clearer to the public, so thatthey can see exactly what is the latest state of knowledge in respect of noise emissionsfrom the conveyor.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I appreciate the support of Hon Mark Nevill for this amendmentHe is quite right that it is similar to the amendment moved in the lower House, which wasnot accepted at that time because of the way in which it was drafted. It is now redraf'tedin a more acceptable form of words. Hon Mark Nevill asked a question relating to clause12C(2). The answer is that it is not possible for the M inister to impose terms andconditions that are more onerous than the 60 decibel level referred to in clause 12C(2).
Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 7 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with amendments.

TITLES VALIDATION BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 23 May.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.20 pm]: The thought that struck me mostabout the presentation of this Bill was not that it was putting right a past mistake, but theincredible waste of time and money that has occurred through what was basically apolitical action. We have to look at the genesis of this Bill to find out how the matterevolved. The first mention of this legislation came about when the Premier spoke aboutthe need to protect the rights of miners in this State, given the intentions of the FederalGovernment to legislate to provide for native title in the wake of the now famous Mabodecisions. One of the forgotten aspects of this Bill was the political situation that existedin this State at that time with the new Premier having trouble finding his feet I found outthrough my network that there was considerable pressure for change in the Liberal Party.I understand that the Premier was advised that he needed to shake off the wimp imagethat had been given to him by the Press, as the Press is wont to do these days. Iunderstand further that it was considered that, for the Premier to have a strong anddetermined image, he should take on the Commonwealth in some way. The most perfectopportunity arose with the federal legislation to provide for native title. This Bill is theend result of much breast beating and carrying on to build up someone's image. That is adisgrace, especially when in the race to beat the Commonwealth to provide protection forthe rights of miners in this State, the rights of a section of this community were trampledon by the State Government. In trampling on those rights, a number of other disgracefulevents occurred in this House with the setting of a precedent to gag and guillotinelegislation through the House. The Land (Titles and Traditional Usage) Act did notreceive the scrutiny that it should have received because it was guillotined through thisplace. An interesting fact about that legislation was that considerable warnings weregiven during the second reading debate by members of this House, and others, that the
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Bill as presented could not be upheld because it was racially discriminatory in that it took
away the land rights of one race in the community, the Aborigines, which rights had
existed since the time they first occupied this country. The High Court recognised those
rights are not something that it had given to them as was promoted by the Government.

That disgraceful exhibition has been perpetuated in the tone of the second reading speech
of this Bill. The Bill is a very poor spirited Bill to fit in with the federal legislation. I
agree that the federal legislation is far from perfect. However, the second reading speech
says -

The power of this Parliament to validate titles is severely. curtailed by the
Commonwealth Native Title Act. In effect, this Parliament can pass only
legislation which adopts the Commonwealth model for validation. That model is
seriously flawed ...

There is no mention that, as flawed as it might be, it was held to be more legitimate than
the State model which was judged to be racially discriminatory. There were warnings
from not only the members in this place, but also from the legal fraternity about the Bill.
I remember considerable information being handed out by the Law Society of Western
Australia about its shortcomings. Many articles were written about them and I will quote
one or two of them. The first I want to quote is by Professor Henry Reynolds from James
Cook University in Queensland who is the author of a number of books on law and the
Mabo decisions. He said -

For a State Government to take Aborigine land, that would be seen as
discriminatory under the Race Discrimination Act and that therefore would
contravene Federal Legislation. Under section 9 of the constitution if a State law
contravenes a Federal law then the State law is struck out.

Many other people of considerable standing in the community also referred to the
legislation. Paul Weaver, a university and TAFE lecturer in Aboriginal studies and a
PhD student with the department of Aboriginal and intercultural studies at Edith Cowan
University said -

Sadly the current opposition to Aboriginal land rights is based on a historically
deep rooted racial prejudice and its link to the colonial injustices of the not so
distant past are undeniable.
Displacement of Aboriginal people from their land and brutal massacres of them
took place in WA well into this century and those events are certainly within
living memory of many people.

For a number of short-sighted politicians and entrepreneurs the possibility of the
most discriminated against group of people in Australia having title over land is a
nightmare scenario.
Like so many others before them, as they seek to further their own ends, their
stand is generating fear and loathing of Aborigines.

That was a result of the very heavy campaign that was carried out by the Government and
by some mining organisations. It is something about which the Government should be
ashamed. Professor Richard Bartlett is one of Australia's foremost experts on resource
development, Aboriginal people and the law. An article in the Frentantle Herald of
12 June 1993 states -

And, in a further major development, general endorsement for much of Professor
Bartlett's views, and a plan for a Keating style resolution to the Mabo dilemma
were given to former Labor Attorney General Joe Berinson last December.

They were provided by WA's highest law officer, Solicitor-General Kevin Parker,
whose views, ignored by Mr Berinson, have so far been rejected out of hand by
Liberal Premier Richard Court.

In his written opinion, Mr Parker said litigation over Mabo would be wasteful and
divisive and suggested an expert tribunal system to resolve claims speedily - the

3962 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 24 May 1995] 96
central plank of Prime Minister Paul Keating's proposals to the states for aspeedy, national solution.
Mr Parker said that without such a system it would be difficult to imaginesatisfactory long term resolutions to the Mabo decision.

Another important aspect of this legislation is that no course is possible other than acomplementary arrangement between the State and Federal Governments to providenative title legislation. There was no way this State could go its own way with thislegislation. I quote now from an interview with Professor Henry Reynolds reported inthe "Environment" of June-August 1993. He was asked the following question -
The new Premier in this state (Richard Court) has said that he intends to legislateto protect the rights of miners. What do you think he intends by that? Forinstance, do you think he intends to try and extinguish the rights of Aboriginals?You have said that he can't do that, but is there any other way that he might beable to?

The professor replied -
I think the immediate concern they have is for grants since 1975. Since 1975 it islikely that any land granted that involves Aboriginal interests is contrary to theRace Discrimination Act. I would think it is difficult to do that without parallelcommonwealth legislation. In terms of the State government just taking awaysomething that now exists I don't think they have any chance at all. I mean that'sone thing which Justice Brennan made absolutely clear. He signalled in a waythat is quite obviously a warning shot across the bows of any State governmentthat endeavours; to take something away, that that will almost inevitably be struckdown by the High Court. So they could pass legislation, but it would beimmediately challenged and would almost certainly be regarded asunconstitutional by the High Court.

