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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 11.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - HEALTH SERVICES, CONSUMER COMPLAINTS AND
CONCILIATION SYSTEM

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [ 11.03 am]: I present
the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned petitioners call upon the State Government to legislate for an
independent, accessible and structured complaints and conciliation system for
consumers of health services as a matter of urgency.

The petition bears 122 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 22.]

PETITION.- NUCLEAR REACTOR; RADIOACTIVE WASTE
MR BLOFFWITCH (Geraldton) [ 11.04 am]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, say
NO to any nuclear reactor, large or small, and
NO to more radioactive waste from any source including other states or overseas
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 4 019 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 23.1

PETITION - POLICE, ARMADALE REGION, ADDITIONAL
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [11.05 am]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament oif Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
Given recent disturbing incidents, we the undersigned call on the State
Government to allocate more Police to the Armadale Region so that appropriate
police action can be taken to protect residents from disturbances, and assault, and
to protect their property, their homes and motor vehicles from damage.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 82 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 24.]
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PETITION - POLICE, YANCHEP-TWO ROCKS, IMPROVED SERVICE
MR W. SMITH (Wanneroo) [ 11.06 am]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, in reminding the Coalition Government of its election
commitment to Law and Order and to improve the Police service in Yanchepfl'wo
Rocks, do hereby request:
1. That an additional police officer be supplied for the Two Rocks station.
2. That the Two Rocks Police Station be gazetted as a Country Police posting.
This is to ensure that the station is staffed by officers who also reside in the area
and will then allow the flexibility of working intermittent hours to provide an
improved service tQ better address the needs of the community.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 48 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 25.]

STATEMENT - SPEAKER
Annual Reports, Amendments

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): I have received ministerial requests to authorise
amendments to certain reports tabled in the House last year. The first amendment is to
the annual report of the Western Australian Department of Training, which was tabled on
19 October 1994. The amendment is to page 117 of the report.
The second amendment is to the annual report of WorkCover Western Australia, which
was tabled on 21 November 1994. The amendment is to pages 71, 96, 101 and 110 of the
financial statements where some figures have been incorrectly stated. The third
amendment is to the annual report of the Health Department, which was tabled on 23
November 1994. 'The amendment is to the appendix to the report, which provided
financial statements that need to be substituted as a result of material changes relating to
some hospitals. Accordlingly, under the provisions of Standing Order No 233, 1 advise
the House that I have authorised the necessary amendments.

MOTION - JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE COMMISSION ON
GOVERNMENT

Speaker be Discharged, Member for Whiford be Appointed
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe -Leader of the House) [11.09 am]: I move -

That the Speaker be discharged from the Joint Standing Committee on the
Commission on Government and the member for Whitford be appointed in his
place.

The Speaker approached me concerning his desire to step clown as Chairman of the Joint
Standing Committee on the Commission on Government. The reasons, with which I
totally concur and endorse, are twofold. The first is of a practical nature and the second
is a matter of principle. In a practical sense it is clear that the Commission on
Government will be a major undertaking during the course of this year. It will put
extensive demands on the time of both the commissioners and the parliamentary
representatives on this committee. The Speaker's prime responsibility in terms of his
resources and time is to serve in the role of Speaker of this House. In that regard there is
a practical conflict in time. More importantly, there is the question of principle and the
potential for a conflict of roles to arise.
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The Commission on Government has a wide brief, which all members of this House
would support. Many of the topics covered relate directly to the Parliament and the
operation of this House; for example, reference 19, parliamentary privilege, and reference
17, the operation of parliamentary committees. Perhaps one could even extend that into
other areas such as the pecuniary interests of members. It is important that the position
you occupy as Speaker is in no way compromised by the role that you might otherwise
take as chairman of this committee.
The COG committee will be releasing papers, holding public discussions and making
recommendations on matters relating to this House. The best example is that of
parliamentary privilege. It would put you in an invidious position as chairman of the
COG committee when matters are debated in this House - as they will be - and you find
yourself also having to preside effectively as chairman of this House in your role as
Speaker. That would put an untenable load on your shoulders. When you make rulings
in your capacity as Speaker you would be open to the accusation that in making rulings
you could have been influenced by your role as chairman of the COG committee. I do
not think you, or the position of Speaker, should be placed in that position.
The COG committee is at its early stages. It is sensible that having recognised these
problems, action is taken quickly and you step down from that role. That will not unduly
interfere with the working of the COG committee. It is essential for the operations of this
House that in no way can your role as chairman or Speaker be compromised or in any
way seen to be compromised. For that reason I hope that all members of the House will
understand your reasons for stepping down and will support you in that action and also
welcome the appointment of the member for Whitford, who has demonstrated his
capacity and will be a very valuable member of the COG committee.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [11.12 am]: This has been the longest deliberation in this
place on a vote of no confidence. You will recall, Sir, that on 15 November last year I
moved in this Assembly for a suspension of standing orders so that the House could
express its lack of confidence in you as the Speaker in your capacity as Chairman of the
Joint Standing Committee on the Commission on Government. The Government did not
see fit at that time to do that. The Leader of Government business in addressing that
suspension of standing orders spoke for a minute and a half. In November a minute and a
half was all the time the Government spent on the point it has raised today.
Mr Speaker, that was not the first time the position you were put in was raised in this
Parliament. I raised it previously on 20 October 1994. 1 wrote to you outlining the
difficulty that you had been put in by the Government as a result of chairing the Joint
Standing Committee on the Commission on Government and being Speaker of this
Parliament. I have yet to receive a reply. I listened with interest to the reasons the leader
of government business gave for your not'holding the two positions, both of which had
been put in this place previously, but were at that time worth only a minute and a half
consideration by the Government and, it seems, none by you. The best connotation that
can be put on the decision of the Government today is that the Government has accepted
the position that I and others have put that your position was compromised. You, Sir, to
your credit, have accepted that position and have acted to remedy that. Another
connotation that some could put on it is that the Chairman of the Joint Standing
Committee on the Commission on Government -has done the bidding of the Government
and his services have now been dispensed with. That is the view that I endorse. I do not
know the view of my party, because I have not sought it. In the running of that standing
committee no procedures are in place for that committee to carry out its legislative
requirement of supervising the work of the Commission on Government. Its meetings
are closed to the public and held in secret, when the function of legislation requires that
body to carry out its work in a most open and public manner. Those meetings have been
closed on every occasion on the motion of a government member.
I have raised in this Parliament the fact that the standing orders of this Parliament have
been breached. I raised in my argument why we should suspend standing orders.
Regardless of my views, that put you, Mr Speaker, in an invidious position. As the
Speaker you could not deal with an accusation or a problem that arose out of a breach of

234



[Wednesday, 29 March 1995]23

standing orders by a committee that you chaired. It was practically impossible for you to
do that. I am happy that you, Sir, and the Government have finally realised that.
Mr Barnett: That is your view. We do not happen to share that view.
Mr GRAHAM: The leader of government business is right, but when a member has a
view that standing orders have been breached the Speaker rules on that. If the allegation.
is that the Speaker breached the rules, to whom does one go? One comes to this House
and seeks to suspend standing orders. The Minister took a minute and a half to deliberate
on that. The Leader of the House should not tell me it is only my view. He left no
opportunity for someone to deal with that problem.
If the nicest possible connotation is put on what has happened, I can congratulate the
Leader of the House for having finally accepted after three months that the Government
put the Speaker in an untenable position. For the first time in the history of this
Parliament the Government totally compromised the position of the Speaker. Leaving
aside my personal views, that was the net effect of what the Government did.
The Joint Standing Committee on the Commission on Government was a process that
rubber-stamped the selection of the commissioners. There was no deliberation, and no
ability to consider alternative commissioners. That committee that you, Mr Speaker,
chaired rubber-stamped the Premier's personal selections. It was not set up to do that.
I will write to you about this, Mr Speaker, but from the last Parliament some five
questions on the Notice Paper relating to meetings between you, your staff and the
Commission on Government stand unanswered. Those questions will be resubmitted in
this Parliament, and I expect an answer. That is regardless of the fact that you have stood
aside from the position of Chairman of the Joint Standing Committee on the Commission
on Government. Those questions require answers and they should be answered in this
Parliament.
This is one of the things that give one great satisfaction in politics.
Mr C.J. Barnett: There are long gaps between those events in your career.
Mr GRAHAM: There sure are.
As Speaker you should not have been put in that position by the Government, or, when
you were, you should not have accepted the nomination.
MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [ 11. 19 am]: I add my commendation to the Government for
making this move. Your workload and the position of Speaker has brought the
Government to a decision to rationalise the situation. The Joint Standing Committee on
the Commission on Government will be able to continue to work very effectively with
the new membership which has been recommended by the Government. I react to some
of the comments that were made by the member for Pilbara when he talked about the
motion of no confidence in your capacity as the Chairman of the Joint Standing
Committee on the Commission on Government, and state my own view and the view of
members on this side of the House about that matter.
Proceedings of the joint standing committee were carried out. entirely in accordance with
the standing orders of the House. The standing orders were able to adequately cope with
the situation that was placed before the House. The meetings were closed to the public,
but that was entirely in accordance with the standing orders. Standing Order No 373
states that strangers may be admitted to select committee hearings, but after a request by
any one member they can be excluded. That was the view of the majority of members of
the joint standing committee. There was no compromise and no breach of the standing
orders. The standing orders were entirely adequate to deal with the situation.
The member for Pilbara again talked about the appointment of the commissioners. All
that is being said by the member for Pilbara is that he disagrees with the decision which
was reached by the joint standing committee. That is a political reality. The fact is that
the appointment of the commissioners was made in, an entirely proper way. The
recommendations were brought to the joint standing committee. The committee
considered those recommendations and reported to the. House that the commissioners
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were to be appointed. That is entirely proper and in accordance with the provisions of
the enabling legislation.
Those brief words will suffice for me to record my support for the move the Government
has made and to reject on behalf of members on this side of the House the assertions that
have been made in this place by the member for Pilbara about the inadequacy of the
processes of the Joint Standing Committee on the Commission on Government and the
adequacy of the standing orders of the House to deal with the matters that were before it.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [11.22 am]: I normally would not get involved in a debate
such as this, but this is an important matter, that is, the question about whether you, Mr
Speaker, should be chairing a committee on aspects of the Commission on Government
and, as the Speaker of the House, be a feature in that procedure. Sir, I believe that your
chairmanship of that committee put your role in this House at some risk, and that it was a
wise decision to vacate the chair of that committee. That is one decision with which even
the member for Pilbara does not disagree; it has agreement throughout the House.
There are some uncharitable aspects to this debate. It should be considered that you,
Mr Speaker, have not been the Speaker forever. In fact, like the rest of us, you face a
process of learning. If you could turn the clock back, perhaps the decision to chair the
committee may not have been made; however, the House should not make too much of
that decision. One thing I have learned in my years in this place is that the Chair in other
places has two roles which members should remember: One is that the Speaker has the
responsibility for the Chamber. Th1e fact that I may or may not like the Speaker
personally has nothing to do with that position. Thbat fact is forgotten often, particularly
by the Opposition. I do not say that to have a go at the Opposition because that was my
attitude when I first came to this place. If it were not for the experience of the member
for Merredin and the member for South Perth, who kept pointing out to me that members
should view the correct role of the Speaker as the person who administers the House and
not consider the personality of that individual, I would still have that attitude. That, MrSpeaker, is unfortunately the cause of some of the pain you and the Speaker in the
Federal Parliament go through. The Speaker in the House of Representatives is being run
through the ringer by exactly the same pressures.
Mr Speaker, I think you have made the right decision. The debate on the system is fair.
Two groups of people are. looking at the way committees and the processes of this House
operate; namely, the Commission on Government, and a select committee which is
chaired by the member for Scarborough, which I am also on. The member for Pilbara
referred also to one person being able to open and close a meeting. 'Mat is a valid point
and one which to some degree comes to us from the royal commission. It is something
for us all to become involved in. It is certainly not a point for us to denigrate you on, Sir.
The Commission on Government is at its second paper only. I do not know what the
member for Pilbara is talking about when he says that the Speaker has done a job for the
Government and, therefore, should go. That is a ridiculous notion. We are at the
preliminaries of the COG. That process will continue for sonmc 18 months, so I do not
believe that is an issue. It should be remembered that Australian Labor Party members
opposed each of the commissioners as they came to the Commission on Government, and
they opposed the Speaker as the chairman. They have fought the argument all the way
down the line. They have accused those of us on the government side as being an entity
that won a selection. However, it can be seen directly from the argument of members
opposite that they are accusing the Government of exactly what they are doing. They
come to that committee on a set platform and run that platform on the committee every
day the committee meets. That is part of the reason you, Mr Speaker, cannot be on that
committee. Unfortunately, the public is likely to witness the process in the COG by
which the commission will be denigrated. We have already seen what the federal
member for Kalgoorlie is doing to another institution of this State; that is, denigrate it,
cut the ground under it, and bring it down in the public view. There are two arguments to
this matter, Mr Speaker. What you have done is correct The rest is rhetoric.
Question put and passed-
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LAPSED BILLS - RESTORATION TO NOTICE PAPER
Council's Message - Consideration

Message from the Council now considered requesting that consideration of the following
Bills be resumed -

1 . Forrest Place and City Station Development Amendment Bill
2. Industrial Legislation Amendment Bill
3. Land, Parks and Reserves Amendment Bill
On motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House), resolved -

That as requested by the Council in Message No 1 this House resume
consideration of the Bills enumerated therein.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Motion

Resumed from 28 March.
MR THOMAS (Cockbumn) [11.28 am]: I draw the attention of the House to a serious
matter in which I have become embroiled and which I believe is designed to affect the
way I operate as a member of Parliament. It has the potential also to affect -the way
members of Parliament operate generally if this were to become common practice.
Although most members were having a break over summer I had to spend some time,
energy and money defending a defamation case which was brought against me by
Mr Charles MacKinnon, arising out of a speech I made in this House and a subsequent
report on that speech. The action that was undertaken could have the potential to inhibit
the way in which I conduct myself as a member of Parliament and could have the effect
of inhibiting also the media in reporting activities which occur in this Parliament. That is
a very serious matter. I will set out briefly the matters that are of concern. Members who
were present in the Chamber last year when we debated the Ord hydroelectricity Bill will
recall that I argued the project was a good one but that the Government was not
observing the due process or the propriety of putting the project out to tender.
Mr C.J. Barnett You made this speech before. You may be going on to new issues.
May I say for the record that there was no project to put out for tender.
Mr THOMAS: I know what the Minister has argued.
Mr CJ. Barnett: It is true: There was nothing to put out to tender.
Mr THOMAS: We could argue that again, but I will talk about what flows from that. In
order to do that I must objectively summarise our positions. I do not want to rake over
old coals.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You will understand that I have a little more confidence in my
expression of opinion than yours.
Mr THOMAS: If the Minister wishes to make a speech, he can speak on another
occasion. The nature of the system is that we each have a turn.
My argument essentially is that there is a significant public asset; namely, the location
and right to put the turbine into the water and construct a hydroelectric scheme on public
land using public water, which are public assets. It should not be given to any individual
or company without going to tender or seeking expressions of interest. With any scheme
where someone else might also have an interest in building a project, he or she should
have the opportunity to put in a bid or quote a price. This is the resource base of a $70m
project. The Government's position was that it would be buying electricity. Somebody
came along with a project which necessitated using public assets and said, "We will be
able to provide electricity to Kununurra and Wyndham at half the price you are paying
for it now." The Government said, '"Whacko", and took it.

237



238 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr CJ. Barnett: That is a good result
Mr THOMAS: Certainly the cost of electricity reticulated in the east Kimberley will be
substantially reduced for the electricity corporation, Western Power. That is to the good.
Argyle Diamonds will also have cheap electricity, and that too is good. It is a win-win
situation. The reservations I had were that somebody else might have been able to
provide that service and be interested in doing so. Nobody else had the opportunity to
put in a bid because the Government accepted the offer put to it and went along with that
proposal.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is misleading. When you say that we just accepted the offer, that
is not the case. Negotiations were very complicated. The key thing that this consortium
did was to secure Argyle's involvement. It was not a case of walk in the door and then
walk off.
Mr THOMAS: I appreciate it is a complex matter. However, an engineering firm in my
electorate might have been able to undertake that project but did not have the opportunity
because there was no advertisement in The West Australian calling for expressions of
interest
Mr CJ. Barnett: I do not know the firm. That opportunity has been in the Kimberley for
30 years ever since the Ord dam was built
Mr THOMAS: I am reluctant to start raking over old coals. If the Government owned a
block and land which could be of use to the community and somebody said, "I will give
you a certain price for that land", there is no way in the world the Government would
accept that proposition without giving other people the opportunity to put in a bid for the
land. That is the nature of the market system which members opposite are so proud to
promote.
Mr Shave: What about the Swan Brewery?
Mr THOMAS: The Swan Brewery is a good case in point. When proposals were sought
to facilitate the redevelopment, the project went out to tender.
Mr Shave: For five minutes.
Mr THOMAS: That is five minutes longer than this one, which did not go out to tender
at all.
Mr Shave: You stick up for Swan Brewery on this occasion.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMAS: The example the member raises confirms my point exactly. He is critical
of the fact that the contract to develop Swan Brewery was allocated to a particular
proponent because it was tendered for only five minutes, as he put it. In fact, it was a
week or so. If it had not gone to tender at all the member would be more strident in his
criticism. If John Roberts had said to Jim McGinty, "Listen, Jim, I have got a good idea.
It will save the Government a lot of money and produce a good project. Why don't we
go ahead and do it?" and if Jim McGinty had said, "What a great idea. We are the sort of
people to get things done. Let us go and do it", the member's criticism would be even
more strident. Jim McGinty, who was the inister then and is now the Leader of the
Opposition, did not do that. He gave every builder on the Building Management
Authgority major contract list the opportunity to put in a bid.
h& Lewis: No he did not
Mr THOMAS: Yes he did. On this occasion nobody else had the opportunity. I submit
that is wrong.
Mr CJ. Barnett: At the time of your Govemnment you had negotiations on landfill gas
where a company said that it had a proposal to capture the gas from waste sites and
convert it into electricity. It was great, but did your Government put that out to tender?
Mr THOMAS: I do not know anything about that.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is not uncommon.
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Mr THOMAS: It is, and it should be most uncommon to dispose of a resource base of a
$70m project without giving anybody else the opportunity to put in a price.
Mr C.J. Barnett: People had 30 years.
Mr THO0MAS: Two members of the Minister's caucus told me after that debate that I
was right.
Mr Shave: Did your crowd put out to tender the petrochemical land sold to Alan Stubbs?
Mr THOMAS: That is not the point.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMAS: I will tell members why. It leads precisely to the point that I will come
to, if I get the time. The point I made in the previous debate is that mistakes had been
made in the past by a Labor Government.
Mr Shave: Your Government of which you were a member.
Mr THOMAS: Yes; there had been a royal commission which had been critical and said
certain steps should have been taken for propriety. I said during my speech that one of
the errors made by Ministers in the past was that they became associated with people
they thought would get things done. They were impatient and as a result mistakes were
made.
Mr Lewis: There were other reasons too, such as kickbacks.
Mr THOMAS: There was an extensive royal commission report on that. The point I was
making is that this Minister and this Government are making the same mistakes.
Mr Lewis: We are not getting kickbacks.
Mr THOMAS: This Minister is proud of the fact that he is a person who gets things
done. He enjoys that reputation, and good luck to him. I want him to get things done
because it is for the good of the State. However, in order to do that he has become
impatient. On this occasion, for the second time in one year, he approved the project
without allowing other people to put in a price. That is the situation. When I was
debating the subject last year I said that it was wrong. I said also that there are a number
of reasons for its being wrong. One is that the Government should make sure that it
protects the public interest by getting the best price. Secondly, as the Minister for
Planning said by way of interjection a little while ago, it also ensures that there is no
corruption because if deals are done without a tender or without expressions of interest or
some sort of competitive bidding system, it is possible to have improper influence and
kickbacks. It is also possible to have cronyism and favours done for mates and favours
given to political supporters. That is wrong.
That is one of the reasons we have a tender system and a competitive bidding system and
one of the reasons that it would have been most improper for the then Minister, Jim
McGinty, to allow the Swan Brewery redevelopment to go to Multiplex without getting
other people to put in a price. That illustrates my point.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I want to test your thesis. This is a real and current example. I am
currently involved in negotiations for a further major iron ore processing project in the
north - not the BHP one. The company concerned has identified a site for a port. It is
Crown land, a public asset. Do you think that I should now say to the company, "Hang
on, you want that site but I will have to put it out to tender" when there are not many
potential port sites in the area? Do you think I should go to tender because someone else
may put in a better price for the land?
Mr THOMAS: No.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The development of the hydro scheme was done under a state
agreement Act, as are all major developments.
Mr THOMAS: The Minister drew a similar comparison last year in the debate and the
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answer is no. The reason is that that would be described as ancillary to the holding of the
iron ore tenement -

Mr CJ. Barnett: No, not necessarily.
Mr THOMAS: It would be.
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.
Thbe SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMAS: Well, then, yes.
Mr CJ. Barnett: So you think all our state agreements should go to tender. When acompany comes with a proposal we should say, "We may negotiate it but we will now be
purer than the driven snow and put it out to tender" and effectively destroy the project.
Mr THOMAS: No.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is what will happen under the scenario you have put forward.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMAS: Railway lines are public assets on public land that arise under agreement
Acts. The point I made in discussions last year was that they are ancillary to the holding
of the right to mine the resource and that is obtained under a competitive system. TheMinister for Mines does not just get together with somebody and say, "Here is a nice
deposit of gold; you can have it." A competitive tenement system has existed for 100years under the mining laws of this State. It is not competitive in the sense of bidding; itis competitive in the sense of stakting the land, working it, proving the resource, and soon. That is a very well established system. If the resource is proved, the applicant willget a tenement under mining legislation and if it is a major project - too big for the
Mining Act - an agreement Bill is invariably introduced.
Mr C.J. Barnett: In no way can a mining tenement confer a right for a railway and for aport. That is sheer nonsense. You will see nothing about railways and ports in mining
tenement agreements.
Mr THOMAS: Perhaps I am having difficulty expressing myself clearly. I did not say
that.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You did.
Mr THOMAS: I said they arise as an ancillary. Invariably what happens is thatsomebody gets a tenement under mining legislation and, if it is a big project that requires
these other things, he or she approaches the Government and a resource agreement Bill isintroduced. The Minister will find that, in many cases, the projects are constructed ontenements held under mining legislation. He will find that, in many cases, railway
reserves are Mining Act tenements. However, that is not the point. The point is that the
right to initiate that project in the first place arises under the competitive system under
mining legislation. All I wanted to do at this point was to outline the Government's
position and my position, which I think is a reasonable one and one that I am entitled to
come to this House and argue.
A day or so later, I received a telephone call advising me that somebody wanted to see
me in the foyer of Parliament House. When I went there, a process server advised me
that he wanted to serve a writ on me. He was conscious of the fact that he could not
serve it on me in the Parliament building and asked me to be cooperative and step
outside. I first thought, "That is your problem, not mine, mate" and that he could find me
some other time. However, I am not that sort of person. I did not want to put the process
server to that inconvenience. I stepped outside and accepted the writ, which turned out to
be a writ for defamation from Mr Charles MacKinnon. During the debate on the Ord
hydro scheme, it came out that acting for the proponents, who had been given the right to
develop the project without going to tender, was Mr Charles MacKinnon, a prominent
member of the Liberal Party, a former business partner of the Premier, and a member of
the McCarrey committee. People who know me know that I do not like to think ill of
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people. I was not suggesting that any corruption was involved or that the Minister was
corrupt. In fact, I said many times during the debate that I did not believe that that was
the case. Nonetheless, I said that there are procedures in place and one of the reasons
procedures are in place is to ensure that people can be confident that there is no
corruption. As if to prove my point, the Minister then said, "I suppose you are now going
to say that I was influenced by the fact that acting for this company is a prominent
member of the Liberal Party", which illustrated my point exactly about why there should
be a competitive system.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Who first raised in this House the involvement of Charles MacKinnon?

Mr THOMAS: The Minister did.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It was no secret; it was open - no problem.
Mr THOMAS: It proved my point!
Mr C.J. Barnett: Don't convey the impression that you weaselled that fact out because I
made it very public in this House that Charles MacKinnon had introduced the company
to me.
Mr THOMAS: I did not suggest that.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You left out a little detail and I would hate your speech to be imperfect.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMAS: I did not suggest anything other than that the Minister mentioned that Mr
Charles MacKinnon was involved. The Minister is the one who should be defending the
defamation writ, not me!
The words that were complained of in the writ were words that I used in an interview
with the Australian Broadcasting Corporation in this building after my speech. I said, "If
this was 1991, it would be a term of reference at the royal commission." That gentleman
believed that I defamed him and he is seeking substantial damages for my saying that. I
reject that totally because the terms of reference for the royal commission were
essentially a class of transactions; namely'the commercial transactions of Governments
during a 10 year period. They included not only the transactions of the Labor
Government but also transactions of the Liberal Government. They included the North
West Shelf gas contracts and Bunbury Foods Pty Ltd. They included examination of
activities involving the participation of Sir Charles Court, Mr Barry MacKinnon in the
case of Bunbury Foods, and other members of the Liberal Party. My submission is that,
because one is a participant in an activity which is a term of reference of the royal
commission, it does not necessarily mean that that person is bad or has done anything
wrong. It means that that person is a participant in a commercial transaction of
government and that is preci sely wat this is. The Government has sold a $70m project
without going to tender toa cmayfrwhich a prominent member of the Liberal Party
is acting. I have no doubt that if it had occurred prior to 1991 it would definitely have
been a term of reference of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of
Government and Other Matters. The Government has not learnt the lessons of the 1980s.

Mr C.J. Barnett: Charles MacKinnon has put the wind up you.

Mr THOMAS: Has he? I will go on further because when this matter was discussed
between my lawyer and MacKinnon's lawyers it was put to my lawyer that if an apology
were made they would back off. I was not present at the meeting and ami paraphrasing
what I was told and accept its accuracy; however, my lawyer said that I was prepared to
explain what occurred but was not prepared to apologise because I had not done anything
wrong. My lawyer said that I was confident that if it were prior to 1991 it would be a
term of reference of the royal commission. He said that we were happy to explain what
we meant by that and would include in the explanation a statement to the effect that we
did not believe that the Minister was corrupt or that Mr MacKinnon had been involved in
any improper activity. MacKinnon's lawyers were not prepared to accept an explanation;
they wanted an apology. They then came out with what they wanted and the reasons for
that. They wanted a statement from me saying that I had not intended to -say anything
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bad about the Minister or, by implication, Mr MacKinnion, but that the ABC had Bybroadcasting the information in the way it did the ABC had taken it further than I hadintended. Effectively, they wanted me to cooperate with them to assist in Mr MacKinnonsuing the ABC. It was a tempting proposition for me because I am a person of relativelymodest means. I have only one house and commitments, and when a person has adefamation writ served on him he thinks carefully about these things. I could have said,"I'm all right Jack - you take the money off the ABC", but I was not prepared to do that.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Are you now implying that Charles MacKinnon somehow contrived foryou to help him rort the ABC?
Mr THOMAS: What I am saying is -
Mr C.J. Barnett: You should be careful about what you are saying.
Mr THOMAS: Is the Minister threatening me?
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am advising you to be very careful.
Dr Gallop: Why?
Mr C.J. Barnett: Because I do not want to see the member make a silly mistake.
Mr THOMAS: I thank the Minister for his concern.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You have one house - I have two half houses. You are probably better
off than I am.
Mr THOMAS: The proposition was put to my lawyers that if I apologised in a certainway they would back off.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is not uncommon in defamation matters.
Mr THOMAS: It is very common. At the same time they would use my apology to goafter the ABC. That is what my lawyer told me.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You were not there.
Mr THOMAS: No I was not. The meeting was between MacKinnon's lawyers and mylawyer. That is the sort of proposition one must think about. It is a very serioussituation. In the first place we have somebody seeking to inhibit me in discharging myduties as a member of Parliament from raising matters and concerns as I see them.
Members opposite might not agree with the proposition I put about these things having togo to tender. A number of these things do go to tender, but assuming one did not it isreasonable for me to come to this place with a case to argue. Having put my case, anancillary activity, after making my speech, is to go to a journalist and elaborate on mycase in an interview. It is reasonable for that to occur and for the media to report on thematters raised in the speech. I can only conclude that what we have before us is anattempt to intimidate me for raising matters in the Parliament and, as an ancillaryactivity, talking to the media about it. In addition, it inhibits the media, which has thecapacity to make these things effective. If I make a speech and it is not reported in themedia only the very limited audience who read Hansard will be aware of what I said.My speech would have very little effect. It is the capacity of the media to take up theissues raised in members' speeches which make them effective. An important part of thepolitical system is that the media must be free to publish the substance of members'speeches without being subjected to legal action. In recent times there have been courtcases about what can be said about public figures. I hope we do not reach the stagewhere cases of what can be said by public figures are taken to the High Court. It is mostimportant that we have the ability to have fire debate on these issues. This is nothing butan attempt to use the laws of defamation not to right a wrong, because a wrong has notbeen committed on the most ordinary construction of the words used by me in this House

and to the ABC -
Mr C.J. Barnett: Who are you accusing for trying to stifle debate or your right to speak
on these issues?
Mr THOMAS: Charles MacKinnon.
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Mr C.J. Barnett: If he feels defamed surely he has a right to take action. As a private
citizen you are not a shrinking violet and you are able to state your case as you are now.
Mr THOMAS: Yes, and I am capable of defending myself in court. It is a misuse of the
courts and although I cannot read people's minds it certainly has the effect of inhibiting
me from discharging my duties as a member of Parliament and telling the situation as I
see it. It also inhibits the free Press reporting activities which are undertaken by
members of Parliament in discharging their duties. I hope that the Leader of the House,
as a public figure, is concerned that prominent members of his party are seeking to stifle
political debate. It is wrong and I would certainly be concerned if a member of the Labor
Party were doing that.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Charles MacKinnon, whether rightly or wrongly, believed he was
defamed by you. He, without any reference to me or, to my knowledge, to any member
of the Government, issued a writ because he felt defamed.
Mr THOMAS: The Ud&der of the House will be aware that many people in the
community are prepared to use defamation laws to silence people.
Mr C.J. Barnett: He did it because he felt defamed.
Mr THOMAS: It was not done to recover damages, but to silence people. People are
inhibited when they are faced with a possibility of a substantial quantum in a damages
case. We had the case of the Attorney General suing the Leader of the Opposition. It is a
serious matter and has the potential to misuse common law.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [ 11.59 am]: I draw
members' attention to the crisis prevailing in the Western Australian health system. I
will refer to the legislative program announced by the Governor in the Legislative
Council last week in which he mentioned only two health initiatives: First, the long
awaited reform of this State's mental health legislation which was promised by the
Minister for Health early last year, but was not delivered throughout the course of that
year and, second, the promise of new legislation applying to infectious diseases. No
detail has yet been provided of that Bill. It is most interesting to reflect on what the
Governor's speech did not mention. It did not mention that priority would be given to
the Health Services (Conciliation and Review) Bill, first introduced to this Parliament in
1992 in the last year of the Labor Government. Due to a range of circumstances it did
not pass through the Parliament in that year. Since the change of government a redraft of
the Bill has been sent to interested groups. There is a good deal of concern among health
consumers, be they in the health consumers council and organisations that represent
consumers or individual consumers, that they do not have access in Western Australia to
an independent and structured health conciliation and review process that allows for
conciliation as well as investigation of health complaints. Western Australia, Tasmania
and South Australia are the only States in Australia without legislative procedures for
dealing with health complaints. In Tasmania the Ombudsman deals with many of those
complaints. This is a serious problem in our health system. The range of registration
boards which currently exist, the most important of which is the Medical Registration
Board, and all other boards which deal with the health professions, and the Health
Department, which is responsible for the public health system, are not well geared for
dealing with the range and type of health complaints that arise. It is time this
Government gave priority to the legislation. I was most disappointed that it was not
mentioned in the Governor's speech.
Referring generally to the health system, I now provide a context to the debate on health
in Western Australia. A very interesting study was published by the Australian Institute
of Health and Welfare earlier this year. That study showed that in the early part of the
1990s Western Australia led the way in health outcomes. I quote from an article in The
West Australian of 13 January 1995 under the heading '"WA tops health studies" -

West Australians are above average health in almost every study conducted by the
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare.