Despite these warnings by many eminent legal minds, many politicians in this place andmany concerned citizens, the Government carred on with its controversial Bill, knowingfull well that it would be struck down. In the process it has cost the State a great deal ofmoney, and it has cost the Aboriginal community in the rancour to which it has beensubjected, even within this House. It has also wasted a massive amount of time in thisParliament. Although I am pleased a Bill has been presented to this House whichrecognises the failings of the previous legislation and will allow the commonwealthNative Tidle Act to take effect, I repeat that I am very disappointed at the language usedin the second reading speech. It indicates a very poor spirit. I do not oppose the Bill.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [10.35 pm]: I support the passage of theTidles Validation Bill 1995. There is nothing objectionable in this Bill, but I find theomissions from it quite strange. The bottom line in this process is to find a workable wayof dealing with native tidle claims. For almost two years the State Government hasworked its butt off to keep the Commonwealth Government out of an area that itconsiders the State's preserve in dealing with native tide claims. The Land (Tidles andTraditional Usage) Act of 1993 failed and has been struck down by the High Court andthis Bill is introduced to validate those tidles to which uncertainty attaches as a result ofthe combination of the Mabo v Queensland No 2 judgment and the Racial DiscriminationAct. This is a minimalist Bill which basically validates those titles issued between theproclamation of the Racial Discrimination Act on 31 October 1975 and 1 January 1994when the Native Tidle Act was passed. The Bill does not provide for a native tidletribunal operated by the State to deal with administration of native tidle claims. I find thatextremely incongruous with the previous position of the Government when it wanted theState to administer all matters relating to native tide. Although the Bill validates titles towhich some uncertainty is attached, it seemns to be handing back to the Commonwealthall the chores the State seemed so anxious to undertake under the banner of State's rightsuntil the legislation was struck down by the High Court. The Government has set out ona strange course. My only conclusion is that somehow it wants the commonwealth nativetide tribunal to clog up and not work. The State Government could then say it had
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warned the Commonwealth that would be the case. The people in this State want the
problem solved. I spoke to a pastoralist in the Kimnberley yesterday and he cannot
understand why everyone does not sit down and decide on a workable arrangement.
Even with this minimalist Bill there is a standoff between the Commonwealth and the
State.
Hon George Cash: The State Government is very keen to enter into negotiations with the
Commonwealth to make the existing Native Title Act more workable. When we achieve
that, I am sure we will establish a state tribunal.

Hon MARK NEVILL: I understand that, but there has been a political standoff for far
too long. As I said before, this legislation resulted from the High Court decision in the
Western Australian Government v the Commonwealth case, which was delivered in
March of this year. In this judgment Justice Dawson joined the other six judges. He had
previously dissented in the Mabo No 2 judgment and rejected the concept of common
law native title. In this more recent judgment, he joined the majority in order to achieve
maximum certainty with the least possible disruption. We do not have that maximum
certainty at the moment. The State Government and the Federal Opposition have in very
large part been responsible for that uncertainty. The Federal Opposition and the Greens
in Canberra joined forces to oppose an amendment to the Native Title Act that would
have provided a better title, both to the mining industry and the pastoral industry. The
Federal Opposition's lack of any cooperation with the Federal Government meant that
the Federal Government had to deal with the Greens and the Democrats. That has
basically resulted in a flawed Bill, because even amendments to correct errors were not
supported by the Federal Opposition.

The commonwealth Native Title Act has serious deficiencies and they need to be
remedied. We have had no serious discussions between the State Government and the
Federal Government to address that problem. Even in this case we have a Bill that really
goes the minimum distance to validate those uncertain titles, but does not resolve the
question of determining where native title exists. The State must supply all that land title
information and it is in the best position to administer a tribunal. Yet it seems to be very
reluctant to do that. It seems to have .had its nose put out of joint by that High Court
decision, just as it had its nose put out of joint after the Mabo v Queensland No 2
judgment. It is about time the Government looked at the totality of the problem; that is,
at the need to get a state-run tribunal operating so that some of these problems can be
resolved. Until we sort out some of the problems in the Native Title Act, the whole
system will be clogged and it will become inoperative. The State Government might get
some political brownie points out of that, but at the end of the day the economy and the
people of Western Australia will be affected.

We have seen already the effect this has had on both the mining and the petroleum
industries in their lack of certainty about what they can do with their titles. There are
problems with the Native Title Act under the judgment Brandy v the Human Rights and
Equal Opportunity Commission. There are doubts about the enforceability of tribunal
determinations and that will have to be sorted out. The recent judgment was silent on the
presence of native title on pastoral leases in Western Australia, which form just under
40 per cent of the State. We have two types of pastoral title in this State. In one, the
traditional usufructuary rights of Aboriginals are preserved - they can hunt, gather and
fish and do all those activities that they undertook previously. They also have right of
access to pastoral leases. We still do not know whether pastoral leases in this State have
extinguished native title and that is a question that needs to be sorted out as soon as
possible. That question is best decided by amendment to the legislation, but it may
eventually be dealt with by a Federal Court judgment

There is also the problem in this State of titles granted since 1 January 1994 to 16 March
1995. From my reading, this Bill does not address that problem. Michael Hunt is a

minng industry lawyer whom I respect and someone who I think gives the best
professional advice that anyone could get. In respect of the validity of titles subsequent
to I January 1994, Mr Hunt states -
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A further matter which is of concern to resources companies in WA is the validity
of any mining tenement or petroleum title issued between 1 January 1994 and
16 March 1995. Many companies will have some mining tenements on
petroleum title in this category. It is possible that any such tenements or titles
will be invalid if they have been granted (as has been the case in WA to date)
without observing the Native Title Act's right to negotiate procedures. If native
title existed at the time the grant was made any such tenement or title may be
invalid.

The State did not follow the right to negotiate procedures under the Native Title Act and
it made the assumption that pastoral leases extinguished native title in WA. There is still
the possibility of those petroleum, mining and land Act titles granted in that 15 month
period to 16 March 1995 being invalid. That is yet to be determined. The bottom line is
that we must negotiate between all groups to determine whether native title exists and
whether and what compensation is payable. We must sort out a few of those issues
affecting pastoral leases in Western Australia.
This Bill is a minimalist Bill; it progresses only a short step. All it does is validate those
titles. It does not address the issue of determining native title. The State should be
setting up its own native title tribunal. The state Minister can override the native title
tribunal. The Government is forgoing the right to set up a tribunal out of pique because it
has had two straight losses in the High Court. I do not know how many times the
Government must be belted over the head to realise that the solution is in its hands as
well as the Commonwealth's hands. The State Government should sit down with the
Commonwealth Government and negotiate. For example, the State Government could
take over the native title tribunal as the State supplies all the land title information
anyway, and as part of the deal the State could argue for some amendments to the Native
Title Act. Obvious technical amendments are required to the Native Title Act, and there
is probably room to negotiate some of the more political amendments that the State
Government might want to pursue. The matter must be resolved, but unfortunately this
Bill, which I support, goes only a small part of that way; it is a face saving way to sort
out the problem in Western Australia.
The chickens have come home to roost for this Government. Serious commentators on
native title - people who would give anyone the best professional advice available, like
Professor Richard Bartlett and Michael Hunt from Blake Dawson Waldron - have been
saying publicly and privately ever since the state Act appeared that it had no chance of
standing up to a High Court challenge. That is the advice the Government must have
been getting privately. We should put the politicking of this aside and get the problem
sorted out so that the mining, petroleum and pastoral industries can work from a position
of certainty. I support the Bill, but the Government's initiatives do not go far enough.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Cheryl Davenport.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.55 pm]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournent Debate - Director of Public Prosecutions, Ody Case

HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [10.55 pm]: The House should not
adjourn until I bring to its notice a matter that was brought to my attention by Mr Bill
Ody who telephoned me some weeks ago. Mr Ody lives in one of the southern suburbs
of Perth. He telephoned me complaining about the actions of the Director of Public
Prosecutions. Mr Ody .went to a hotel to watch the 1992 West Coast Eagles' grand final
on a big video screen, and as part of the deal the publican let Mr Ody have as much
Guinness stout that afternoon as he liked. Mr Ody had lost his driver's licence after
losing 12 points for speeding fines. He had had no drink driving offences in his driving
career. His wife picked him up after the Eagles' grand final. He is an accountant and she
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is a systems analyst. On the way home they had an accident. His wife said to himi, "I
will get out and have a look at the chap in the other car. Can you check the kids?" She
went over to the other car. Mr Ody opened the doors of the car to see that the kids were
okay and to undo their seat belts. When the police came along the wife said that she had
been driving. She was blood tested and it was negative. The police found a witness who
said that Mr Ody was driving and he was subsequently charged with drunken driving
causing grievous bodily harm. The police also threatened to charge him with conspiracy
to pervert the course of justice, because he had said his wife was driving. It is possible
that Mr Ody was driving, but it seems unlikely that he would, having lost his licence and
having been at the Eagles' grand final drinking Guinness all afternoon, and with four kids
in the back-seat of the car. He spent $30 000 defending that charge in the court; this is
just a family with four kids. I will read from the letter that I wrote to the Director of
Public Prosecutions. I have not had the courtesy of a reply in over a month. The other
day on the radio I heard the DPP say that if I have a problem I should write to him! The
letter states -

The preliminary hearing, four day District Court trial and legal fees have cost the
family over $30,000.00. The jury failed to reach a verdict. As you are aware
despite the Crown's failure to secure a conviction, Mr Ody is entitled to no costs
or compensation.
A nolle prosequi was entered on the 25th January 1995 - this of course does not
mean the charges have been dropped.

I must be careful when I quote from this letter because Mrs Ody has now been charged
with dangerous driving causing grievous bodily harm. They are both in jeopardy.
Mr Ody has a nolle prosequi hanging over his head.
Hon E.J. Charlton interjected.
Hon MARK NEVILL: They are having two bob each way. I do not want to touch on
Mrs Ody's case, but she has been charged with dangerous driving. My letter to the DPP
continues -

I am also informed that unless Mrs Ody pleads guilty to the charge in the Court of
Petty Sessions that the matter will be referred to the District Court where the
prosecution will seek a custodial sentence.

Members may have read Thomas Hardy's Jude the Obscu*re and Tess of the
D'Urbervilles where the main characters are relentlessly pursued and ground into the dirt
at the end. This seems to be one of those cases. For the life of me, I cannot understand
how much a family with four kids has to suffer: Prieliminary hearing, District Court trials
and the double jeopardy of two charges hanging over their heads now that Mrs Ody has
been charged and is expected in court on 2 June. I wrote to the DPP on 19 April and I
have not had a reply. I suppose that, as happened with the federal member for
Kalgoorlie, the DPP will not reply to me because he does not like me or he says that I do
not like him. I could have got up in this place the day I heard about this and made a bit
of an issue about it, but I have given the DPP plenty of time to respond. I anm not saying
anything that requires parliamentary privilege, but it is the last opportunity I have to
bring this to the attention of the House as I will be away from the House on
parliamentary business tomorrow. I will provide a copy of the letter to members and they
can read the parts I have not been able to read in the House.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Have you taken that up with anybody else?
Hon MARK NEVILL: I sent a copy of my letter to the Attorney General, the Law
Council of Western Australia and the Council for Civil Liberties and I hope they pursue
the matter further. There does not seem to be any new evidence to present. I do not
know what has motivated this charge, but it appears to be spite more than anything else.

Adjourment Debate - Occupational Health, Safety and Weyfare Act, Amendment;
Individual Workplace Agreement Document

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [11.00 pm]: This is an opportune moment to
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advise the House about a document that came into my hands as a result of the current
debate about the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act being amended. As the
House will be aware, the push from the Minister for Labour Relations to amend the Act
to get rid of the Commissioner for Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare and various
matters is being pushed by the department as well as the Minister. Someone gave me a
document which it was thought might be of interest to members and perhaps put into
context the initiative to amend the Act. The document is an individual workplace
agreement between the employee and the Commissioner for Occupational Health, Safety
and Welfare, who is described as the employer. It is a 40 page document printed on both
sides. Not one reference is made in this document to the health or safety of any of the
employees of the commissioner. We can perhaps begin to understand why legislation is
before the House to amend the Act. No initiative is shown in this document on how
employees of the department of which the Minister is in charge should be taken care of.
This document is prepared under the Workplace Agreements Act. It concerns the trust
that is supposed to be developed between an employer and employees. It concerns the
clauses of the Occupational Safety and Health Legislation Amendment Bill which we
have not finished debating. We have reached clause 13 and have more to go. It
demonstrates more clearly than any other document the motivation for this legislation.
The agreement is clearly hypocritical in the way it provides for virtually every aspect of
the workplace except the occupational health and safety of employees. It includes a
commitment to look after the mission statement, the vision of the department and the
responsibilities of the individual employee. It deals with salary increases and resolving
grievances and disputes. I thought the commission would include procedures relating to
the care of the employee and the importance of being up to date with the latest techniques
on health and safety, how to make the workplace a healthier and safer place, and the
responsibilities we all have to each other and to the duty and care the employer should
show. There is nothing of that in this document. It refers to flexible working
arrangements, payment of salaries, annual leave, public holidays, long service leave, sick
leave, leave without pay, accrued entitlements, bereavement leave, time and salary
records, witness and jury service and travelling allowance. However, nowhere in this
document can I find any reference to the health and safety of the employees. I do not
know of any better indication of the reasons for the drive and the initiative by the
Minister to change the Act.
I was asked how I could believe someone who was trying to push through amendments to
an Act that has been in place for about 10 years which do not reflect what the union
movement wants. They certainly do not complement the work the union movement has
put into making workplaces in Western Australia safer and healthier places in which to
work. I make no comment about the agreement itself. I amn fundamentally opposed to
individual workplace agreements; I always have been and probably always will be.
Nonetheless, what is contained in this agreement might be a perfectly acceptable
document for those who work for DOHS WA. That does not change the fact that there is
nothing in it that deals with the health and safety of the employee. The House should
bear this in mind when debating the Bill to amend the Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare Act.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.06 pm

3967



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS
470. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What departments and agencies within the Minister's portfolio areas have
effected savings to government in areas of expenditure since February
1993?

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(3) Agencies within the Transport portfolio now operate on a policy of

continual improvement in efficiency and cost savings. Nomination of
specific savings requires comparison of current costs with those that
would have been incurred had the previous Government remained in
office. This Government is proud of its record of responsible financial
management and continual reforms within the public sector which is
reducing its dependency on taxpayer funds. The opportunity is available
for the honourable member to examine and compare the printed
consolidated fund estimates from the previous Government with that of
the present Government.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
495. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
(1) How much did the Minister for Community Development's department

spend on consultants between August and December 1993?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria was used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid,
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?
(g) will the Minister table the report?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) As the honourable member would be aware, the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
512. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
(1) How much did the Minister for Community Development's department

spend on consultants between January and June 1994?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
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(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid-,
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon E. CHARLTON replied-
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) As the honourable member would be aware, the Government has given a

commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

MINSTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS
529. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
(1) What was the number and total cost to the Minister for Community

Development's ministerial budget allocation for Christmas cards that were
sent out by the Minister last year?

(2) Did the Minister send cards to other Ministers?
(3) Who printed the cards?
(4) How many Christmas cards were unused?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -

(1) 100 cards were printed for $62.
(2) Yes.
(3) Cancer Foundation of Western Australia.
(4) Unused Christmas cards are held over for subsequent years.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
578. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -

(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December
1994?

(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public
sector?

Hon E. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1054. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department.-
(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or

wholly?
(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(I) While the Government has an ongoing program of refonin of the public

sector, it does not at this time have any plans to privatise functions within
the Transport portfolio.

(2) See response given to question 578.
WESTRAIL - LOCOMOTIVES

AlSO) -A)1506, Operational; Modiflcafions
1336. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Where are locomotives A 1501, A 1502, Al1503, A 1504, A 1505 and A 1506
currently operating from?

(2) What is the current mechanical operating order of these locomotives?
(3) Have any of these locomotives recently been modified in any way?
(4) If yes, what modifications have been undertaken?
(5) Where did this work occur and by whom was it undertaken?
(6) Have any of these locomotives been repaired, overhauled or reconditioned

recently?
(7) If yes, who undertook this work?
(8) Are all of these locomotives currently in use?
(9) If not, how does Westrail propose to utilise them?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) The locomotives are stored at Forrestfield and are not in operational

service.
(2) With the exception of A1504, all the locomotives can be brought into

operational service at short notice.
(3) No.
(4)-(5) Not applicable.
(6) No.
(7) Not applicable.
(8) No.
(9) Westrail does not propose to utilise the locomotives and they are to be

offered for sale.
WESTRAIL - TELECENTRE BOOKING CENTRE, STAFF; COMPLAINTS

1337. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many staff are employed in the Westrail Telecentre booking service?
(2) Has Westrail received any complaints from clients finding it difficult to

access the Telecentre?
(3) If yes, how many?
(4) What action does Westrail propose to take to remedy the situation?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) There are nine reservation staff employed at East Perth terminal and

13 reservation staff employed at country locations. During peak booking
periods this can be increased by five part time staff at East Perth terminal
and five part time staff at country locations.

(2) Yes.
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(3) Unknown.
(4) Initiatives being introduced by Westrail are: An increase in the number of

part time reservation staff; provision of computer terminals to Westrail's
major ticketing agents to provide direct access to Westrail's reservations
system; and extension of the hours of business at reservation centres for
acceptance of telephone reservations.

WESTRAIL - LOCOMOTIVES
Trains 073,474 on Standard Gauge, Kwinana-Koolyanobbing, Cargo

1338. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the cargo content of trains 073 and 074 on the standard gauge

between Kwinana and Koolyanobbing?
(2) Are these trains fully laden in each direction?
(3) What is the freight cost, per tonne, for the distance carried for each cargo?
(4) Do the locomotives continue through to the Kwinana locomotive depot?

(5) If not, why not?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
There is no train 074. The information shown for train 474 is based on the
presumption that this is the train the honourable member is referring to -

(1) Train 073 empty salt containers
empty grain wagons
empty gypsum wagons
fertiliser
fuel
liquid sodium cyanide

Train 474 salt
grain
gypsum
empty fertiliser wagons
empty fuel tankers
empty liquid sodium cyanide containers.

(2) Train 073 predominantly consists of empty wagons representing
approximately 65 per cent of the train's haulage capacity. Train 474
predominantly consists of loaded wagons representing approximately
90 to 95 per cent of the train's hauling capacity.

(3) The freight rates are confidential information between Westrail and its
clients, and it would not be appropriate for me to disclose them.

(4) No.
(5) Another locomotive is used to haul freight between Forrestfield and

Kwinana to allow the locomotives used between Forrestfield and
Koolyanobbing to be serviced at Forrestfield.

WESTRAIL - BUSES, BREAKDOWNS
1339. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What was the cause of the mechanical breakdown of the Westrail bus at
Albany on Friday, 28 April 1995?

(2) How many breakdowns have occurred since Westrail began contracting
out the maintenance and mechanical work on its buses?

(3) Which private company has the contract for mechanical repairs on
Westrail buses and when did that contract commence?
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(4) Since then, how many times has this fault occurred on this bus or any
other buses?

(5) Did the Albany bound Westrail bus also break down soon after leaving
Perth on the same day?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) An intermittent fault with the road coach's starterfignition switch

mechanism.
(2)-(3) Westrail has not outsourced the total function of maintenance and

mechanical work on its road coach fleet. Private sector companies have
carried out some of the maintenance and mechanical work on Westrail's
road coach fleet for many years; however, the majority of this work has
been carried out at Westrail workshops. A record of mechanical
breakdowns following work done by private sector companies has not
been kept by Westrail.

(4) None in respect of breakdown referred to in (1).
(5) Yes.

WESTRAIL - AUSTRALIND
Delays

1340. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Was the Australind train delayed in leaving Perth on any occasions

recently?
(2) On what dates did those delays occur?
(3) What was the cause of each of those delays?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(3) During the month of April 1995 the following delays occurred -

13 April - delayed departure due to the train arriving late into Perth from
Bunbury;
18 April - delayed departure due to passengers arriving late to board the
train;
19 April - delayed departure due to a mechanical fault with a railcar,
21 April - delayed departure due to unscheduled cleaning of a railcar
being required at Perth; and
24 April - delayed departure due to passengers arriving late to board the
train.

LAWRENCE, CRAIG - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
1681. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993 with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within the department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Craig Lawrence, formerly a
consultant to the Independent Commission to Review Public Sector
Finances?

(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
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(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters the subject of the contract been formerly carred out
by someone else, who was that person and why was that formner
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full tine equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available inforniation
on consultancies.

THOMPSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

1724. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993 with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within the department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with John Thompson, formerly a
consultant to the Independent Commission to Review Public Sector
Finances?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters the subject of the contract been formerly carried out
by someone else, who was that person and why was that formner
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
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31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthlybasis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

AL EXANDER PROUDFOOT COMPANY( - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
1769. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since February 16, 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each ofthe bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Alexander Proudfoot Productivity

Management Company?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carredout by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carred out inpart, or in whole, by the public sector, and
(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result

of the awarding of the contract?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to providethe information sought. If the member has a specific question about aparticular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. Inaddition, the Government recently released its report on consultantsengaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and will provide

the member with the readily available information on consultancies.
ARTHUR ANDERSEN - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

1812. Hon N.D. GRIFFrITHS to the Minister for Transport:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of thebodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Arthur Andersen & Co?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;
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(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
BDO NELSON PARKHILL - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

1855. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with BDO Nelson Parkhill?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

BIRD CAMERON - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

1898. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Bird Cameron?

(2) If yes, in each case -
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(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services awe to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
COOPERS & LYBRAND - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

1942. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Coopers & Lybrand?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carred out in
* part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the infonnation sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
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31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

CAMPBELL CAPITAL (WA) PT LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2050. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Campbell Capital (WA) Pty Ltd?