The study pointed to the persistence of some very important inequalities in health
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outcomes, particularly important to Aboriginal Western Australians, low income earning
Western Australians and Western Australians with a non-English speaking background -inequalities that must be addressed. However, Western Australia led the way in general
health outcomes when this Government came to power in 1993. Three reasons weregiven for that by Dr Bruce Armstrong when talking about the report from the Australian
Institute of Health and Welfare. The first is the influx of fit and keen get-up-and-go
migrants. The second is the strong push to improve public health which began in 1911when the State's Health Act was drawn up. The third was the golden age of health
promotion programs from 1983 to 1993. Part of the reason was the strong emphasis onhealth promotion and public health throughout this State's history and, most importantly,
throughout the era of the Labor Governments in Western Australia in the 1980s. Western
Australia led the way in health administration in 1993, and the Opposition will closelymonitor those figures throughout the course of this Government to see whether thatrecordi is maintained. The current situation indicates that the record will be lost because
some of the key influences on health outcomes are being systematically destroyed by thisGovernment. I go so far as to say that the only factor holding together the health systemin Western Australia is the goodwill of the staff in the system. That goodwill is wearing
very thin, particularly in the most important part of the health system - the nurses. Some
of my colleagues will talk about that issue later today.
Mr Tubby: Don't forget about our excellent new Minister.
Dr GALLOP: I will come to the Minister in due course. As a result of a combination oftwo factors, we face a crisis in health. The first is an extraordinarily badly managedrestructuring of health administration over the past two years. It has been anunbelievable exercise in bad management. The second is the stresses and strains causedby budget cutbacks, particularly in the hospital sector. The strains are showing in thecurrent health system. The irony of all this is that the major reshuffle that occurredearlier this year, with Minister Foss shifting from Health to Environment and Water andthe former Minister for Services, the member for Riverton, taking over the Healthportfolio, is that Minister Foss was not shifted from Health because of the complete crisissurrounding him; he was shifted because of the Government's view that he was notdriving privatisation and contracting out vigorously enough. In the next two years thisprocess will be speeded up and intensified. 'That will happen through the directministerial involvement of the new Minister. I advise the new Minister of a veryimportant fact about his responsibility. He must administer his portfolio within the ruleof law which is outlined in the Public Sector Management Act and the Hospitals Act. Sofar he has paid too little attention to the provisions in that legislation. Those provisions
must be followed to the letter. Both Acts have been ignored. As we follow those issues,
this Minister will be left like a shag on a rock.
I turn to the five major areas in which we face a crisis in health in Western Australia:
Mental health, hospitals, industrial relations, health restructuring, and privatisation and
contracting out I comment first on the crisis in our mental health system. I begin mydiscussion of that system by telling the Parliament about a telephone call I received in my
electorate office the day before yesterday from a constituent whose son has severe mental
illness. Her son was roaming the streets of Perth the night before last, and could not get abed anywhere in Perth. His mother was most concerned that his form of mental
derangement would lead to his becoming involved in the legal system, because the wayin which he was expressing himself could indicate to someone who did not know him
that he was about to break the law. This person was most concerned that her son might
be inappropriately taken away and put into confinement in the police cells of this State,
rather than be given the care and treatment he needed in a mental hospital. Why was
that? It happened because no suitable beds were available for that person two nights ago.
Fortunately, we were able to enlist the aid of community clinics and mental health nurses
to speak to him and put him in his setting at home with his mother. Temporarily the
problem was solved, but it is only temporary. His mother is particularly concerned about
what will happen to her son. There have been problems in mental health in Western
Australia for many years, but that is different from the crisis currently experienced in
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mnental health. That crisis was predicted. It was obvious to anyone who had taken an
interest in the issue over the past 12 months. I refer members to a document I have had
published today entitled "Buck passing and accountability - the mental health services
crisis in Western Australia". I have detailed in this document every major reference to
mental health in the media and the Parliament in the past 12 months. I have documented
how the then Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss, ignored all the warning signs. He
could have taken steps when Simon Byrne resigned from Heathcote warning that
insufficient resources were committed to Bentley and Fremantle when they replaced
Heathcote. He could have taken steps when a psychiatrist was not available at Armadale-
Kelmscott and no new patients were referred to that region. He could have taken steps
when psychiatrists were telling him of an impending crisis in our system in Graylands.
What did that Minister do? He abused the Opposition and people such as Brian Burdekin
and did nothing about the issue. The shortage of psychiatrists was first raised by me way
back in May, but it was not until August that he set up a steering committee to direct a
consultancy to examine the question.
The crisis in mental health services in Western Australia now is the responsibility of the
coalition Government. It is not the "responsibility" of bureaucrats or the "responsibility"
of some generalised problem. It is this coalition Government which has closed eight
beds in Fremantle and 20 beds in Bentley in the past few months because the
management do not have the resources to operate those new institutions. This
Government is responsible for the fact that Bentley and other clinics in the south
metropolitan area are not taking new referrals. It is responsible for the fact that
Graylands was at saturation point only a few weeks ago. It is the responsibility of this
Government because it was warned consistently throughout 1994 that this problem was
imminent. The then Minister sat back, watched the decay and abused the Opposition and
people such as Brian Burdekin, and inevitably a crisis emerged. That crisis is having a
traumatic impact on the families of people with mental illness and on the individuals
themselves.
I turn now to another important area in health facing Western Australians who are
waiting for elective surgery. While the Government has been focusing on restructuring
the health system, on administrative change and on spending millions of dollars on
consultancies, what is the brute reality of the Western Australian health system in 1995?
A study was put out by the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare in February this
year entitled the "National Report on Elective Surgery Waiting Lists for Public Hospitals
1994". Among all the States, other than Queensland because its figures are not in the
report, who comes last on every measure of waiting times for elective surgery? Western
Australia comes last.
The clearance times for all patients are based on the time it would take to clear all the
patients waiting for elective surgery if no new patients came onto the list. It is a very
good measure of the success or otherwise of a health service in dealing with people who
want elective surgery. The study found the following: Firstly, Western Australia, 3.3
months; the Australian average, 2.3 months. Secondly, the proportion of patients who
must wait more than 12 months for elective surgery shows Western Australia, 21 per cent
of people; Australia, 9 per cent. Thirdly, the proportion of patients who have waited for
more than 12 months when they were admitted shows Western Australia, 5 per cent;
Australia, 2 per cent. Fourthly, the proportion of category 1 patients - that is, patients
who need surgery as a matter of urgency within 30 days - shows Western Australia, 67
per cent; Australia, 40 per cent. Finally, the proportion of category 1 patients admitted
who have been waiting more than 30 days shows Western Australia, 17 per cent;
Australia, 13 per cent. The categories provided in that Australian Institute of Health and
Welfare report indicate the number of Western Australian citizens who have been waiting
more than 12 months for surgery is 21 per cent. This is an unacceptable result of inaction
by this Government over the two years since it came to power.
Every measure provided by the Australian Institute shows that Western Australia is
lagging behind the national average. The first thing the Government should do is
implement the recommendations of the Auditor General's report on. waiting list
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information. That information should be available to general practitioners and otherswho are dealing with patients on a day-to-day basis to enable their patients to get into the
system so they can have their operation sooner rather than later. It is regrettable that theGovernment stopped publication of the "Elective Surgery Bulletin" in December 1993;that provided important information for general practitioners. That is the reality of thehealth system in Western Australia today. I could illustrate that reality with the figures,but I will illustrate it with a letter sent to me as the shadow Minister for Health from anelderly person waiting for a hip replacement. She has been told she will have to wait two
years for her operation. The letter reads -

The pain is unbearable much of the time and I find it difficult to understand why I
anm forced to endure such pain because I am a pensioner and can't afford privatetreatment. I have always believed Medicare would provide cover if it required
major treatment

If that person were in another State of Australia, she would get treatment sooner than inWestern Australia. That is the reality of the health system in WA.
Mr Bradshaw interjected.
Dr GALLOP: I have gone through the figures. As sure as night follows day, she will bewaiting longer than she would be in the other States.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Inteijections- can be accepted if they are raised withthe speaker on his feet, but it is totally inappropriate and unacceptable to haveinterjections flying across the Chamber preventing the member from being properly
heard.
Dr GALLOP: I turn to the threat of industrial disputation in the hospitals. When thenurses approached the Government in 1994 for a wage increase they were given therunaround by the Health Department for six months. They were told to go to the districtmanagers. When they went to them they were told to go back to the Health Department.What is the situation in the other States? Queensland public sector nurses havenegotiated a 9 per cent pay rise; New South Wales public sector nurses have negotiated a.7 per cent pay rise; Northern Territory public sector nurses have already received 4 percent and are currently negotiating for a further 11 per cent; and negotiations continue inTasmania, but the nurses have been offered 6.4 per cent. Nurses have been offered $35 aweek over two years by the. South Australian Government and they are still negotiating.In the Australian Capital Territory they have been offered 4.9 per cent. The mostimportant people in the health system of Western Australia are the nurses. They are the
last people that this Government has been considering in the past two years of its healthrestructuring. They have been treated like mud. There has been no effort to incorporate'them' in the decision making processes and now we face the threat of industrial
disputation.
We must now consider the possibility that there will be more restructuring of the health
system. The Minister for Health indicated in this Parliament last week that he willseparate the mental health system;. Rumours are .flowing throughout the health system
that the purchaser-provider system will be changed. In 1992 a new system of health wasintroduced to this State based on a regional model; it was working very well. It is similar
to the model in New South Wales, which many people regard as the best system of healthadministration in Australia. However, the coalition Government tore up the systemwhich was introduced in 1992 and introduced its purchaser-provider system with nine
purchasing authorities and 40 provider units throughout the State. That was majorreorganisation in which many people had their lives disrupted. After two years of
disruption, it will all happen again because the Minister has made it clear that he will
restructure that system, using his mates in the Liberal Party. That is a constant theme ofthis Government. Peter Jones and Roger Hussey will bring about administrative change
of the health department.
Mr Taylor. The Minister says he does not have time to do it now.
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Dr GALLOP: It is no wonder. The disruption which this continual administrative
change is creating in the health system cannot be underestimated in any account of the
delivery of health care throughout Western Australia, and we will see more disruption.
The coalition Government has had two years and $lb additional revenue in its Budget,
yet it has totally mucked up the health system of this State and is planning to change it
yet again. That is an indictment of not just the former Minister for Health, but also the
Government. The former Minister for Health made such a mess of Health that he has
been promoted to two key portfolios in the Western Australian system of government -
Water Resources and the Environment.
An article in The West Ausstralian of 28 February, headed "State's health service for
sale", outlines the scenario faced by health consumers and health system workers in
Western Australia.
Mr Kierath: Where does the article say that?
Dr GALLOP: It states -

Health Commissioner Peter Brennan said yesterday that nothing was exempt -
including management, nursing services and maintenance.

Mr Kierath: He did not say the system was up for sale. The headline writer said that.
Dr GALLOP: I have kept in close contact with my colleagues in New South Wales
during the election this year and it is interesting that the privatisation of health was right
off the agenda in that election. The Liberal Health Minister, Ron Phillips, said there
would be no more privatisation. The Labor Party made a commitment that there would
be no privatisation if it won Government. I send a warning, particularly to back bench
members of the Government, that that is what the public thinks about the strategy of
privatisation. In Western Australia we have seen a range of services privatised over the
two years of this Government: Radiology at Bentley; general medical services in some
of the remote areas transferred to the Aboriginal Medical Service; nursing home beds at
Mt Henry and Sunset Hospitals; gardening services in Armadale-Kelmnscott,
Rockinghamn-Kwinana, Kalgoorlie, Peel and the Murchison; King Edward Memorial
Hospital's information systems; and window cleaning, printing and steam supply at
Royal Perth Hospital. More pivatisation is on the way. We know that the Government
is considering privatising the visiting nurses' service at Princess Margaret Hospital and
that the Minister will announce in the next few weeks that building services at Geraldton,
Osborne Park and Fremantle will be privatised. We know that Royal Perth Hospital has
40 of its departments on a hit list.
What is the rationale for this privatisation? Western Australian health outcomes in 1993
were the best in Australia. A national study by KPMG Peat Marwick Management
Consultants into the efficiency of the health care system indicates that the average cost of
treating a patient in public teaching hospitals in Western Australia is $2 333 and the
national average is $2 404. We are better than the national average. A document
produced by Royal Perth Hospital in December 1994, entitled "Inpatient Bed Day Cost
Compared to Private Hospital Charges", had as its aim to compare the daily average bed
day cost for inpatient services at Royal Perth Hospital with the daily accommodation rate
charged by private hospitals.
It is obviously difficult to compare the private system with the public system because the
public system does many things which the private system cannot and will not do, but this
document concludes that after discounting for all of those factors, the average cost per
patient day at Royal Perth is extremely favourable when compared with the daily
accommodation rate charged by private hospitals. The Royal Perth Hospital cost per bed
day, discounted for comparative purposes, is $321.65. In the private system, the fee is
$505 for single room accommodation and $460 for shared accommodation. The system
which members opposite want to destroy is currently more efficient than the private
system. The most recent study of private and public hospitals indicates that Port
Macquarie Hospital was 30 per cent more expensive to run when it was privatised than it
would have been had it been a public hospital. These figures were revealed by
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independent health consultants during the New South Wales election campaign. This
Government is driven by ideology and support for its private sector mates.
Mr Kierath: Ask the people at Port Macquarie what they think!
Dr GALLOP: I have asked them and they are only too happy to tell me. If it is such a
success, why did Ron Phillips say that privatisation is off the agenda?
Wvf KIERATH: Because the hospital is built up and running and providing services to the

public.
Dr GALLOP: The New South Wales Liberal Government said towards the end of last
year that there would be no mome privatisation of health; it had done enough of it and it
would not do it again. That is the reality, yet this Minister will move -
Mr Kierath: You said they had the best system in the country.
Dr GALLOP: I was referring to the system of administration. It is about time this
Government was held to account for the total disaster that we see in the health system.
The Government has had two years and $lb of extra revenue to keep our health system
the best in Australia, yet it has disrupted it and we are about to see more change.

Amnendment to Motion
Dr GALLO P: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we regret to inform Your Excellency that the State's health system is
in serious crisis in that -

(1) Mental health services are experiencing a crisis, the extent and
depth of which is unparalleled in our history.

Mr Lewis interjected.
Dr GALLOP: Does not the Minister believe that? I put on record that the Mnister for
Planning does not believe the crisis in mental health services is unparalleled. I continue -

(2) Western Australia has the poorest clearance times for elective
surgery among all the States.

(3) Industrial disruption threatens our hospitals as nurses campaign for
a wage increase after a year of runaround by the Government.

(4) Health service staff face yet another round of restructuring just
months after the new puivhaser-provider model was introduced.

(5) Our hospital system is threatened by inappropriate privatisation
and contracting out.

MS WARNOCK (Perth) [12.29 pm]: My colleague the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has vividly outlined the crisis in the general health system. I will concentrate
on the first part of his amendment to the motion on the Address-in-Reply. The public
face of mental health in this State has been extraordinary lately,. echoing the messages
that 1, and I am sure plenty of others, have been hearing. The West Australian newspaper
ran a series of stories on the mental health crisis in the State. Members should make no
mistake about it, a crisis it is. We will continue to give evidence of exactly that.
My electorate office is in the centre of the city, in William Street, Northbridge. Because
of that it has a fairly heavy traffic flow most days of the week. Last week a man came
into my electorate office, obviously affected by drugs or suffering from some form of
mental illness. My electorate officer, not unnaturally, was a little nervous about our very
troubled constituent and she wisely rang the excellent, but grossly overstretched,
psychiatric emergency team in North Perth.
Fortunately the service was familiar with our visitor and was able to help him within a
very short time. He was very lucky because the psychiatric emergency service, like
every other mental health service in the State, is grossly stretched. That is not an

248



[Wednesday, 29 March 1995]24

exaggeration. Quite simply, too many demands are being made on the service and too
few personnel are available to meet those demands. Make no mistake, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I support the policy of deinstitutionalisation, or alternative community care, by
comparison with the old system of having only mental hospitals for the mentally ill, but
only - this is extremely important - if proper funding and resources are provided for this
community service. Although releasing people from institutions and placing them back
in their own community is a very good idea, it will work only if there are proper
resources and a proper safety net. The Opposition contends today that that safety net is
tattered, to say the least. We simply cannot have people wandering around the streets in
a totally confused state because they have not taken their proper medication, if that is
what they need. It is very frightening for them.
I have a close friend who is mentally ill and, from having had to take care of that person
from time to time, I know it is an extremely frightening situation for those people and
generally they end up being taken away by the police. It is frightening for those who
might happen upon them and might not understand what is wrong with them. Mental
illness can be confusing for not only those who suffer it but also those who observe them
and those who take care of them, their families.
I am not criticising those people who work in these community services. Although they
are under pressure at the moment, they are doing their best to take care of people who are
suffering from depression, manic depression, schizophrenia or dementia. Their caseloads
are too heavy. I have spoken to a number of people over the past few days about just
how bad the situation is and I have been informed by various community mental health
services that the caseloads here are twice that which would be considered the average in
the Eastern States. There are not enough beds for the acutely mentally ill who need to go
to hospital and there are not enough psychiatrists in the public health system when the
patients get there. Beds cannot be provided in a hospital if there are not enough
psychiatrists to take care of the patients when they arrive. This is a disgrace in a
relatively wealthy western democracy.
Last week, to find out the latest information about the situation, knowing that we would
be discussing the matter here today, I rang the people to whom I have spoken on a
number of occasions before about the mental health situation in Perth at the moment,
those who are afflicted by mental illness, the families of these people and those who
work in the area. Right from the horse's mouth, if you like, the picture they painted was
as we saw in The West Australian newspaper in that recent series of very disturbing
articles.
My friend told me that families of schizophrenia sufferers simply cannot cope any more.
Schizophrenia is an extraordinarily difficult illness to deal with, agonising for the person
who has it and equally as agonising for the families of the people who deal with it.
Because of the shortage of mental health beds in the State, people cannot go into
hospitals and these carers are at the end of their tether. Waiting lists within the public
sector are two months to see a psychiatrist and four months to see a psychotherapist,
which is not a great deal of help when people are suffering acutely from mental illness.
Commonwealth funds are available but the state Health Department has not been getting
the right applications in on time so that it has lost the opportunity to keep community
rehabilitation facilities open. The result is that community psychiatric nurses have
patient loads which, as I said earlier, are about twice the average in the Eastern States.
The size of Eastern States caseloads varies between 30 and 40; 30 is regarded as
reasonable and 40 as pretty heavy. If these figures are true, they are grotesque, not
helpful for the people trying to care for the mentally ill because of the pressure being
placed on them in looking after their clients, and appalling for those who are needing
help.
We are being told that it will be extremely difficult to find extra funds for mental health
in the forthcoming Budget. Rumours are circulating in the health community - I have
spoken to several people within the past 24 to 48 hours about this - that funds set aside
for psychiatric purposes have been diverted into general health purposes. Experienced
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staff are fleeing Western Australia. They are going interstate or overseas to avoid the
stresses of a grossly pressured Western Australian system - and who can blame them?
All of the psychiatric beds in Fremantle, Bentley and Graylands are full all of the time.
That was the subject of the article in The West Australian newspaper. People are
sleeping on the floors of the wards on some occasions rather than their being allowed to
wander around the streets, troubled in the way that these people can be. Many are being
shifted out of secure wards long before they are medically ready.
The psychiatric emergency team which I mentioned earlier is a splendid and very
necessary service for the metropolitan area. It is a mobile team which goes to emergency
situations very discreetly. If we were to model an ideal mental health service on this
organfisation, we would be heading in the right direction. It comprises an excellent group
of people, albeit terribly overstressed. It provides the kinds of things that a modern
mental health service demands. [ have been told unofficially that this service which is in
my area, so I am relatively familiar with it, is under constant threat of being disbanded
because of the lack of funding. This is a disgrace. This is the best kind of service for an
inner city area and it covers an enormous part of metropolitan Perth. Heathcote hospital
has been closed and there is little suggestion of further resources being provided. It is not
necessarily a bad idea to close a mental health hospital. The old style of mental hospitals,
which mercifully we do not have any more, certainly deserved to be closed. However, if
one of the facilities were closed without providing an equivalent service in the
community we would be in difficulty. Since the closure of Heathcote Hospital the
situation has become much worse for mental health patients and their relatives.
Part of the process of changing from a totally hospital based mental health system to a
substantially community based system calls for reliance on community mental health
nurses; that is, teams like the psychiatric emergency teams. These teams are composed
of community psychiatric nurses and sometimes social workers with psychiatrists on call
if needed. This is an effective system and it is used extensively in Europe. If well
resourced and funded, and run by sympathetic people. it is the best system available.
However, to my alarm I hear from community psychiatric nurses that this Government -
and this applies particularly to the previous Health Minister - seems to have the view that
less rather than more funding should be provided to community health nurses. The
number of senior nurses in the community teams has been reduced, while the
responsibilities have increased. The case loads for workers in the health service have
grown dramatically. Whereas the average case load in the Eastern States is around 30 to
40 - the estimates vary - here it can be'up to 55, which is no good when trying to manage
a service, keep the carers healthy, and produce a better state of health for the patients.
The clients are very troubled indeed. They are not suffering from a mild form of
depression; they have an acute mental illness and sometimes require care in an
emergency situation.
This is a bandaid emergency service, not an ideal service that people in the field would
like to provide. They would like to be able to talk to people as well as to administer the
necessary drugs. They would like to feel that they are rehabilitating people rather than
covering up the situation until the next crisis. This is not happening. It is a bandaid
service, as everyone in the field will admit.
It is obvious from what I have discovered, and from what the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said, and as others will say, that the Government has a responsibility to the
community to provide proper resources for the most vulnerable sections of the
community. We are talkting about people who are unable to look after themselves when
they are ill. They are vulnerable. They deserve our support, and a reasonable safety net
which should be provided by taxpayers' money. More funding must be provided to
employ more carers for the many people who are mentally ill in this State. It is a moral
responsibility on any Government, and this Government simply cannot shirk its
responsibility. If it does, my advice to anyone that I care about would be, "For God's
sake, don't get sick in Western Australia."
NM TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [ 12.44 pm]: I take the opportunity during this Address-in-
Reply debate to take up the plight of nurses in Western Australia. I have here a case
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care in Western Australia. Nurses axe taking courses in the Wangi language, special
accident and emergency courses, courses in IV insertion and in advanced cardiac life
support. All of this is aimed at improving their ability to do the job. There has been a
significant increase in technology affecting nursing in the children's wards. Nurses are
expected to understand and master the use of a far greater range of equipment than was
the case a couple of years ago. For example, they must master equipment such as
nasogastric feed pumps, and head box oxygen for babies with respiratory problems.
These patients need a lot more nursing time than other patients. Higher dependency
patients require a greater input from nurses in relation to community health services.
Nurses are dealing with sicker children than in years gone by. The children's ward is
required to offer respite facilities for children with special needs. Nurses are required to
undertake clerical duties, which was not a requirement previously. The ward clerk is
employed for four hours a day and nurses are picking up these non-nursing duties. The
number of cleaning staff has been reduced under this Government, and nurses are
undertaking duties such as emptying linen bins in the children's ward.
The maternity ward at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital is renowned for its expertise and
quality of service. Between 1991 and 1994 admissions inicreased by 33 per cent. Over
that period antenatal admissions increased by 41 per cent, and births in the maternity
ward increased by 11I per cent. Nurses have coped with those increased admissions with
the same number of nursing staff they had in 1991. Added to that is the additional
responsibility for advanced technology such as the use of electronic foetal heart
monitoring, and the extra nursing responsibilities in the maternity ward now that
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital has a resident obstetrician/gynaecologist. More
complicated births are being dealt with in the hospital, so many more patients than was
the case previously are treated in Kalgoorlie instead of being referred to King Edward
Memorial Hospital for Women.
The activities of nurses in B ward, the medical ward of Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital,
have increased since 199 1. Their role has been increased in areas such as the basic
interpretation of EC~s, involvement in the performance of male bladder catheterisation,
electronic monitoring of the delivery of intravenous fluids, and monitoring patient
controlled analgesia including the use of a syringe driver pump. Nurses must have a far
greater role in wound management and the cost effectiveness of all types of available
wound dressings. Nurses are required to play a greater role in the treatment of mental
health problems with an increased number of those patients being introduced into the
ward, yet the staff have no formal psychiatric nursing education. Nurses are required to
play a greater role in infection control and have a knowledge of procedures of notifiable
diseases. Nurses are required to advise on incontinence aids and devices and have a
knowledge of the financial assistance available to patients, particularly Veteran Affairs
patients. As I said, nurses now have a role in wound management and this is generally
slotte d into the nurses' duties, but often that management is undertaken on an unpaid
basis. Between 1991 and 1994 admissions to B ward increased by 10 per cent. The
average number of admissions per month increased by 17 per cent from 79 to 92. The
staff are regularly required to work overtime and double shifts. They sometimes work 18
hours straight due to a .lack of senior staff. Added to that, because of the expanded role
of Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital, problems experienced by patients who go into that ward
are greater than was the case in the 1980s or the early 1990s. Despite the fact that nurses
are working double shifts and dealing with far more difficult patients in a medical sense,
nurses must still undertake courses in diabetes education and a range of new
technologies.
The number of cases in the operating theatre at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital between
1991 and 1994 increased by 9 per cent. Members might say that that is not a huge
increas, but the significant point is that Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital now has a far
greater range of specialists undertaking more complicated surgery, and those nurses are
required to cope no matter what. More dental cases are being performed at Kalgoorlie.
There has been a major increase in the number of gynaecological patients treated at the
hospital since 1994.
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Dr Gallop: Kalgoorlie is a leader in maternity services because of the nurses.
Mr TAYLOR: A UK midwife gave evidence to our select committee this morning. She
talked about that issue and gave great credit to those midwives.
The application of technology to surgery at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital including the
introduction of a laparoscope for general surgery has meant that a whole range of medical
or surgical procedures are being undertaken. That requires the nurses to understand the
technology in order to work alongside the specialists and others who are delivering this
sort of surgery to patients at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital.
In 1994 full day lists for cataract extraction and interocular lens implantation was
introduced into Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital by visiting opthalmologists. This also
involves new procedures, new equipment and new supplies and techniques. Over that
period there has been a significant increase in the nature of the surgery that has been
undertaken at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital. The same number of nurses are involved,
but they have been given no credit for these sorts of changes and are being told to put
their case to the Government. I am putting their case today.
The restorative care unit at KRH has had a significant increase in the number of patients
admitted to that unit. Over the nine month period from January to September 1994,
compared with the same period in 1991 there was a 166 per cent increase in the number
of admissions. As one would imagine the extra work generated for the work of the
nurses involved is enormnous. On top of that huge increase nurses on that ward have been
picking up non-nursing duties. The RCU has no ward clerk and as cleaning staff
numbers have been reduced nurses are undertaking non-nursing cleaning roles such as
emptying bins. Nurses are expected to be involved in committees associated with the
RCU, but they are given no monetary credit for that sort of work.
Not only did the number of admissions to the special care unit at Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital between 1989 and 1994 increase by 22 per cent, but also the problems
associated with these patients increased. In 1989 patients rarely received a glycerin
trinitrate infusion to treat chest pain of a cardiac origin; that is now commonplace. Drugs
and invasive monitoring of patients is far more commonplace than in years gone by.
Over this period staff levels have remained the same and so have the wages those nurses
have received.
Admissions to the surgical ward, D ward, increased by 20 per cent between 1990 and
1994. A comparison of the months of January 1990 and January 1995 indicate that total
admissions increased by 55 per cent; a comparison of February 1990 and February 1995
indicates a 36 per cent increase in admissions to D ward, although nursing staff levels
have remained approximately the same since 1990. Add to that rapid technology
advances which require nurses to update their knowledge of machines such as a
continuous passive movement machine, IVAC procedures, venopuncture techniques and
laparoscopic surgery. Those procedures have had a major impact on nurses' worload,
and they are being utilised far more than was the case in past years. In 1990 far fewer
surgical procedures were undertaken at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital. In 1990 there was
one orthopaedic surgeon and two general surgeons, one of whom left in March 1990,
while in 1995 there is one orthopaedic surgeon, three general surgeons and one
obstetrician/gynaecological surgeon. Those surgeons all have an impact on the demands
on those nurses and on the services provided. Nurses in all those wards are working
double and extra shifts. They go without meal breaks because of the demands that are
placed upon them and their dedication to providing that service.

Sitting stsspended from 1.00 to 2 .00 pm
[Questions without notice taken.]

Mr TAYLOR: In discussing the application for a wage increase for nurses at the
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital and other nurses in the goldfields, I again stress how the
nurses have demonstrated that the additional responsibilities which have been imposed
on them over the past two or three years more than justify the wage increase that they are
requesting of this Government.
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I conclude my remarks on an issue raised during question time. I am pleased the
Minister for Health is still in the Chamber. The issue of the transfer from the Health
Department of Mr Paul Solomon and Dr Jan White is one that the Minister has not
answered. He did not make it clear to this House during question time today his
involvement in the transfer of these people. He did not take interjections, or answer the
question but he talked and talked in the hope that the issue might go away. It will not go
away. I have with me a minute from the Premier to the Minister about Mr Paul Solomon
which states -

I understand that you are seeking to transfer Mr Paul Solomon ...

The minute does not say "the Minister's department" or "the chief executive officer"; it
says "~you"' - the Minister. Did the Minister, or did he not, during these discussions raise
with the CEO his desire to have Mr Solomon and Dr White moved out of the Health
Department?
Mr Kierath: I raised all sorts of issues, some about restructuring of the senior level and
all sorts of other things.
Mr TAYLOR: That does not answer the question. It needs a simple yes or no.
Mr Kierath: We have had discussions with a number of people. If the member thinks I
am going to sit here and squirm, he has another thing coming.
Mr TAYLOR: When the chief executive officer, Dr Brennan, met with the directors of
the Health Department to tell them what was going on and why Mr Solomon and Dr
White were being moved on, he made it quite clear that it was the wish of the Minister.
It was not coming from Dr Brennan; it was not his idea; it was coming from the Minister.
If that is not a contradiction to the Public Sector Management Act, for the second time
today, I will go he for chasey. Unless Dr Brennan was not telling the truth to his
directors - he had no reason not to tell the truth - not only did the Minister have his finger
in this pie but also he was up to his shoulder in 'it. He was directly involved in the matter
and, contrary to the Public Sector Management Act, he was involved in getting two
senior officers within his department not just transferred out but gotten rid off. This is
typical of this Minister's style, whether as the new Minister for Health or as the Minister
for Labour Relations in relation to State Print. He has no care of and no consideration for
those people. The Minister has no right to impose his wishes in that way upon ordinary
public servants.
[The mcmiber's time expired.]
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) 12.40 pm]: I will refer to two very important issues:
First, the ongoing privatisation occurring in the Health Department; and, secondly, the
mammoth amount of change that has occurred. I want to make use of a little tome called
"Financial Snippets", a newsletter of the financial section of the Health Department of
Western Australia. I will comment on what it thinks about the Gates invoice monitoring
system, which system makes some alarming statements. It says that four health services
have effectively exhausted their capacity to meet creditor payments. This newsletter
came out in March. It says that two more, a total of six hospital services, will be in that
position by the end of March. Nine more will go down the tube by the end of April and
eight more in May. By the end of May, according to this invoice monitoring system, 23
hospital services will be over their budget. It makes a somewhat reassuring comment
that 20 hospital services appear to have sufficient capacity to support expenditure through
to June.
This is just one public manifestation of what is going on in the Health Department. This
is not a leaked document, not something that is hidden. It is a newsletter from the
financial and assets branch of the Health Department of WA. It is telling people who
work there - presumably it is an in-house publication but it is available publicly - about
these systems and what will happen. It spells out what Gates is meant to do and
obviously it is not doing any of those things. It is meant to safeguard entitlements. It is
meant to ensure that these moneys are not being poached, and to assure the public and the
people who use those health services that sufficient funds are available to meet what
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needs to be paid under contract at 30 June and to cover the expenses that will have beenincurred by 30 June. There are some very serious questions that I hope the Minister will
answer.
What exactly is being referred to in this newsletter? Which hospitals are affected? Doesit mean that people are not being paid? Does it mean that small business people are
having to wait before being paid by sections of the Health Department? Are chequesbeing held back? Why do we have this chaos? What is happening to make the sectionsnot come in on their budgets? I predict that an answer will be given that there is aproblem with the Gates system. I am sure that the system will be criticised, rather thanthe big picture things for which the Minister is striving. One of those criticisms may wellbe that with any financial system like this, the situation is assessed monthly and someitems are large one-off items that might upset this sort of budgeting. To be so close to 30
June, I do not think that argument carries much weight.
We must ask where the money has gone. Has the department overspent? Is it to do withdecreased revenue? Is it a combination of both? To what extent do those factorscontribute to this situation? I would be very curious to know what the Auditor Generalthinks about all of this. If the department is having so much trouble implementing yet
another new system, and we are promised more new systems down the track, how is thecurrent system being monitored? What are the outcomes? What is being measured andhow is it measured? It paints an ominous picture. Twenty-three health services will notbe able to pay their bills by the end of May. Six health services cannot pay their bills atthe moment, according to this publication. This situation should concern every member
in this place, and would concern every member of the public and would be alarming to
those people who need to use our health services.
That leads me to another article in this publication. The feature article is about finance
and assets branch management reforms. Within the first paragraph, the words "rviw
and "change" are mentioned three times. It talks about the most recent review, the
financial services section that has been split and then it makes an interesting comment -

As we produce this newsletter, significant events are occurring with the executive
management of the department with the notification that yet another review will
be made at the central office of the department. We will keep you informed of
changes as they occur.