(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the. Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

CAMPBELL CAPITAL (WA) PTY LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2051. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Campbell Capital (WA) Pty Ltd?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,
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(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

requied to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

CAMPBELL CAPITAL (WA) PTY LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2052. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Campbell Capital (WA) Pty Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

CAMPBELL CAPITAL (WA) PTY LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2073. Hon NJ). GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department.-
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Campbell Capital (WA) Pty Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -
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(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

CAMPBELL CAPITAL (WA) PTY LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2089. Hon N.D. GRIFFITS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Campbell Capital (WA) Pty Ltd?

(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:

The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -
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11-2 amur not prepared to devote dhe considerable resources which would be
required to provide the informiation sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide thermember with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DELO=1T ROSS TOHMATSU - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2098. Hon NJ). GRIFUTHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Deloitte Ross Tohmatsu?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote die considerable resources which would be

required to provide the informnation sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DELOT'TE ROSS TOHMATSU - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2099. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Deloitte Ross Tohmatsu?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) -were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
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the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DELOI1TE ROSS TOHMATSU - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2100. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Deloitte Ross Tohmatsu?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided puriuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contr act, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. Ibis report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
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DELOITFE ROSS TOHMATSU - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2121. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to dhe Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Deloitte Ross Tohmatsu?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Goverinent of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon.E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a- specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DELOITE ROSS TOHMATSU - GOVERNMENT CONTRACr
2 137. Hon N.D. GRIFFITS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic.
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Deloitte Ross Tohmatsu?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the cornct;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;,
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(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DUESBURYS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2160. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Duesburys?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DUESBURYS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2161. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Duesburys?
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(2) If yes, ineach case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(l)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavouir to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DUESBURYS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2 162. Hon N.D. GRIFFMTS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Duesburys?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the inforrmation sought If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
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information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DUESBURYS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2 183. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Duesburys?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is die cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of die contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of die contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If die member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

DUESBURYS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2199 Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for die Environment representing the

Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Duesburys?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
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the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

1l-2 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy [ will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

ERNST & YOUNG - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2203. Hon NJ). GRIFUTHS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Ernst & Young?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E-J. CHARLTON replied:

1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will eindeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
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ERNST & YOUNG - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2204. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Ernst & Young?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

ERNST & YOUNG - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2205. Hon N.D. GRIF+THS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Ernst & Young?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(1b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and
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(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

ERNST & YOUNG - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2226. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Ernst & Young?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

ERNST & YOUNG - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2242. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Ernst & Young?
(2) If yes, in each case -
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(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would berequired to provide the information sought. If the member has a specificquestion about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

EYRES REED LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2246. Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of thebodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Eyres Reed Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carriedout by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon ELJ CHARLTON replied:
()()I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
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question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

EYRES REED LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2247. Hon NJ). GRIFFiTHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Eyres Reed Ltd?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

EYRES REED LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2248. Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Eyres Reed Ltd?

(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;
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(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried

out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
11-2 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specificquestion about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthlybasis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

EYRES REED LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2269. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government'sdepartment and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Eyres Reed Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2)

I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would berequired to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
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EYRES REED LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2285. Hon N.D. GRIFFIS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Eyres Reed Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
HENDRY RAE & COURT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2289. Hon N.D. GRIFF~iTS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Hendry Rae & Court?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-
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(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out inpart, or in whole, by the public sector, and
(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result

of the awarding of the contract?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(l)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would berequired to provide the information sought. If the member has a specificquestion about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthlybasis and will provide the member with the readily available information

on consultancies.
HENDRY RAE & COURT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2290. Hon N.D. GRIFFiTHS to the Minister for Mines:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's departmient and each of thebodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Hendry Rae & Court?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender beforethe contract was awarded and if so when, what process was

employed and if not, why not;
(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carriedout by someone else, who was that person and why was that former

arrangement discontinued;
(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in

part, or in whole, by the public sector, and
(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result

of the awarding of the contract?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would berequired to provide the information sought. If the member has a specificquestion about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthlybasis and will provide the member with the readily available information

on consuliancies.
HENDRY RAE & COURT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2291. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of thebodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Hendry Rae & Court?
(2) If yes, in each case -
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(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
HENDRY RAE & COURT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2312. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Hendry Rae & Court?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

Wc what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement dliscontinued-

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
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question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthlybasis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
HENDRY RAE & COURT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2328. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing theMinister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and EthnicAffairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Hendry Rae & Court?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender bqforethe contract was awarded and if so when, what process wasemployed and if not, why not;
(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly cariedout by someone else, who was that person and why was that former

arrangement discontinued;
(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in

part, or in whole, by the public sector, and
(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a restult

of the awarding of the contract?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the followingreply -

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would berequired to provide the information sought. If the member has a specificquestion about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide theinformation. In addition, the Government recently released its report onconsultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthlybasis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
KPMG PEAT MARWICK - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2332. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of thebodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with KPMG Peat Marwick?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
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(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

(l)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

KPMG PEAT MARWICK - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2333. Hon N.D. GRIFFITS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with KPMG Peat Marwick?

(2) If yes,mineach case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why riot;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
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KPMG PEAT MARWICK - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2334. Hon N.D. GRIFFMTS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with KPMG Peat Marwick?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
KPMG PEAT MARWICK - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2355. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with KPMG Peat Marwick?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and
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(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants. engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
KPMG PEAT MARWICK - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2371. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with KPMG Peat Marwick?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

LINFOX GROUP - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2375. Hon NJ). GRUITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Linfox Group?
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(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

LINFOX GROUP - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2376. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Linfox Group?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
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information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. 'This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

LINFOX GROUP - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2377. Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS to the inister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Linfox Group?
(2) If yes, ineach case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

LINFOX GROUP - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2398. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Linfox Group?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;
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(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

LINFOX GROUP - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2414. Hon N.D. GRUFYiTHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Linfox Group?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - NEW NAME
2419. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Transport representing the

Minister for Community Development:
(1) When will the new name for the Department for Community Development

be announced?
(2) How much has been paid to conduct the market research survey for the

new name?
(3) Will a copy of the survey results be publicly released?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -
(1) Friday, 19 May 1995.
(2) $5 780.
(3) No.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE MEMBERS
EMPLOYMENT

2429. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Community Development:
How many members of the senior executive service are employed within each
department or agency within the Minister's portfolio areas?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -
Seven.