It then lists current positions and existing telephone numbers, but warns that everything is
about to change. This section had every reason to be very nervous. As the member forKalgoorlie has just said and as the member for Victoria Park mentioned during question
time, the head of the department, one Paul Solomon, had just been unceremoniously
dumped from the Health Department and now languishes in Treasury. We have not had
answers from the Minister about what happened, what was his involvement, who initiated
this and what the outcome will be. I look forward to having that clarified. Some
interesting things might come out of the clarification.
Other proposals that are alarming people and will ultimately be bad for our constituents
and the State include changes which will affect Princess Margaret Hospital for Children.
It has been stated that in the near future the patient car parks of Princess MargaretHospital may be privatised. We all know that sick children in particular need their
parents. Princess Margaret Hospital has been a leader in encouraging parents to stay withtheir children and it provides facilities so that parents can stay with their children whenthey are sick. That is an excellent policy. If a child is hospitalised for weeks or even
months, parents cannot be with them all the time; it is just not feasible. Under thosecircumstances parking becomes very important. Usually if people have a child inhospital there will be other children at home, possibly other young children, and theparents will have a lot of to-ing and fro-ing and the whole thing will be extremely
stressful. Currently if a child has been in Princess Margaret Hospital for more than 10days, and the parents can prove they are low income earners, parking fees can be waived.If we change this in the future we will not have that waiver. A private company will not
be interested in doing that. We will have injustice to the very people who need justice
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most. The less well off are the least healthy in our society. People on low incomes and
those who have not had educational opportunities are more likely to suffer ill health.
Privatisation targets people who utilise the services of our public hospitals. It is the
lower paid workers in these institutions who themselves are more likely to suffer ill
health. It goes without saying that staff in all these institutions are extremely worried
about their futures. In some ways I must congratulate the Minister because not only the
so-called blue collar workers and the hotel type service people, but also other people -
scientists, allied health professionals and doctors - are won-ied. Traditionally
privatisation activities in the health sector have not concerned doctors because they have
particular skills which are needed. However, these days they are concerned. They look
at the example of Dr Jan White and say that if a doctor who is held in such high regard
can be forced out of the department, it can happen to other doctors. From a political
point of view that is probably a good thing. Perhaps it will mobilise doctors and make
them take a lot more interest in this area.
So that I can be quite clear that this is in no way a kiss of death, I make it clear that
Dr Jan White is not a friend of mine. I probably have not spoken to her for years.
However, throughout my career she has been a significant role model. When I was a
student she was a young doctor in the public hospital system. When I later became an
intern and a resident she was one of the very few women registrars. As my career
progressed I saw her become a specialist and then move into administration. She is one
of the most highly qualified medical women in this State. It is extremely unfortunate that
this Government has given her such a raw deal. It has opened a few eyes to exactly what
the Minister for Health and a few others are about.
This is a serious amendment to the Address-in-Reply. It concerns all people because
ultimately all of us are at risk of becoming sick or of being injured. What is happening in
our health system is dreadful for the State. It is nothing of which we can be proud, but
something of which we must roundly be ashamed.
MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Health) [2.51- pm]: This amendment falls on
its claims; in fact, most of it is factually incorrect. It is important to indicate that from
the start. I will go through it piece by piece. Part I of the amendment states that mental
health services are experiencing a crisis. I have accepted responsibility for that mental
health crisis. I have not tried to pass the buck and I have not tried to blame anybody else.
The crisis occurred in my first two weeks in this portfolio; therefore, it is not something
which can be sheeted home to me. However, the first thing I did as Minister for Health
was to acknowledge that there was a crisis. My advice from the bureaucracy was that
there was not a mental health crisis; that there was a shortage of psychiatrists, and other
than that, the system was working well.
I see the member for Maylands shaking her head. Only last week the mother of a
schizophrenic wrote to me. She said she was pleased that someone had finally decided to
do something about mental health. She said that she put great faith in my ability to do
something about it. The reply to that letter said that other than the odd shortcoming or
two, this State had the best mental health system in the country. Clearly, that is not true.
Dr Gallop: Who wrote-that letter?
Mr KIERATH: Somebody from the bureaucracy.
Dr Gallop: The Minister for Health must have set it up.
Mr KIIERATH: The letter was sent to me to sign, but I refused to do so because some of
the people involved still have not acknowledged the mental health crisis. I have accepted
full responsibility for that crisis. I have not tried to duck the issue or to blame other
people. I chaired a task force recently. Every person on the task force said that the
system was in a state of crisis. There was unanimous agreement that the crisis began in
1984 when the then Labor Government amalgamated Health into one large department.
That was the beginning of the end for the former mental health services. Even the retired
director, I think it was Mr Ellis, has said exactly that. I am not here to look for
scapegoats. I could spend the next six months looking for people to blame. I believe that
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we do have a crisis: it needs fixing, and it needs fixing now - not in six months' time. I
will not waste time looking for people to blame. All energies must go into fixing that
crisis.
Of all the political issues I have ever handled, the one I have had the most overwhelming
support for has been the mental health issue. People from all sides of the political fence
have said that they hope I can do something about it. The former Minister for Health,
Hon Keith Wilson, wanted to be a member of the task force. He does not always agree
with everything I say or do, but he said that I was one person who might be able to solve
the mental health crisis in this State. He has offered his time free of charge. So far he
has been a great contributor to that task force. I agree with the Opposition's statement in
part 1 of the amendment. I do not know of any greater crisis in mental health. However,
I know one thing: I as Minister, and this Government, will set about fixing it.
I have put myself in the hot seat. I have agreed to chair that task force so that if it does
not produce the goods, I will wear it - hook, line and sinker. There will be no buck
passing to the bureaucracy. I accept full responsibility, and if I fail to find a solution, I
will accept full responsibility for that failure. I do not look for other people to blame; I
will try to do something about it. As the Opposition says, there are not enough resources.
As a result of deliberations over the past two years the Government has increased the
allocation to mental health by 18 per cent, when every other area has either been cut or
remained static. We as the Government gave the area of mental health priority.
However, obviously that money was not spent in the right places.
As the member for Victoria Park will know, there is an acute shortage of psychiatrists in
this State. Twenty beds at Bentley Hospital could be opened if the psychiatric staff were
available. I understand that the eight beds at Fremantle Hospital will be opened. I hope
to makce a statement either tomorrow or next week to address the problems of the area of
psychiatry and make some inroads in the short term. It is not as though we can go to
another State and recruit psychiatrists: There is an acute shortage of psychiatrists around
the country. The ideologues of the Labor Party - the troglodytes - say that the
Government cannot privatise sections of the health system. I spoke to a senior
psychiatrist in New South Wales who used to work full time in the public sector. The
New South Wales Government has allowed psychiatrists in that State to convert some of
their public sector time to the private sector. This person converts half his salary. He
works 20 hours a week on a public sector salary and the other 20 hours in the private
sector, that is, two 10 hour days in the public sector and three days in the private sector.
That is a good idea to overcome the shortage of psychiatrists and the desire of
psychiatrists to practice only in the private sector.
I know that possible solutions such as that are difficult for Labor Party members because
it flies against their ideology. They cannot comprehend that people in the private sector
may have something better on offer. I have been overwhelmed by the quality and
number of people who have wanted to participate in the task force on mental health.
With that level of goodwill from all sectors in the mental health area the crisis can be
resolved. Unfortunately, opposition members are worried that we might resolve the
problem.
The second part of the Opposition's amendment is the most scandalous. It states that
Western Australia has the poorest clearance time for elective surgery among all States. I
notice that the member for Victoria Park is selective in the statistics he chooses.
Dr Gallop: No, he isn't.
Mr KIERATH: He is, absolutely. He uses old statistics from June 1994. The report to
which he referred stated that in June 67 per cent -

Dr Gallop: They were category one patients. The figure is now 51 per cent. Is that what
you were going to tell me?
Mr KIERATH: That is right.
Dr Gallop: What about the other States? They have caught up too.
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Mr KIERATH: Last year the Government allocated $35m to reduce the waiting list.
That allocation included a promise of $3.4mn from Carmen Lawrence in last year's federal
Budget to reduce the waiting list. The .member for Maylands alluded to the fact that
some people claimed they were running out of money. That is true, because the $3.4m
which Carmen promised has not arrived, and we cannot see any sign of it.
Dr Gallop intejected.
Mr KIIERATH: I am not blaming anybody; I am just pointing that out to members. The
Government paid out $35m on the strength that it would get $3.4m from the Federal
Government. However, the Federal Government has reneged: It has ripped it off this
State. I will take to Cabinet a minute to make up approximately $5m, which is $1.9m out
of other areas in the State, and the $3.4m that the Federal Government promised to pay.
They have abrogated their responsibility. However, I am prepared to say that I will not
allow the people of this State to suffer because of the incompetence of the federal Labor
Party. I said we will find that money and I have made a submission to get that money. I
have even told people that if it means we will have to take it off next year's budget, we
will do so, because at least then we will have at least 12 months to cater for it instead of
dealing with it in this way in the last three months when we have nowhere to go. The
funny thing is that the major teaching hospitals agree with me. They have told me that it
is most important to have certainty in the figures. They said that they cannot stand the
ground rules changing every time they move and they want consistency for the whole
year. All of the major teaching hospitals have told me that and I have taken that request
through. Is it not interesting that the real figures indicate that that category of patients
has reduced from 67 per cent in June 1994 to 51 per cent in December 1994?
Dr Gallop: What about the other parts?
Mr KIERATHi: The other parts fell from 17 per cent to I11 per cent. In his press release,
the member for Victoria Park said that the national average is 13 per cent. Therefore, in
that other category we have already gone 2 per cent better than the national average.
That figure tells me that our strategy worked last year. It tells me that the measures we
put in place are having a major effect on the health system. I know it is hard for
members opposite to swallow that we can do something far better than they have been
able to do. These figures provide the evidence that we are getting on top of our waiting
list problems. I agree with the member for Victoria Park that that is not good enough. In
fact, I believe we must do a lot better. I have said that we must reform the health system
by taking out the waste. I quantified those savings at $80m. Bearing in mindl how
effective $35m has been, members should be able to imagine how effective $80m could
be in reducing waiting lists. I have asked the Opposition to support a reform of our
health services. Did opposition members support us? No. They continue to defend the
system that in some cases wastes money.
The member for Maylands referred to the situation at Princess Margaret Hospital. The
Leader of the Opposition was at one time secretary of the Miscellaneous Workers Union
that is running a campaign of no reform no matter what. That union does not care that
people are queuing to have operations. It is trying to retain its entrenched empire. The
workers at that hospital told me that they know how they could do their jobs better and
more efficiently. They said that the unions have told them not to agree to any changes
and reforms and they told me how they could do it better. They approached me through
their CEO -

Dr Gallop: What is his name?
Mr KIERATH: Dr Gareth Goodier. They said that if they could come up with a better
way of doing it, would I allow it to stay in-house or, if not, would I allow them to buy the
services and contract back. That is what is happening. We are unleashing the people
power in the hospitals to come up with ideas that have not been tainted Or prevented by
the union movement.
I agree with the member for Victoria Park on waiting lists. We want to do a lot better.
However, we hoped that even the Labor Party would tell the Government that it did not
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necessarily support the private sector, but that if we were going to make savings and put
them into reducing waiting lists, it was all right with them. That has not occurred. If
members opposite had their way, we would waste valuable health dollars on
inefficiencies and at the expense of people in this State who need operations. The
member for Victoria Park referred earlier to waiting list figures for hip operations.
Currently, the waiting list is 12 months. When he was in power - I have personal
knowledge of this - my mother-in-law had to wait for two years to have a hip
replacement. The waiting list is now down to just over 12 months, which is still too long
for people to have to wait for hip operations. We are trying to get rid of those
inefficiencies and put the money saved into reducing them so that, we hope, one day,
people will not have to wait 12 months for an operation.
In the six months between 1 July and 31 December last year, admissions through the
major teaching hospitals was up 15 per cent. That has come about because of our $35m
program. That 15 per cent increase is the highest increase on record. It indicates that our
reforms to reduce waiting lists are beginning to work. However, I agree that we have
further to go. The member also referred to bureaucratic buck passing.
Dr Gallop: Absolutely.
Mr KIERATH: If the cap fits, wear it as far as I am concerned. If Iam to be
accountable, I believe other people in the system also should be accountable. If they
failed in their duties, they should accept responsibility for that. I make no bones about
that. The comments of the member about industrial disputes are ludicrous. Nurses were
striking long before I was ever the Minister. It has been part of a national campaign.
They are not targeting only the State Government; they are also targeting Governments
Australia-wide, although I believe the leadership of the Australian Nursing Federation is
trying to make it personal. However, I told nurses that if they wanted to work under the
State or national wage case, we would support them. They are trying to go against the
wage fixing principles. If they do that, they will have problems. If I had left it up to the
ANF, the nurses would have nothing to look forward to. It is fine if they win their case.
However, if they fail they will have nothing. I told the nurses that I would not stand by
and see that happen because I agree with the member for Victoria Park:
Nurses are extremely important in our health system. I said that, if the ANF will not do
the right thing, this Government will. I promised that within 12 weeks I would put a
package on the table for nurses that would give them a pay increase of between 5 and 10
per cent, but they would have to abide by the national and state wage case decisions and
by go, emnment policy. That is a perfectly reasonable request. Again, I am prepared to
put my neck on the line. I guarantee that I will have a package for the nurses to consider
by 12 May that will give them a substantial pay increase that will not jeopardise the
health system and will not put other people at risk. I promised that and I would stand by
that commitment.
It is interesting that the member for Victoria Park went on about how important the
funder-owner, purchaser-provider model was and that I had recommended changes to it.
I have not recommended any changes at all. All I have done is ask questions of the
bureaucrats. It is intriguing that my asking those questions should be leaked to the
newspaper as an attempt by me to review the model. I did not do that. All I said to one
bureaucrat was, "You have told me about all the winners; who are the losers?" He could
not tell me who the losers were. I feel very nervous when somebody briefs me on an
issue and cannot tell me who will be the winners and the losers. I feel very uneasy when
that happens because I have been around long enough to know that, in any change, there
are winners and losers.
We need to go into changes with our eyes open and make sure that the losers do not
suffer too much or too drastically and that they can be accommodated if the winners
make it worthwhile making the change. I have not made any announcements about any
changes. My view is that any change to the model would cause chaos because we are too
far into it. However, as Minister I will always ask questions of bureaucrats when they
put proposals to me. I will always check with them and give them a hard time to make
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sure that they have done their homework and that what they are recommending to the
Government and the Minister does stack up under scrutiny.
The member for Victoria Park referred to the headline, "State health services up for sale".
I was asked by a journalist nine times in a conversation whether I was planning to sell a
government hospital and nine times I said no. I am sure I said it 10 or 11 times, but I
know I said it at least nine times. However, following that, we saw the headline "State
health services up for sale'. I have never said that the state health services are for sale. I
said earlier today that the only Government that I know of that sold a hospital in Western
Australia was the Federal Labor Government. Is it not interesting that Labor members
bleat now, when their federal colleagues sold a hospital? However, I have to tell
members that that was a good move and I complimented the Federal Government for
doing that. [ think it has produced outstanding results.
We believe we have a very good health system. It is better than many other health
systems around the world. However, that does not mean that ours cannot be better or that
we cannot improve our service delivery. Of course, we can. It is interesting that
everybody in the system agrees that we can. One of my backbenchers said that he was
talking to nurses at one of the hospitals in the hills who said they had great ideas on how
to do the job better. Some of the bureaucracy and the unions prevent those ideas coming
through. This Government wants to hear those ideas because if the system can be
improved in any way, it should be.
The member for Kalgoorlie raised the nurses' pay case. The Australian Nursing
Federation does its members no good by running a centralised across the board wage
increase. I have said it can negotiate. I accept that there have been confusing signals
from the Health Department and I accept responsibility for that. I have said I will make
sure it agrees to bargain with the ANF *on a provider by provider basis. The ANF wrote
to me that it withdrew from the negotiations and it flatly refused to progress them. I
pleaded with the ANE and said that its strategy was high risk and if it failed, there would
be nothing left for its members. I asked the ANF to negotiate with the Government on a
without prejudice basis. It would not have to agree to anything but the negotiations could
continue. If its case failed, there would still be something in the pipeline to offer its
members. The ANF flatly refused. That does not sound like good leadership to me; it
sounds like leadership with some other' political agenda. Of course, it has nothing to do
with the national elections in the ANF or the power struggles in which Shane Coombs
was dumped in Western Australia! The Labor Party is a past master at those sorts of
politics. The Government rejects the amendment.
[The member's time expired.]
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [3.12 pm]: I shall address the way in which the treatment
of the health service by this Government has affected health services delivery in
Bunbury. In. February 1993, at the time this Government came to office, the previous
Government had committed itself to, and commenced construction of, a $52m.
redevelopment of the Bunbury'Regional Hospital. The building pad was down and the
services contract was about to be let. Immediately on coming to office, the new
Government said it wanted to look at the plans again, supposedly because it wanted to
see whether it could improve on those plans, notwithstanding that the plans were the
result of three years' consultation with the wider Bunbury community. Two years and
two months later that building pad is still there, overgrown with grass, and the general
surrounds and condition of the hospital are a disgrace to Western Australia and reflect on
the way in which we are treating the needs of patients. In the process the then Minister
for Health announced he wanted to look at the privatisation of some of the new hospital.
He wanted to reopen negotiations with St John of God Hospital and re-examine
privatisation. He then made a proposal for private management of the new Bunbury
Regional Hospital, and said the site and the like would be re-examined. An immediate
protest from the Bunbury community made it clear, through the Friends of the Hospital
and various polls conducted in the area, that there was enormous local opposition to
private management of a public hospital. So great was the concern of the Government
that the Premier personally intervened and directed the then Minister for Health that total
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private management of the public hospital was out of the question and he must proceed
on the basis of a separate public hospital being built. A committee was set up to examine
collocation and the services to be provided at that hospital. That committee made a
report which did not recommend any additional services, but simply stated in broad terms
that it would be possible to collocate a private and public hospital on one site. It said
some of the services in those two hospitals could be provided jointly, and the savings
could be used to provide additional services. Those additional services have never been
identified. The committee also recommended that the hospital not be built on the
existing site, but on a site adjacent to the Edith Cowan University campus. I do not know
how that committee thinks it will work, but supposedly it envisages that the campus will
have something to do with the hospital.
In that process the Government immediately wrote off $5m in development costs which
had been incurred to that time, the cost of the consultation that had taken place, the cost
of the architectural, engineering and other designs that had been prepared in final form,
the cost of the tender process that had begun, and the actual work done in the preparation
of the site. In one stroke this Government wrote off $5m and totally wasted that money.
The Minister talked about the failure of the Federal Government to supply $3.6m to the
health system. At Bunbury this Government has thrown away $5m.
Since then it has been examining with private proponents the idea of collocation. St John
of God built a new hospital in the last 10 years at a cost of $13.5m, and the Government
has told St John of God that if it will not consider collocation with a public hospital, the
Government will talk to another private hospital group and set up a collocation system
with that group. In any other arena that is called blackmail. St John has not agreed to
come to the party. No public release has been made of a decision by St John's to firmly
go along with the collocation proposal. St John of God has announced only that it is
prepared to discuss the matter. Those discussions with St John's are not taking place as
the Minister suggested, in answer to a question on 28 March, with the Bunbury health
service board of management, but with someone completely unknown. Whether it is the
Minister or someone in the Health ministry, those discussions are taking place. The
health services board is finding out what it can but it does not know the detail of the
proposal. I met with Mr Dockrill and Anne Donaldson last week to discuss these issues
and I was anxious to know the state of negotiations with St John of God. Lo and behold,
within 24 hours of my meeting them, the Minister announced that it would be necessary
to provide St John with some financial incentive to move from its existing new hospital
to the proposed collocation hospital. I ask the Minister what sort of financial incentive is
involved. How much is the Government prepared to pay St John of God to abandon its
new hospital and move to the collocation site? Is the Minister prepared to tell this
Parliament?
Mr Kierath: St John of God is doing the asking.
Mr D.L. SMITH: How much?
Mr Kierath: That is part of the negotiations. I will let you know in due course.
Mr D.L. SMITH: More waste. Can the Minister tell me whether the local board of
management is involved in those discussions? The Minister is doing his best to ignore
me. I ask whether the Bunbury health services board of management is involved in those
direct discussions. Absolutely no answer from the Minister. Either he does not know or
he is not prepared to tell this Parliament who is involved in those negotiations. One does
not have be a genius to work out that having spent $13.5m on a new hospital, which is
convenient to the convent, the Roman Catholic cathedral and the old hospital that adjoins
it and is still utilised, St John of God will want several million dollars to write off that
investment and move out of the collocation proposal. We will get almost nothing for
that. It is purely money written off to replace its capital investment in the new project.
Mr Taylor: It is sheer stupidity.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It is not sheer stupidity but it indicates the waste which the
Government is prepared to incur in order to get its philosophical way in regard to its final
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objective. When this Minister - not the previous Minister - camne to office, he was
reported in the Sunday Times as saying that he wanted to revisit the question of private
management. I have not seen any statement by the Minister in the Sunday Times that he
was misreported. It is clear that the Minister wanted to revisit the question of the private
management of the public hospital. The Minister was not misreported. I will tell
members what happened. The Premier was reminded immediately by the Friends of the
Hospital and others - including, I have no doubt, somec of the south west members of the
government side - that the Minister was out of hand; we had been through this exercise;
the Premier had intervened; and the Premier had given a personal assurance that the
question of private management of the public hospital was not to be considered. I believe
this Minister was immediately directed by the Premier to abandon that idea.
The Minister came to Bunbury in the midst of some real disputation by the nurses at that
hospital, and the nurses asked to meet with him. He refused to meet with them and with
the Friends of the Hospital on the occasion of that visit.
Mr Kierath: The meeting had already been set up. The Bunbury Hospital Board asked
me to meet with it. I am more than happy to speak to the nurses, Friends of the Hospital,
David Smith, and whoever, but in this case there should have been a bit of common
courtesy to invite me and give me time to organise my diary.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I can tell the Minister that recently I participated in a march through
the streets of Bunbury in support of the nurses in their plea for better conditions.
Dr Gallop: The member for Mitchell was introduced at the rally that followed as the man
who had saved the public hospital in Bunbury, and I want that on record.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I was proud to march in that demonstration and to attend the rally, and
I could identify at least three or four of the nurses in the front line as being long term
Liberal supporters. Those nurses are being told that if they want a pay rise they should
talk to the board of management of the Bunbury health services area. The board
acknowledges that it has no authority to negotiate those terms and conditions with the
nurses and that it does not have the money. It has set its budget and there is no allowance
in the budget for an increase in wages. Clearly, the Minister is saying that if nurses want
an increase, they must talk to the board of management, because that is the employer, and
the board of management is saying it does not have the authority or the money to
negotiate any increase. Where does that leave the nurses? They have to go - Liberal,
Labor and otherwise - onto the streets because that is the only way in which they can get
their case heard. That is the way in which health services are being managed by this
Government. Do members remember the advertisements?
Mr Kierath: It is the incompetence of their leadership, the ANF.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I retumn to the saga of the private management of the hospital. When
the Minister came to Bunbury and refused to meet with the nurses, he apparently had a
meeti ng with the board and camne out with two announcements. One announcement was
that the accident and emergency sections and the intensive care section of the hospital
would form part of the core services which would be managed in cooperation between
the two hospitals. The. Minister was apparently unaware that the board of management
had given a commitment that the accident and emergency services and the intensive care
section of the hospital would be part of the public hospital. His response was what it
always is in these situations; namely, "I have been misquoted or misunderstood; I did not
really mean that." I would like the Minister now to guarantee to the people of Bunbury
that the accident and emergency services and the intensive care section of the hospital
will be part of the public hospital and be publicly owned, managed and staffed. Will the
Minister give me that assurance, or am I to presume that the Minister was misquoted and
is negotiating with St John in regard to those sections forming part of the cooperative
arrangements?
Mr Kierath: The board sought my attendance in Bunbury to discuss and endorse its plan,
and I have given preliminary endorsement to the plan. We will build the best hospital
that we can for the people of Bunbury, which is more than you could do in 10 years. We
will do it and we will have it within two or two and a half years.
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Mr D.L. SMITH: I will give the Minister one more opportunity, or I will go to the Press
tomorrow and say the Minister refused to publicly commit himself in the way that I
asked. Does the Minister commit himself now publicly that the accident and emergency
services and the intensive care section will be publicly owned and managed and part of
the public hospital? I have given the Minister almost five minutes and I have not
received that commitment, so I will go to the media tomorrow and report that the
Minister refused to give that commitment.
The Minister then came out and said in effect, "Things are going excellently. We expect
to start construction of the hospital before we had anticipated and it will be open before
we had anticipated." I met with Mr Dockrill and Anne Donaldson last week and I asked
them, "Have final decisions been made about what will be within the joint service
provision area; what decisions have been made about who will manage that common
service area; and what decisions have been made about the tendering process for that
common service area?' They said, as I expected them to say, "We do not know." The
decisions about those matters have not been made, and how can one design or build a
hospital if one does not know what will be public, what will be common and what will be
private? How can the Minister have the gall to say to the media, "Everything will be
expedited", when the truth is that key decisions about health service provision in Bunbury
which would enable design of the hospital to commence have not been concluded? Thbe
negotiations with St John have not been concluded. The rezoning has not been
concluded. The land has not begun to be subdivided, nor have other arrangements been
made.
How can the Minister have the gall to tell such porkies to the Bunbury media on the basis
that somehow all things are ready to proceed? The only decision that the Bunbury health
services board has made is to close the day centre operating in Hudson Road in Withers
without negotiating with local members, the alternative service providers or the people
who attend the day centres. It has forced the commonwealth funded day centres to take
over the people who formerly attended the state funded day centre and for whom it is
inappropriate to attend either the Morrissey Homestead or the Queens Road centre. What
kind of Government appoints a health services committee and then closes the only state
funded day centre in Bunbury in such a haphazard and ill-planned way? The
Government has no real commitment to the proper provision of services in Bunbury. The
Government is all about cost cutting. The rethink of the Bunbury Hospital is not about
better service provision but about cost cutting.
I turn now with my limited time to the legislation dealing with the qualifications of
medical practitioners. The issue is of extreme concern to me. The Minister knows that,
because I have written to a number of medical practitioners on the subject. I wanted to
know how the Minister would meet the unmet need. The reply I received is nonsensical.
The Minister has no idea how he will meet the need. We will be short of both doctors
and specialists in Bunbury as a result of that legislation. Were the Minister serious about
responding -

Mr Kierath: Your time has expired.
Mr D.L. SMITH: We have a mess in Bunbury. I wish we had more than half an hour
available to speak, so that I could go through the points I want to raise.
[The member's time expired.]
MR BROWN (Morley) [3.32 pm]: This afternoon I was very interested in the two
non-answers from the Minister for Health. Wearing his Minister for L.abour Relations
cap, the Minister is not often quiet. Often he has a lot to say in this place. Often he is
forthright in what he says. He is a great believer in his own views. He has very finn
views; so it is interesting that he remains mute on the two questions. He is given the
opportunity to interject, but he remains mute. I will give him another opportunity: First,
does the Minister deny that he interfered by having two senior bureaucrats removed? He
has not denied it. He is sitting there. Let us see if he interjects.
Mr Kierath: I have answered the question twice. I do not know how many times I have
to answer. The member could put the question in writing. He should not worry about my
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interjecting. He can get it in black and white so that he can show it to people. Members
in the other House do that. Why does the member not do that?
Mr BROWN: The Minister put one answer in writing today, which we will revisit. It is
another debate for another time. This is about the eighth time today. Will the Minister
wimp out again or will he be forthright?
Mr Kierath: To most reasonable people it is obvious I have already answered.
Mr BROWN: It should be placed on the record that the Minister for Labour Relations
refuses to answer the question -

Mr Kierath: I have already answered it.
Mr BROWN: - that was put to him regarding whether he had interfered or instructed or
had anything to do with the fact that two senior bureaucrats from the Health Department
were removed. This has been put to the Minister again and again today. The real
dilemma for the Minister is that if he answers no to the question, he may well be found to
have been misleading this House. Therefore, he does not want to answer no. If he
answers yes, he is in breach of the Public Sector Management Act; so what will he do?
He knows the truth and he knows the dilemma he is in. He simply sits there and rambles
on. This is a Minister who is normally so definitive and so convinced about his
argument, but he is unable, unwilling, or both, to commit himself. Why is he that way?
Obviously he does not want either to mislead the House or to admit in this House that he
has acted in breach of the Government's Public Sector Management Act. That can be the
only reason. When Ministers give normal instructions or have discussions, about which
they have nothing to fear, they are open about it. However, we have this secrecy. We
can see the Minister has something to hide.
The second matter on which the Miriister was asked to comment was in relation to
accident-emergency and intensive care services at Bunbury Hospital remaining in public
hands. Let us hear from the Minister whether he is prepared to give a commitment that
those services at the Bunbury Hospital will remain in public hands!
This is a rare day in this Assembly! Almost every day last year we heard some
ministerial statement during which the Minister for Labour Relations blew his bags about
how wonderful he was, what he was doing, and how he would overcome the accidents in
the State and reform the industrial relations system; how the workers would be better off,
and how everything would be beautiful in the land of Kierath. Today, he is sitting in the
hot seat, squirming around. He does not know where to look. It is unfortunate that we do
not have a few more members in this place to see the Minister for Labour Relations
sitting mute. It is an unusual event. It is like an eclipse; it only comes infrequently, yet it
has come twice today! We should not pass up this rare moment.
It would be comical if it were not so serious. Health care for the people of Bunbury is
serious, as is -the matter of Ministers complying with their Acts and standards. These are
the people who have the temerity to stand up on that side of the House and say that that
Act is appropriate to ensure that Ministers comply with appropriate standards; the people
who said they were committed to the recommendations of the royal commission which
recommended the Public Sector Management Act. For the Opposition to ask for an
explanation that relates to accountability, which is not too difficult, and not receive it, is a
disgrace.
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (21)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Grill Mrs Roberts
Mr Brown Mrs Hallahan Mr DIL. Smith
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock
Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Mr Grahamn Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Teller)
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Noes (29)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Shave
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Kierath Mr W. Smith
Mr Blaikie Mr Lewis Mr Strickland
Mr Board Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw Mr Minson Mr Tubby
Mr Court Mr Omodei Dr Turnbull
Mr Cowan Mr Osborne Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Day Mrs Parker Mr Wiese
Mrs Edwardes Mr Pendal Mr Marshall (Teller)
Dr Hames Mr Prince

Pairs

Mr Bridge Mr Nicholls
Mr Riebeling. Mr Bloffwitch

Amendment thus negatived.
Motion Resumed

MR BOARD (Jandakot) [3.43 pm]: It is traditional for backbenchers, particularly those
on the Government side, to discuss during the Address-in-Reply issues that are important
to their electorates. I will not be an exception to that today. However, in talking about
law and order, the single biggest issue in my electorate, I will no doubt be speaking about
other members' electorates as well. The issue that is commonly or euphemistically
referred to as law and order has grown beyond what one would consider normal on a day
to day basis. My electorate of Jandakot might be thought by some - I hate the term and I
hate to use it here - to be a conservative, middle class area, with some parts typical of
older areas of Perth and others more like the newer areas of the city. In the two years I
have represented that area there has been a dramatic change in the way people react to the
law and order issue.
Not a day goes by in my electorate office without my being approached by constituents
who have never approached a member of -Parliament in their lives. They want to talk
about what is happening in the community, their schools and streets, and probably in
their homes as well. This is an issue which confronts each and every one of us on a daily
basis. I now have a large number of residents attending my office who have gathered
together to put their point of view. When I attend local Neighbourhood Watch meetings,
rather than seven, eight or 10 people being there, in excess of 100 residents attend
unsolicited because they are concerned. If I go to a Rotary meeting, a street comner
meeting, or any kind of community meeting, such as the parents and citizens association
in my electorate, the single issue that comes forward is law and order and what this:
Government is doing about protecting people's environment and the safety of their
homes.
It is true to say people no longer feel they are as safe on the streets as they were five or
10 years ago. That is a great tragedy. The reality is that it affects young people, people
of our age, and the elderly. I was saddened recently to receive a telephone call from- a
woman of 75 who is well known to me. She had read in the newspaper that the
Commissioner of Police was concerned about pepper sprays because of an attack on a
police officer and was considering making them illegal through an approach to the
Minister and the Parliament. The woman pleaded with me - in fact she was in tears - and
said that a pepper spray was her only defence. When she went out in the late afternoon
or early evening she felt safe with that spray in her bag. I did not know that she carried
it, or that her friends did, or that they felt they needed that level of protection in a
community such as mine, but they do. Why do they? Why has the problem reached such
a level? Is it paranoia, or is the reality that they are likely to be attacked or violated in
some way? I think it is a combination of the two. My job today is to bring these issues
to the Parliament, particularly to the Government, to make sure we are doing everything
in our power to make the community feel safer.
I place on record my total support of the police and police officers and what they are
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doing in the community. They have the toughest job of all given the situations they are
confronted with on a daily basis. I am sure most members have been in situations on odd
occasions where they have needed the support or the comfort of the police. When they
are there, they are like a beacon to a navigator. Sometimes they are criticised by sections
of the community because they do not react fast enough or because there is a lack ofresources, neither of which is their fault. They have supported me and in particular the
members of the community. We do not have a police station in the 45 square kilometres
of the state seat of Jandakot; there is no police presence in my electorate. The police
station at Brentwood serviced 80 000 to 90 000 people some 10 years ago, but now
services in excess of 200 000 people. I have spoken to the Minister for Police on a
number of occasions about help with the facilities at the police station and about finding
additional police for that area. To his credit, the Minister has been able to assist with an
extension to Brentwood Police Station. In the near future it is likely to get additional
manpower to help police in the important duties they carry out on patrol.
I take this opportunity to refer to the Police Department's 1994 annual report to put some
perspective on crime in Western Australia. I will follow that with reference to the 1980
annual report and talk about the growth in particular types of crime. I do not want to
attack this issue in a political way because it cuts across politics and across all our
electorates. It is not an issue on which any member should attempt to point score. It
affects us all. I hope the coalition and the Labor Party can get together to come up with
solutions to make our community feel a fair bit safer. I refer first to the issues and trends
from the 1994 report. There was a 5 per cent decrease in the total number of reported
offences for 1994, with 209 907 reported compared with 220 920 for the previous year.Of the total reported, 57 638 - 27.5 per cent - were cleared, which resulted in a slightly
improved clearance rate of 1. 1 per cent over the previous year's figures. The report
states -

The incidence of serious assaults and robberies increased this year with over
3,342 serious assaults and 1,095 robberies taking place; many caused by juvenile
offenders. Accordingly, offences against the person have been given the highest
possible pnionty.
There has been a 30.9% decline in indecent assaults this year with 1,794 reported
offences, compared with 2,595 offences last year.
Aggravated sexual penetration without consent has decreased 17.3% from 734 to
607 this year. However, sexual penetration without consent have increased from
230 to 324...