MACQUARIE BANK LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
245 1. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Macquarie Bank Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
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information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
MACQUARIE BANK LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACr

2452. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Macquarie Bank Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
MACQUARIE BANK LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2453. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Macquarie Bank Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
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out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

Mf were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to provide

the information sought. If the member has a specific question about a
particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. In
addition, the Government recently released its report on consultants
engaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.
This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and will provide
the member with the readily available information on consultancies.
MACQUARIE BANK LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2474. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Macquarie Bank Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that
former arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to provide
the information sought. If the member has a specific question about a
particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. In
addition, the Government recently released its report on consultants
engaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.
This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and wil provide
the member with the readily available information on consultancies.
MACQUARIE BANK LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2490. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic kAffairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
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(1) Has any contract been entered into with Macquarie Bank Limited?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carred out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PATERSON ORD MINNE'IT LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2494. Hon NJ). GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Paterson Ord Minnett Ltd?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;

(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?
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Hon E. CHIARLTON replied:
(04-2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PATERSON ORD MINNETT LTD) - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2495. Hon NJ). GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Paterson Ord Minnett Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out
in part, or in whole, by the public sector, and
(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result

of the awarding of the contract?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
informnation. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PATERSON ORD MINNETT LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRAC!T
2496. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Paterson Qid Minnett Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
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(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PATERSON ORD MINN=l LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACTr
2517. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Paterson Ord Minnett Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time *equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) I amn not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to provide

the information sought. If the member has a specific question about a
particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. In
addition, the Government recently released its report on consultants
engaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.
This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and wil provide
the member with the readily available information on consultancies.
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PATERSON ORD MINNETT LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2533. Hon N.D. GRIF~iHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Mnister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Paterson Ordi Minnett Ltd?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavouir to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PLANFARM - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2537. Hon NJ). GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that deparment -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Planfarm?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-,
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(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report wil be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PLANFARM - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2538. Hon N.D. GRIFiTS to the Minister for Mines:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Planfarm?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;

(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) ,how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PLANFARM - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2539. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Planfarm?

(2) If yes, in each case -
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(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the conitract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PLANFARM - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2560. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Planfarm?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(di) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) ha the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
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question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

PLANFARM - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

2576. Hon N.D. GRIF~iTHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Planfarm?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(l)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be
required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I wil endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

POYNTON CORPORATE LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2580. Hon N.D. GRIFTiTHS to the Minister for Transport:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Poynton Corporate Limited?

(2) If yes, in each case -
(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;

(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the
contract;
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(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before
the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.

POYNTON CORPORATE LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2581. Hon NJ). GRWFITS to theMnister for Mnes:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Poynton Corporate Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrngement discontinued-,

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2).I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources which would be

required to provide the information sought. If the member has a specific
question about a particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the
information. In addition, the Government recently released its report on
consultants engaged by government for the six months ended
31 December 1994. This report will be now prepared on a six monthly
basis and will provide the member with the readily available information
on consultancies.
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POYNTON CORPORATE LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2582. Hon N.D. GRIFFrITHS to the Minister for Lands:

Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Poynton Corporate Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) I am not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to provide

the information sought. If the member has a specific question about a
particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. In
addition, the Government recently released its report on consultants
engaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.
This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and will provide
the member with the readily available information on consultancies.

POYNTON CORPORATE LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2603. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Local Government's
department and each of the bodies administered within that department -

(1) Has any contract been entered into with Poynton Corporate Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was. awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued-

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and
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(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

11-2 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to provide
the information sought If the member has a specific question about a
particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. In
addition, the Government recently released its report on consultants
engaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.
This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and will provide
the member with the readily available information on consultancies.

POYNTON CORPORATE LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
2619. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHIS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
Since 16 February 1993, with respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs' department and each of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) Has any contract been entered into with Poynton Corporate Limited?
(2) If yes, in each case -

(a) what is the date of the contract;
(b) what is the cost to the Government of the contract;
(c) what goods and/or services are to be provided pursuant to the

contract;
(d) were the matters, the subject of the contract, put out to tender before

the contract was awarded and if so when, what process was
employed and if not, why not;

(e) had the matters, the subject of the-contract, been formerly carried
out by someone else, who was that person and why was that former
arrangement discontinued;

(f) were the matters, the subject of the contract, formerly carried out in
part, or in whole, by the public sector, and

(g) how many full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result
of the awarding of the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(2) 1 am not prepared to devote the considerable resources required to provide
the information sought. If the member has a specific question about a
particular consultancy I will endeavour to provide the information. In
addition, the Government recently released its report on consultants
engaged by government for the six months ended 31 December 1994.
This report will be now prepared on a six monthly basis and will provide
the member with the readily available information on consultancies.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATESHIPS - STEVEDORING CONTRACT TENDER
Mediterranean Shzipping Co (A ust) Pty Ltd involvement

335. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Did the Mediterranean Shipping Co (Aust) Pty Ltd, acting as the general
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agent for Stateships, call for expressions of interest for the stevedoring
contract with Stateships?

(2) Did it make a final recommendation to the chief executive officer of
Stateships, or did it award the contract independent of the CEO?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) Following its appointment as the general agent, the Mediterranean

Shipping Company was involved in discussions with Stateships about the
future of stevedoring as a consequence of Patrick The Australian
Stevedore deciding that it would not proceed beyond the end of April, and
ultimately 15 May. I cannot say what role it had after that. I was not
involved in the process; therefore, I do not know what took place. I was
advised by the Acting General Manager of Stateships that Stateships was
forced to respond to the decision of Patricks. I do not know what role the
general agent had in that. When the acting general manager told me that
Stateships would go to tender if Patricks did not continue, I encouraged
him to attempt to get Patricks to extend the contract. Ultimately, as
everyone knows, he had to go to tender. As I said, I do not know what the
involvement of the general agent was in that process.

STEVEDORING COMPANIES - WA; BERTHS, FREMANTLE

336. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many stevedoring companies are registered in Western Australia?

(2) How many berths in the Fremantle inner harbour are not signed to a lease?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) I do not know how many stevedoring companies are in Western Australia.

I know that there are companies which work on the waterfront,
independently and for stevedores.

(2) The consolidation and relocation of the berths on the North Wharf which
are taken up by Patrick The Australian Stevedore and Conaust Ltd is an
issue which has been around for some years. Berths 11I and 12, which are
under the operation of Conaust, will become free when that relocation and
consolidation takes place. It is important that all members be aware that
Patricks will be located in the area it is in now, and the area will be
extended. A long process of negotiation has been conducted on this issue,
and, to my knowledge, it has not quite been completed. Conaust's area
will also be expanded. It will move out of berths I I and 12 and Will be
given other appropriate wharfage. Until now Conaust has operated at both
ends and Patricks in the middle, but it will be relocated to one area with
Patricks alongside. They are the two stevedores which have been
operating.
As Hon Kim Chance is aware, the previous Government moved to
introduce a second stevedore to Fremantle. It has been operating on those
berths to which it is attached. When the coalition came to government I
was told that this relocation was almost complete. It was to be completed
at the end of 1993 and then at the end of 1994; it still has not been fully
negotiated. A substantial financial input is from the stevedoring
companies. I cannot give the member a precise figure for the berths
because next week it would change.

STATIESHIPS - STEVEDORING CONTRACT TENDER
337. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Will the Minister assure the House that tenders submitted by Conaust Ltd and
Patrick The Australian Stevedore for stevedoring work associated with Stateships
were exact figures and not broad estimates?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I have not seen the documentation provided by the stevedoring companies. That
was not my role. Stateships informed me of the assessment it had done. This is
an important question, and the issue needs a little explaining. When people
provide a stevedoring contract to any shipper, an option exists to provide it on a
range of bases; that is, it can be so much for a 20 metre or 40 metre container, so
much for time, and so much each ship. Hon Alannah Macriernan alluded to this
earlier today: When stevedoring companies submit tenders, they have the option
of putting forward their tender on the basis that suits them. That is not done in
line with specific documented forms. Hon Kim Chance asked the other day
whether it was done on a form. There are no such forms. This process gives the
opportunity for the stevedoring companies to have that flexibility to decide how
they can carry out the task, knowing the customer they are providing the service
to. As I understand it, in this case the proposal came from three stevedoring
companies. It was evaluated by Stateships which projected what it believed its
cargo requirements and servicing would be. It was on that basis that it made its
decision to offer the tender to BAAC Pty Ltd. A letter of intent was given to
BAAC after it made that assessment, to unload and load the Sina. The
Government was required to make a decision by 15 May. Tenders closed on
15 May and Stateships was locked into that time frame because it had to let
Patricks know whether it would be ongoing from then. When Stateships made the
decision after receiving the tenders it advised BAAC by a letter of intent that it
was the successful bidder and, therefore, it would be employed to handle the Sina.
Stateships then proceeded to draw up the legal document, as is the case in all
other procedures.

STATESHIPS - STEVEDORING CONTRACT TENDER
338. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) 1 take it from what the Minister has just said that no formal general
conditions of contract for the provision of the services have been signed
by BAAC Pty Ltd or anyone else. Is that correct?

(2) If no formal general conditions of contract have been signed, what is the
form of the legally binding agreement which has been entered into
between Stateships and BAAC?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I return to the final point I made in answer to the previous question. As members
are aware, Patrick The Australian Stevedore had given a commitment to stevedore
for Stateships up to 15 May and not beyond.
Hon John Halden: Except if it got the contract.
Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Absolutely. If it had got the contract - I am speculating
here but I believe this would have been the process - Stateships would have gone
to Patricks and said, "You have won our tender. We will contract with you. We
want you to go on doing our stevedoring until such time as we tie up and sign the
legal contract which will have to be compiled." As was stated earlier today, the
companies had an option, because Stateships gave no hard specifications they had
to respond to. As I understand it, the three stevedoring companies put in different
riders on their tender documents and as a consequence the successful tender was
negotiated with Stateships. It was to be implemented for the duration of the
contract.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It was not the duration of the contract.
Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I sin saying, and the member made reference to it earlier
today, that the stevedoring companies put forward prices based on the proposals
they were putting up. Stateships had to acknowledge or accept the conditions that
the stevedoring companies put forward.

4016



[Wednesday, 24 May 1995] 41

Hon AJ.G. MacTiemnan: There were certain parameters, like the 18 months that
some of the companies were told.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am trying to answer this in as clear and precise a way as
possible. The stevedore companies were asked to submit a price. In so doing
they varied in the way they would carry out the contract. Stateships' position was
that the contract was to be for a maximum of two years. The companies varied on
how they would apply the contract.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The member should not get upset about it.
Hon A.J.G. Macliernan: It was a maximum of two years and BAAC got a four
year contract.
Hon EJ. CHARLTON: No, definitely not. I am trying to encourage the member
not to run off at a tangent and say that someone was to have an advantage over
anyone else.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: They were there for a maximum of two years and
BAAC got four years.
Hon EJ. CHARLTON: No. I am about to answer the point and explain it
properly. If Patricks had won it it would have had continuity until the new
contract was signed. It did not get it, so BAAC was advised it would have it, and
from that day it was to operate the cost structure it put forward, in the same way
that Patricks would have sat down and signed a legal document.
Hon Kim Chance: BAAC is operating under an interim arrangement and the
document will be signed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: A letter outlining that intent was given to BAAC on
Tuesday, I think.

WOYLEES - PORT KENNEDY TRACKING PROGRAM
339. Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON to the Minister for the Environment

I draw the Minister's attention to question without notice 254 asked by Hon Jim
Scott on Thursday, I1I May. The question was in 10 parts and referred to the
tracking program for woylies at Port Kennedy. The Minister indicated in his
answer that the consultant who carried out the program, Ms Cathy Lambert, was
in the field and hence the first five of those questions could not be answered. Has
he been able to obtain information from Ms Cathy Lambert; if so, will he now
answer the question?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Additional information has now been obtained from Ms Lambert. The following
is a full response to the questions -

(1) The consultant, Ms Lambert, was present whenever animals were taken
from traps; she oversaw the recording of data onto. field data sheets.
Usually Mr Hoize from the Port Kennedy LCDC held animals while
Ms Lambert measured them and volunteers wrote data on field data
sheets. The consultant recalls seven others who were present or who
helped to varying degrees. They were all colleagues of the consultant
except Mr Fullard. They were -

Ms Michelle Crow-Eckermann, every day except 2, 8 and 10 April
Mr David Fullard (LCDC), two days -4 and 5 April
Ms Joanne Peterson, two days -2 and 8 April
Ms Rita Berichon, one day - 8 April
Ms Rowena Hart, one day - 13 April
Mr David Anderson, two days -4 and 5 April
Ms Chris Kershaw, one day - 10 April.
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(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

[COUNC]IL]

Yes.
Ms LamberL
Yes.
It is customary that any consultant of any profession presents data in a
neat, concise and legible format. Field work inevitably results in field-
soiled data sheets. Ms Lambert transcribed relevant data from soiled data
sheets to clean sheets for presentation in her report. There are no
significant discrepancies between the originals and the copies. There is no
need to table the originals or any purpose to be served by tabling them.

(6) It is customary to weigh an animal on the first occasion it is caught in any
survey period. Accordingly, Ms Lambert recorded in her report the
weight of the woylie on the frst occasion she caught it - 1 April, 0.97
kilogram. Since responding to the question without notice on 11 May I
have leart that Ms Lamnbert, catching the same woylie repeatedly, was
concerned about the possible effect of her program on its welfare and re-
weighed it on the third of the four occasions she trapped it - 3 April,
1.04 kg. The slight increase satisfied her that the program was not
adversely affecting the animal, but she did not record this weight in her
report because it would have been scientifically biased because the weightof re-trapped individuals would have been influenced by food available in
traps as baits as well as by lost foraging opportunities. Perusal of the
report I tabled previously will show that the weight of recaptured
bandicoots is also not recorded for this reason.

(7)-(8) Answered by (6) above.
(9) Yes.
(10) Answered by (1) above.

WEDGE ISLAND - SQUATTERS' SHACKS
340. Hon B.K. DONALDSON to the Minister for Lands:

(1) What was the purpose of notices delivered to shacks at Wedge Island prior
to Easter this year?

(2) When will squatters at Wedge Wsand and other squatter settlements in theShire of Dandaragan be given the opportunity to consider the six year
lease document?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) As part of the implementation of government policy - I must say of both

the past Labor Party Government and the present coalition Government -on the removal of squatters' shacks from coastal areas, notices and
registration forms were delivered to each shack in the area to which
Hon Bruce Donaldson referred, over the period from I April to 10 April of
this year. Most shack owners were generally aware that the notices were
to be issued as part of the implementation of the policy. The purpose of
the notices is to identify the owners of the shacks so that the lease
documents that are referred to may be forwarded to them. The notices
clearly state that if the registration form is not returned by 30 May, aneviction notice will be served, with subsequent demolition and removal of
the shack

(2) The lease documents will be considered by the Shire of Dandaragan at its
next council meeting, which I understand is scheduled for I June 1995.
Subject to a favourable response by the shire, the leass will then be
referred to the various squatter shack community associations and posted
to individual shack owners on or about 5 June. The owners will then have
one month from 30 June in which to sign the lease and pay the annual fee
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of $620. My understanding is that a considerable number have already
advised a coordinator in that area that they are interested in signing leases.
For the benefit of members I table a sample copy of the notice and
registration form. [See paper No 376.]