I do not understand the difference between those offences, but there is an increase of
40.9 per cent and a decrease of 17.3 respectively. The report continues -

There has been a slight fall in burglary offences reported from 54,331 to 53,866
this year. Burglaries committed on dwellings accounted for 34,656 or 64.3%.

I could talk about offences against the person, some of which are horrific, or about stolen
vehicles, the incidence of which decreased on a statewide basis in 1994 by 7.9 per cent
from 20 098 to 18 5 10. In reading this 1994 report, one could take some solace and say
that many of the crimes that affect the community are decreasing. I congratulate the
police for that, and I congratulate the Attorney General for some of the policies which are
leading to some of these decreases. However, the reality is that if members compare the
1980 figures with the 1994 figures - bearing in mind that Western Australia has had only
a 35 per cent increase in population in that time - they will be staggered to know that
some of these areas of crime have increased incredibly.
For example, in 1980 there were 445 serious assaults compared with 3 342 in 1994 - an
increase of 800 per cent, yet WA's population increased by 35 per cent. There were
5 637 common assaults in 1994. In 1980, 70 armed hold-ups were reported compared
with 1095 inl994 -an increase ofl1500 per cent. In 1980, 112 rapes were reported
compared with 931 in 1994 - an increase of 800 per cent. There were 17 000 break and
enters in 1980 and 53 866 in 1994. In 1980, 5 356 car thefts were reported, compared
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with 18 510 in 1994 - an increase of 350 per cent. That is why the community is feeling
threatened at this time. The Government is taking strong measures to resolve this
situation.
The Minister for Police has announced that there will be 500 new police officers and 300
additional clerical officers to relieve police from clerical duties they are confined to,
which will release 800 additional personnel within 18 months to do what are considered
fully trained police duties. The Attorney General has made a great effort to bring
legislation to this place - in particular, the young offenders legislation - which directs a
stronger attitude by law enforcement agencies; an attitude which we hope will stop the
revolving door syndrome. The reality is that in 1995 many of those changes have not
affected the community. People expect this Government to take a strong stand.
In 1996, 1997 and 1998 we will see the benefits of many of those changes, but we do not
see them today. That does not help the 75 year old woman who rings me every day or
the large number of people who come into my office to talk about how we can fix their
safety problems. It does not help them when they are being burgled regularly or when
they are being taunted by juveniles to fight outside their own homes while bricks are
thrown through their windows. I kid you not, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Johnson): This
happens regularly in Bull Creek, Leeming and Willetton. The police, because they are
understaffed and underequipped, are unable to deal with each of those offences. People
are becoming very scared. Young people, 22 or 23 years of age, who would usually
consider taking on the system, come into my office in tears saying that they are being
abused on the street and that they find it difficult to walk to their houses from bus stops
within my electorate because of gangs of roaming youths.
In many ways the community has not done the right thing and assisted the police in their
activities. A local sergeant attended a recent meeting in my office. He was concerned to
hear that many of these offences had not been reported. He said, "How can I assist you
when you do not come forward and report these offences?" The reality is that many of
these people felt there would be retribution if they had done so. Many felt scared. They
knew the young people involved and they were concerned about identifying them.
The problem of confrontation is growing every day within the community. The
Government is taking a strong stand, but its actions are not biting quickly enough. It is a
position in which we must, and are expected to, show leadership and strength and in
which we must take immediate action. I do not have all the solutions. If I did, I would
be asking the Minister and the Premier to adopt them now and they would be saying,
"The member for Jandakot is a whiz-kid." The reality is that nobody has an immediate
solution to prevent a family breakdown or prevent juveniles reacting against the system.
Nobody has a solution to take away pressures on people from all sorts of sources, such as
media and advertising, to have possessions they currently do not have. We can work
closer together as a community to try to resolve the situation.
I do not want to bash the media. In many ways they raised the issue to the extent where
the Government is taking stronger and stronger action. However, the media must take
some responsibility for this. As a local member I am concerned that we seem to
highlight only those people in the community who are hurting others, such as juveniles
who decide to take action against the community. When was the last time we saw
headline reports of the good things that our young people, or other people generally in the
community, are doing? This week in my electorate 1 300 children will attend an early
Anzac Day ceremony which they are putting together for the Australia Remembers
commemoration. I do not see reports of the 300 children from Willetton or Leeming high
schools involved in the Princess Margaret doorknock collection of money for charity or
the Press reporting the activities of Willetton High School, which sends a large number
of youths after school to assist the elderly in the community. Buses are provided by the
Lions Club. All we see in the media are the odd examples of graffiti and bashing that
send fear through the elderly. I call on the media to assist us, to take some responsibility
and help highlight the activities of the vast majority of people, particularly the young.
Ninety-nine per cent of young people show responsibility by getting on and doing the
right thing. I have mentioned to the Minister on a number of occasions one of my
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concerns, which is the Neighbourhood Watch program. In my electorate a very large
number of people, possibly thousands, belong to it Their concern is that now when they
report crimes happening around them the police are unable, because of lack of resources,
to attend and carry out what residents see as their duty when their neighbours' houses are
being robbed or offences are taking place. The priority system in place means that the
police attend immediately only if it is life threatening, and with that lack of response
police are unable to service complaints. It can be two or three days before police are able
to attend. That is the reality of the situation. I do not blame the police for it. However, it
is difficult to explain to the community that people should be joining Neighbourhood
Watch, and getting behind the program and supporting it, when many of their complaints
are not dealt with immediately. They feel frustrated and as if they are not contributing,
and in fact some are threatening to leave the program.
Mvr Taylor. The police have enough time to investigate leaks in the Department of
Transport.
Mr BOARD: I thank the member for that contribution. As I have stated to the Minister,
certainly we need more police but we must give more power to Neighbourhood Watch.
If the tens of thousands who belong to the system are to be our eyes and ears and the
criminals out there know we can get a police officer or a person of responsibility to a
crime, maybe we have the resources we need. We may need to adjust the system to give
some priority to that program. I have said to the Minister that maybe it is time for the 30
or so officers who are in the education program of Neighbourhood Watch to service the
complaints that come through Neighbourhood Watch and prioritise them so that
criminals know when they are seen they will be caught. They are flaunting the position
and taunting residents when loading their vans by asking people to call the police because
they know in the majority of situations the police cannot attend. It is very frustrating, to
put that in the most favourable way [ can.
There has been much discussion in my electorate, and I assume around the State, about
how we can assist with additional new officers. At the moment 35 new police officers
are going in in a month. That is all we are capable of training, as I understand it. There
has been much comment in my local paper about creating what many consider as a police
reserve to act in the same way as an army reserve. The Minister and Mr Falconer have
spoken on this subject and are trying to release police officers from other duties which do
not require fully trained officers. Beyond that I do not know why we need police officers
to fulfil many of the functions they are currently carrying out. I call on the Minister to
take a wider view than he is currently Considering. Why do we need police officers to
take fingerprints or attend a home two days after a break-in to take reports? There may
be a legislative requirement for court appearances by police officers, but maybe we need
to look at bringing in fully trained civilians to create a secondary type of police force so
that we may use our police in more operative areas, particularly on patrol.
Many police officers reach an age in the force when they do not want to patrol. That
should be considered. There is no reason why, if we have 5 000 police officers in 18
months' time, we cannot use the majority in the active duty of protecting a
neighbourhood, particularly by patrol. People are calling for more police in their
neighbourhoods. Police are patrolling with the one van available to Brentwood Police
Station. I know that will be rectified when Murdoch police station is created in the next
18 months, but until then people will be very concerned and very fearful. As the member
representing them I would not be doing my duty if I did not raise this as strongly as I can
in the House.
There are, of course, other areas where the police should be taken off various duties. I do
not want to go through every one today. I ask the Minister to be more lateral in his
thinking when he is assessing those areas in which police do not need to perform the
duties. A meeting will be held in my electorate within the next couple of weeks at which
this issue will be discussed and I hope some lateral ideas will come out of it. I doubt
whether there is a member in this House who has not recently attended meetings on law
and order in his electorate. In my electorate such meetings are held on a weekly basis. I
do not have sufficient time to address the other issues affecting my electorate, but I call
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on the Minister and the Government to take heed that law and onder is the biggest issue in
this State and needs attention.
MR BROWN (Morley) [4.11 pm]: I will raise a number of matters affecting my
electorate, some of which I have previously raised but despite that the problem remains.
I am pleased that the Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Minister for Education is in
the Chamber because most of my comments are relevant to schools in my electorate.
Last year I outlined to the Minister for Education, through the Parliamentary Secretary, a
number of issues affecting my electorate and although I received a courteous response
from him, action did not follow. I again remind the Government, particularly the
Parliamentary Secretary, of the issues affecting some of the schools in my electorate.
Firstly, I refer to a problem at the Noranda Primary School which I raised at some length
last year. At that time I spoke about the concerns of the parents and citizens association
and the school community about the asbestos roofing on the school buildings. Arising
out of that and other correspondence, a request was sent to the Minister to meet with the
school community to discuss the replacement of the roofs at the school. That request was
made close to the Christmas break and the Minister was unable to accept the invitation to
attend the subsequent meeting. He indicated that his officers would attend the meeting
on 8 December, which they did. However, a few preconditions were placed by the
departmental officers on the way the meeting would be conducted. It was held on the
condition that those participating in the meeting would not mention the asbestos roofs
and would limit their remarks to routine maintenance and other issues of concern. It was
put to me that officers threatened P & C representatives that they would stop the meeting
proceeding if the asbestos issue was mentioned. The local members of the P & C
association were extremely frustrated at the way in which the meeting was conducted
because it failed to address the issue. The association's views were relayed to me and I
passed them on to the Minister in a letter dated 29 January, some two months ago. At
this stage I have not received a response to my letter. I understand that the inherent
problems at the beginning of the school year cause a heavy workload for the Education
Department and the Minister, but one would expect a substantive reply to the matters
raised.
Mr Tubby: Do you know the classification that has been given to the roofs?
Mr BROWN: It is quite low and the classification is not accepted by the school
community. I think the highest classification is 5.
Mr Tubby: Those roofs which come under the 5 classification have been replaced, as
have some of those which come under the 4 classification. The roofs which fall into the
lower classifications have not been attended to because they are not of a serious nature.
Mr BROWN: I understand that is the view that has been adopted. I advise the
Parliamentary Secretary that a number of people on the P & C association are very well
educated on matters of health and safety. They hold significant qualifications and are a
very determined group of parents and citizens who are keen to pursue this matter.
Another matter I referred to previously is the need for a school crossing at the Hampton
Senior High School. The Minister was kind enough to respond to the matter I raised -

Mr Tubby: If that school cannot get a school crossing, no school in the State can! Is that
not where the Minister's wife is the principal?
Mr BROWN: I understand there is a new principal at the school but that person does not
have the same surname as the Minister, unless his spouse uses a different surname.
Mr Bradshaw: No, she uses the same name.
Mr Strickland: It is a very good school and I taught there for a number of years.
Mr BROWN: Yes, it is a good school, like most of the schools in the Morley electorate.
I have consistently raised this matter over a number of years. The response I received
from the Minister's office was that the crossing was not provided because secondary
students had the capacity to negotiate busy thoroughfares. It was said in the discussions I
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had with representatives from the Main Roads Department that a crossing would not be
provided because the school was situated close to traffic lights and it was not the
department's policy to recommend a crossing where a school was within a reasonable
distance of traffic lights. [ understand that rationale. However, I was surprised recently
when I drove past Guildford Grammar School. That school is now adjacent to a single
lane road which is nicely divided with traffic lights that are about the same distance from
the school crossing as the proposed crossing at Hampton Senior High School would be
from the traffic lights. I noted that new signs had been constructed near Guildford
Grammar and that a crosswalk attendant was in attendance. The students there do not
have to negotiate a dual carriageway. Unfortunately drivers of cars passing Hampton
Senior High School often see a green traffic light and automatically speed up. The road
adjacent to Guildford Grammar is a single carriageway with a slightly elevated crosswalk
and, notwithstanding that, there is a crosswalk attendant. I am sure the students at that
school are safe.
Mr Tubby: It could have been funded by the school.
Mr BROWN: That is true and I do not know the detail. I noted that all the infrastructure
was in place and certainly an attendant was present.
Mr Bradshaw: Don't you think that students from high schools should be able to cross a
road without the assistance of a crosswalk attendant?
Mr BROWN: I am sure those students can cross the road. However, we are concerned at
the sheer number of them trying to duck and weave among traffic. As members know,
the area along the north east corridor is expanding dramatically. In the 1989 election
Beechboro had about 3 000 people on the electoral roll and in 1993 there were more than
3 500 houses in Beechboro. A good part of Mara was bushland. It is now difficult to
buy a block of land there. The new Bennet Brook estate has been established.
Advertisements can be heard on the radio and television promoting the sale of blocks at
Eflenbrook. Ultimately people from that area may come down that route, although that
may create controversy, and as a result the road will get progressively busier. While the
area is not expanding at the same rate as Joondalup or Rockingham-Kwinana,
nevertheless it is expanding fairly significantly. That was obvious in the electoral figures
produced in the various reports of the Electoral Commission.
I raised previously the Eden Hill Primary School, which has a number of Aboriginal
students. There is a strong committee at that school still seeking to ensure that an
Aboriginal education worker is appointed there. The same reasons I argued for that
worker last year are equally valid this year. [ ask the Parliamentary Secretary to raise
that matter again with the Minister.
Last year I also made a fairly long address about the inadequacies of the administration
area at the Anzac Terrace school. I note the facilities in the current administration area
have not improved. If anything, the situation has worsened due to the ongoing
devolution of tasks from the central office to schools. Resources and facilities such as
suitable work areas, interview rooms, meeting rooms and the like are not being provided
in direct proportion to the tasks now being asked of schools. I have been advised by the
school that the commencement of this year proved exceptionally difficult due to the lack
of an appropriate administrative area. With new enrolments exceeding expectations it
was impossible to adequately accommodate new students and their parents on arrival at
the school. All parents commented on the poor conditions and low standards being
endured by staff and parents alike. I will not cover every detail of the poor nature of the
accommodation provided there. However, the Parliamentary Secretary will recall that
when I reported on this matter previously to the Parliament, I noted the size of the
principal's office as being 3.4 by 3.2 metres. A store room adjoins the principal's office
and visitors cannot get through to the principal's office without wailking outside or
through the deputy's office. The deputy's office is only slightly larger than the
principal's office and is shared by two people. There is no privacy and there are no
interview rooms. Very little privacy is available at all for very sensitive interviews that
must take place with various professionals who visit the school. Hence there is an urgent
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need for a new administration area. I am more than happy to provide those details again.
I am sure they are available to the Parliamentary Secretary and the Minister. I urge that
matter be given immediate attention.
Mr Tubby: What was the response from the department last year when we raised the
matter? The department said it would be considered in a budget year but I cannot
remember which budget year.
Mr BROWN: I do not have that reply with me now. I noticed in a very prompt answer
to a question about school funding in the Morley electorate, that it did not get any
funding for administrative upgrades last year.
Mr Tubby interjected.
Mr BROWN: With respect, it did not. The answer provided to that question is wrong
because the decision to provide the Hampton Primary School with a covered assembly
area was made in the 1992-93 financial year. Constrctuion was perhaps started during
1992-93 and completed in 1993-94. As both the member and the candidate for the area, I
can assure the Parliamentary Secretary that is correct. Although an allocation was made
to Morley in the 1993-94 financial year, it was provided as a result of a decision made by
the department to combine the Lockridge Junior Primary with the Lockridge Primary
School.
I refer also to the Lockridge Senior High School. This high school has been visited by a
number of government members, the latest being the Minister for Primary Industry. I
understand the Minister was very complimentary about the Loclcridge Senior H1igh
School, particularly the Lockridge school farm, which has had considerable success. I
raise this matter in light of the class and teaching accommodation at the Lockridge school
farm. The school commenced agricultural courses in 1982 at Pyrton training centre. It
has been conducting agricultural courses since 1984. Since then, both the volume of
courses, the number of students and the farm area available to the school has increased
dramatically. We now find that more than 4 000 primary and preprimary students make
use of the facilities each year. Children from those centres are taken through the school
farm in order to experience being with farm animals, etc. It also provides courses for
students at the school. The farm has developed a reputation for quality awareness
programs and agricultural studies. Agricultural competitions such as those held at the
Perth Royal Show have illustrated the high standards achieved by Lockridge students
when compared with those from other agricultural schools and colleges. I am happy to
show photographs of the accommodation to the Parliamentary Secretary.
Mr Tubby: They do a marvellous job out there and I must admit the facilities need some
upgrading. The job will be even better enhanced when we finally buy an additional farm
in my electorate.
Mr BROWN: That matter has also been raised with me. As the Parliamentary Secretary
knows, the farm area is quite large and innovative work is being carried out there. The
school has highly dedicated staff.
Mr Tubby: It is very degraded land which will take four or five years to upgrade.
Mr BROWN: They are gradually improving it. The staff and students are doing an
excellent job, and of course they could do a better job if they had decent facilities in
which they could provide teaching and so on. The Parliamentary Secretary will know of
the temporary accommodation there. Again, for the sake of equity and in light of the
needs of students and staff at the school, I urge the Government to provide funds for
building appropriate accommodation for that school.
Mr Tubby: I was impressed by what I saw at Lockridge Senior High School. The
reputation that the school has gained because of the connotations applying to Lockridge
does not do the students or staff justice. A move was mooted that perhaps the name of
the school could be changed and therefore improve the way it is perceived by the general
public. Is that going ahead?
Mr BROWN: There are some very strong views which I will discuss with the
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Parliamentary Secretary, not necessarily privately. However, given that I have only I11
minutes left to speak in this debate, it is not appropriate to deal with them here and now.
Mr Strickland: I taught there, too, for 10 years. It is an excellent school. I looked after
your future constituents very well.
Mr BROWN: I thank the member for Scarborough very much. I am obliged. Transport
services which take stationery to schools have recently been, or are in the process of
being, privatised. This was being done in the name of efficiency. One school in my
electorate waited seven weeks to get its supplies. That had a major impact on the lessons
the students could undergo and the equipment they needed. I ask the Government to look
at that matter very seriously. Clearly that is not acceptable. Under the old arrangements
the school was getting its supplies within two or three days. Now one of the schools in
my constituency has waited seven weeks, and still has not received everything it ordered.
Mr Tubby: Is that attributed to the supply section or to the transport section?
Mr BROWN: Whatever it is, the school puts in its order and expects the stuff to arrive.
It is not up to the school to investigate the matter. All the school knows is that its order
just did not arrive. That matter needs to be dealt with.
Last year I urged that consideration be given to additional funding for the school
chaplaincy program. Again I urge consideration be given to that matter. A chaplaincy
program is in place in the Morley electorate but at the moment demand outstrips supply
and government funds are unavailable. A number of churches are prepared to contribute
but the demand is way beyond their limited resources. A number of the schools are
interested in running such a program. We are not talking about hundreds of thousands of
dollars; we are talking about quite modest amounts to run an effective chaplaincy
program at these schools.
Mr Tubby: Each year the Churches Commission comes to the Government and by
agreement gets 10 per cent of what is spent in that chaplaincy program. We have never
knocked it back. It is happy with that. The various churches attached to these schools
have problems meeting the expenditure, but the commission we deal with is quite happy
with the arrangement.
Mr BROWN: That matter also needs to be looked at. In areas of crime prevention a
variety of initiatives needs to be taken, including providing counselling and support for
students who are going through difficulties. This is a very important way of dealing with
crime prevention. As the member for Jandakot said, if we are interested in reducing the
crime rates, we need to adopt a holistic attitude. It is no use saying that more police will
achieve that if people are having difficulty in their lives and they are unable to get to
suitable support services.
I refer to the lack of a park and ride facility in the Morley area. I have raised this matter
with the Minister for Transport on a number of occasions. Some commuters from
Beechboro and the outlying areas who wish to travel to the city will effectively be forced
off public transport and into their vehicles to travel to the city because of a lack of a park
and ride facility, because they cannot park near the Morley bus station. My last
correspondence from the Minister for Transport indicated that that matter would take
same considerable time to resolve. To that I simply say that it needs to be given a higher
priority.
The member for Jandakot raised the matter of crime. Crime in the context of emotional
disturbances is a problem, as it is in the context of cost. One of my constituents who
lives in the Lockridge area recently sought to renew his house contents insurance policy
and was promptly sent a notice saying, "You live in the Lockridge area. It is normal for
us to add a premium to the normal cost of policies covering house contents in that area."
I wrote to the SGIO Insurance Ltd and asked for clarification of this premium on a house
contents policy and was told, "We have looked at the 10 highest risk suburbs for
burglaries and break-ins. Because that is of greater risk to us, we will simply pass on that
cost to consumers." SGIO has picked out 10 suburbs where the residents will have a
10 per cent premium imposed on their policies. It has also picked 10 suburbs where the
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incidence of break-ins is very low. My constituents in Lockridge pay 10 per cent extra
and the Premier's constituents in Nedlands pay 10 per cent less. It is time that we looked
at the allocation of resources for crime prevention and for additional police to ensure that
people in areas such as Locicridge will not be caught in that situation. The additional
premium camne into operation on 1 January this year. It is hitting those people on fixed
incomes.
The final matter I raise is privatisation. It has been discussed a lot this afternoon. I will
talk about privatisation of the Water Authority of Western Australia. One of my
constituents was advised that a sewerage pipeline would go alongside his side fence. A
plan was sent to the constituent. He said, "That's fine; I don't mind that." Prior to doing
the work, the contractors suggested that the above-ground swimming pool near the fence
should be emptied. The work was carried out in July last year. When the work was
carried out, part of the land on my constituent's property collapsed and a brick wall
broke. The plants he had alongside the fence were ruined. He was told by the
contractors, "Don't worry;'put in a bill and we will make good."