STATESHIPS - STEVEDORING CONTRACT TENDER
341. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Can the Minister assure the House that, during the phone contacts that led to the
awarding of the tender for Stateships' stevedoring work, exactly the same
information was given to all three tenderers?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
This needs to be very carefully clarified. I understand that when Patrick The
Australian Stevedore advised Stateships it would not continue with the
stevedoring, the three stevedores were advised they would be invited to quote a
price for the stevedoring. Each of the stevedores was advised in writing. I have
not seen that written statement, but I am advised that is the procedure which took
place.

STATESHIPS - STEVEDORING CONTRACT TENDER
342. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

Who discussed with the Minister for Transport the appointment of BAAC Pty Ltd
as the stevedoring company for Stateships, after the closure of tenders on 15 May
and prior to the announcement on 19 May?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Acting General Manager of Stateships advised me he had received the
tenders. They had been assessed and the BAAC quote appeared to be well below
the other two. However, he said they had to properly scrutinise the tenders
because, as I mentioned before, they came in different processes. He said he
would come back and confirm which was the lowest. My only comment was that
he must be absolutely certain about the evaluation of that tender process to ensure
that the final decision would stand up. He came back to me subsequently - this
took place after that period - and when the final assessment was made and I was
advised, he advised all the appropriate players in the system of that decision
accordingly.

HOSPITALS - ALBANY REGIONAL
Waste Incineration Cessation

343. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has a decision been made to cease incinerating hospital waste at the

Albany Regional Hospital?
(2) Who made this decision?
(3) What were the reasons for the decision?
(4) How will the waste be disposed of in future?
(5) What management plans have been prepared to ensure this waste is

disposed of hygienically?
(6) How much is expected to be saved by this measure?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes. The incineration of waste at Albany Regional Hospital wil cease

from 31 January 1996.
(2) The General Manager, Lower Great Southern Health Service.
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(3) The hospital incinerator will not comply with regulations controlling
incineration as from 1 February 1996. The cost of converting the
incinerator to comply with the regulations is prohibitive.

(4) Thbe waste will be disposed of by the sanitary fill method at the Albany
Town Council waste disposal site. Separate arrangements will be made
with the local crematorium to dispose of any identifiable body parts.

(5) Thbe disposal of the waste has been planned in consultation with the town
council to conform to the regulations of the Environmental Protection Act.

(6) Nil.

LAND - CLEARING, NATIVE VEGETATION, HECTARES
344. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister representing the Minister for Primary

Industry:
It is estimated that 664 000 hectares of native vegetation on private land are still
being cleared in Australia each year.
(1) How many hectares of native vegetation are being cleared in Western

Australia each year,?
(2) In which areas is clearing taking place?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) An average of 7 000 hectares a year over the past three and a half years.
(2) The number of clearing notifications received by offices of the

Department of Agriculture in 1993-94 are: Albany 21, Bunbury 13,
Busselton 9, Derby 3, Esperance 1, Geraldton 1, Harvey 8, Jerramungup
11, Katanning 2, Kununurra 2, Lake Grace 5, Manjimup 22, Merredin 2,
metropolitan 18. Moora 8, Narrogin 4, Nortlham 6, Pinjarra 1, and Three
Springs 6 - giving a total of 143.

WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANTS - FAILURE TO MEET WATER
AUTHORITY PERMORMANCE CRITERIA

345. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) In 1993-94 how many metropolitan waste water treatment plants failed to

meet effluent discharge criteria?
(2) What are the locations of those metropolitan plants?
(3) In what aspects did each of the plants fail to meet the criteria?
(4) What remedial action has been taken to improve those plants?
(5) Are all these plants still operative?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) One. The failure referd to relates to the Water Authority's internally set

performance criteria and not the Department of Environmental
Protection's licensing conditions.

(2) Subiaco.
(3) Suspended solids.
(4) Process parameters changed.
(5) Yes.
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KWINANA BULK CARGO JETTY - HOPPERS AT No 2 BERTH, OWNER

346. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Who owns the two hoppers recently placed on the No 2 berth at the

Kwinana bulk handling jetty?
(2) What financial arrangements were entered into by the Fremiantle Port

Authority with respect to those hoppers?
(3) Was the provision of those hoppers subject to calls for expressions of

interest or tender? If not, why not?
Hon E. CHARLTON replied:
To ensure that I obtain detailed information, I recommend that the member put
that question on notice. However, in order to allay the fears she expressed earlier,
I assure her that the Buckeridge group has had nothing whatsoever to do with the
bulk cargo jetty.

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - STILL OPERATIVE
347. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Labour

Relations:
What mechanisms, if any, are in place to determine how many of the workplace
agreements registered under the provisions of the Workplace Agreements Act are
still operative?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Commissioner ofWorkplace Agreements is unable to determine which agreements are still
operative because he has no knowledge of whether employment contracts are still
in place.

BUNBURY PORT AUTHORITY - CULLITY TIMBERS, DEVELOPMENT
PROPOSAL

348. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister for Transport:
I ask this question on behalf of Hon Doug Wenn. A newspaper report in the
South Western Times of 9 February, and a letter to the same newspaper firom theGeneral Manager of the Bunbury Port Authority on 16 February this year. clearlyindicate that the port authority was considering a retail development on port
authority land by Cullity Timbers. At the same time, representatives from the
Bunbury City Council were meeting with the Bunbury Port Authority to discuss
the proposed development. In answer to question without notice 304 last
Thursday, the Minister said that "No formal proposal has been received from
Cullity Timbers". Will the Minister explain the discrepancy between the local
report on the development and his answer in Parliament?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. There is no discrepancy
between my previous answer to Parliament and the facts of the matter. The
Bunbury Port Authority has not received a formal proposal from Cullity Timbers
regarding the development. Discussions with the Bunbury City Council were on
the development concept and council's requirements.

EDITH COWAN UNIVERSITY SITE, BUNBURY - NEW HEALTH CAMPUS
349. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

I again ask this question on behalf of Hon Doug Wenn.
(1) In relation to the proposed new health campus on the Edith Cowan

University site in Bunbury, has the Bunbury campus contacted the
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Minister or the Health Department outlining conditions it would like met
before this proposal proceeds?

(2) If yes, what are those conditions?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes.
(2) The Bunbury Campus Advisory Board has requested that the provision of

16 hectares of land would be supported provided that -

(a) new conjoint facilities, for example, laboratories, would be built on
the 16 hectares;

(b) consideration would be given to the provision of a 100-person
on-campus student accommodation complex; and

(c) substitute land would be provided to the university for future
development, in either the College Grove Estate or Manea Park, or
another mutually agreed location.