My constituent priced the plants, put in a bill, and waited. When in November - four
months later - he had not had a response, he wrote to the contractors. He asked what was
happening. He sent the costs of the replacement plants to be made good with the letter.
There was no reply - absolute silence. He then contacted the consulting engineer and
asked when the job would be made good. He was told that the consulting engineer would
approach the contractors and would see what could be done. The contractors came back
and shoved a bit of asbestos where the fence was broken - they did not repair the brick
wall - and later they compacted the ground around the swimming pool. They said he
could put water in his swimming pool. My constituent was concerned about that because
of pressure on the ground and the question of whether the pool would hold. The pool had
no water in it for five months, and when the swimming pool company inspected the pool
it said that the liner was ruined as it had been exposed to the sun. My constituent
replaced the liner and sought to make a recoupment arrangement with the company.
Subsequently, in February this year, bearing in mind this happened last year, he
communicated again with the engineer to ask what was happening about fixing the brick
wall and other things. The engineer spoke with the contractor and the brick wall was
repaired - this is seven months after it was damaged - but the cost of repairing his pool or
his plants was not recouped. Out of desperation my constituent contacted the Water
Authority which acted like Pontius Pilate, said it had nothing to do with the problem, and
that my constituent had better see the private contractor. My constituent and I will take
this further. We will scream from the heavens if he is caught with these costs because of
government ideology. I will support him in every way. I hope that my constituent will
not have to pay out for expensive lawyers to get some redress. The Water Authority is
now seeking to play Pontius Pilate and avoid its responsibility.

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.45 pm]: I am happy to participate in this Address-in-
Reply, even though the Leader of the Opposition said that this event should not occur.

Mr Taylor: He did not say that at all.

Mr TRENORDEN: He did say that.
Mrs Roberts: He said he wanted the Address-in-Reply to remain.

Mr Taylor: The member for Avon should read his speech.

Mr TRENORDEN: I will not get into a "did so", "did not" argument. The
Address-in-Reply is a very important part of the process of this Parliament. It is one of
the few occasions where backbenchers can get to their feet, particularly backbenchers on
the Government side because members of the Opposition have many more opportunities
to speak.
Mr Marlborough: I am on your side, Max.

Mr TRENORDEN: That means I must be wrong, and I will have to change my tune and
go to a different subject.
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Mr Brown: Not already Max.
Mr TRENORDEN: I have lost that argument already. I will speak about an issue that isclose to the heart of National Party membership statewide - although not particularly toparliamentary members - that is the sale of BankWest. The people of rural WesternAustralia have a very close association with the state bank. Those members who knowthe history of the R & I Bank back to the Agriculture Bank will know that the bank grewon the funds of rural Western Australians. Thlerefore they feel an affinity for that bank.They have great reservations about selling that bank. They have no, reservations aboutthe current BankWest. They do not want to sell the bank that they would like BankWestto be; that is, the bank that the Western Australian Constitution allows. If one goes back100 years, one sees that bank used to grant infrastructure loans at very low interest ratesor no interest along with the Reserve Bank of Australia. That is how much of theinfrastructure that we enjoy now was put together, particularly roads, railways and thosekinds of services. The National Party membership does not want to see that relationship
go.
BankWest is a commercial bank. It is no different from the other banks in Australia. Itattracts its money in the same manner. It sets its loans in the same manner and operatesidentically with those other banks. In fact the Labor Government in 1991 changed thecorporate powers of the R & I Bank so many of those things that the National Party helddear were removed from the constitution of the bank. Many of our people do notunderstand that that event happened, member for Kalgoorlie. I am not having a go at themember, because I saw those things happen, but many rural Western Australians are notaware that those powers have been removed. They believe they are still within thepurview of BankWest, but in fact they are not.
T'his argument concerns the cost of money. I will refer to an article which raises someimportant issues about the cost of money and the question of savings. Japaneseborrowers have a distinct advantage over western countries with the rate at which theycan borrow money. In western countries the rate is 10 to 15 per cent; in Japan it is 5 percent.
Mr Bloffwitch: In fact, the motor vehicle industry was offering deals for zero per cent;the dearest rate was 4 per cent. Even the member for Kalgoorlie would buy a car for that.
Mr TRENORDEN: Immediately after the Second World War the Japanese economy wasin crisis. Japan now has twice the savings rate of any other nation in the world, but priorto and immediately after the Second World War its savings rate was terrible. In factimmediately after the Second World War it was in the negative. As the conqueror theAmericans brought in Joseph Dodge from Detroit. He introduced into Japan a systemwhere interest earned on postal savings deposits was tax free. In order to qualify for a taxfree deposit, Japanese investors had to have $8 000, and in 1950 that was an enormousamount of money. The amount of money payable to the depositors was a measly 2 percent. The Japanese screamed that it would give benefits to the rich, but the new financeMinister at the time introduced that policy and it flourished. Within six weeks inflationdisappeared, and six months later the savings rate turned up and kept climbing, and isstill climbing. Tax revenue also climbed immediately. That money that the banks werepaying 2 per cent for was lent back out to the Japanese economy at around 5 per cent.Banks made a 3 per cent margin on the loan; therefore, they were getting cheap money.That cheap money drove the Japanese economy from 1950 to now. The argument thatthat favours the rich was found in Japan and the United States to be absolutely false. Themiddle income earners, and more importantly the low income earners, scrinmped andsaved to build those deposits that allowed Japan to build its industry. This was paid at alaughable 2 per cent a year, but it was tax free. Accountants or lawyers will say that ifthey flash a scheme that claims it will beat the tax man, people will be interested. Thathas been proved many times. Millions of Japanese put their money into these funds at2 per cent, and received a taxation deduction. The banks controlling these funds wereable to lend that money out at 5 per cent to Japanese industry on proved investment

terms, just like our banks.
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The difference is that because of the cost of raising funds our banks must lend money at
15 per cent plus. One does not have to be Keynes or Friedman or one of the other great
economists to understand it is easier to pay money back at 5 per cent than at 15 per cent.
That is the secret of Japan and what should happen here with the current savings debate.
Our Federal Government is trying to lift savings in this nation through compulsory
superannuation. Let me run past members who have an interest what happens to a
$1 000 contribution under our system. If an employer or now an employee has to put
$1 000 into superannuation he loses $150 immediately through contribution tax. That
reduces it to $850. The funds manager's charge on average is 6 per cent or
approximately $50, so one's $850 becomes $800. The taxation office takes a fee for
administering the funds. I cannot recall off the top of my head the sum. Therefore, the
amount of money left is less than $800. It will take a minimum of 11 years for that $800
to get back to $1 000 and in normal years it would take 15 to 20 years. Australians have
been told that superannuation is what they can retire on. The 12 per cent contribution
that the Federal Government is saying that people must move to take them into old age
will not protect people because the fund will not be there.

We must also look at what happens to the $800 once it is invested. The fund managers in
the superannuation field had the magnificent result in 1994 of minus 6 per cent as an
average for the industry. So not only would one's $1 000 in 1994 be reduced to $800 but
also it would be reduced further because the fund managers lose 6 per cent on average.
Those fund managers are also putting 30 per cent of the funds outside Australia. The
argument about superannuation funds being the salvation for savings in Australia is a
nonsense. It cannot and will not work. The fund managers have no interest in using
those funds as a capital base. The use of the fund for savings should not be argued about.
If we follow the system that the Japanese adopted in 1950 of allowing tax deductions for
certain deposits in the banking system and for that money to go out at a rate of 5 per cent
or 6 per cent, industry, whether fanning, small business or major corporations, will be
much better able to meet the requirements at 5 per cent or 6 per cent than at 15 per cent
or 16 per cent, even though large corporations probably pay 10 per cent. At a time when
a change to the Federal Government obviously is imminent we should be pushing the
federal coalition to get rid of this nonsense of a forced contribution to superannuation,
which will be proved not to work.
Mr Bradshaw: What will happen to the savings of workers who change jobs?

Mr TRENORDEN: They will lose thousands and thousands of dollars. The scheme does
not work and has no prospect of working. Some of the push is coming from the
Singapore model but our model does not closely resemble it. The big difference between
Australia and Singapore is that the Singapore nation has had a growth rate of around 10
per cent for as many decades as one might go back.
Dr Watson interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: I am saying that the member's Federal Government and its model
both stink. It has done a great deal of good for the Singapore people but Australia is not
comparable to Singapore. The return required by the fund managers in Australia is too
high because of the high cost of attracting the money. They are chasing obscure ways of
attracting return on funds and there will be regular losses like those of 1994. One area
into which those fund managers locked themselves was shopping centres, which brings
me to one of my favourite subjects, that of commercial tenancies.
This House will see some time this year a commercial tenancy Bill. Members know that
I have a high interest in the subject. To provide some background, 1990 saw an all-
consuming push for an open economy which involved natural resources, capital
expenditure, labour and technology. The last three areas have all been deregulated.
There is much talk about deregulation of the labour force. Finance and money have been
deregulated. Technology and the super highway are heavily into deregulation. However,
with natural resources we are regulating fast and going the other way. We have the
Mabo decision, the save the forests movement, conservation issues, logging and planning
issues in the metropolitan area which have locked up land and people's ability to gain
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access to it and derive economic benefit from it. That area has not been deregulated and
one might ask why. The reason is that it is the province of the powerful or politically
powerful. Land is always a key element of power, and in a commercial tenancy it is just
as important because planning for the metropolitan area locks away certain areas within a
captive population and enables a small group of people to achieve a monopoly over
activity. Retailers who want access to retailing space must go where the centres are
located. The people must go where the planning system says there is space. The owner
of that space has an absolute monopoly in economic terms. As a retailer one simply
cannot open across the road. Our planning legislation says that is against the law and that
one must operate within a centre which the planning process has given to an individual
for monopolistic purposes. Therefore, there is little competition and no market forces.
The only force in the market is controlled, that is, the control of the space offered to the
lessee or small retailer which contains no market provisions. The rental paid by the
tenant can only go up. All leases provide that he will pay the same rental or an increased
rental. No rent decrease provisions are offered on leases in those shopping centres.
When the 1990s and the depression came along and the market failed, how did the
market fare for small retailers? They went bankrupt in their thousands and when they
went bankrupt and space was made available in a shopping centre, the landlord offered
the space, often at a reduced price. Landlords allow a reduction for new tenants, but will
not allow a reduction for old tenants. The interesting point is that when space becomes
available in shopping centres, the existing retailers who are locked into their leases must
pick up the shortfall. Therefore, those costs are distributed among the tenants of the
shopping centre and the landlord takes no responsibility whatsoever. There is no market
in that area. In the past 20 years the cost of this monopoly called "retail space" has
escalated well beyond the economic rate, the GDP or any other market indicator.
Throughout Australia, small retailers are demanding equality. New South Wales last
year was forced to move from a code of practice which had been operating for some
years to enacting legislation. The Trade Practices Commission, albeit belatedly, is
looking seriously at becoming involved in the process. Here in Westemn Australia, the
Act is being reviewed.
This problem with commercial tenancies has a direct effect on the economy. In all of
this, the consumer pays. The scenario is that the powerful control and the retailers go
bankrupt. Currently, the powerful are telling us to allow the market to prevail. However,
where is the market? Consumers are pursuing wage increases because of cost of living
increases and at the moment retailers are swimnming against the tide. This issue of
commercial tenancies will be discussed in this House in the not too distant future and I
will take a keen interest in that debate. Unfortunately, many Westemn Australians are not
bothered about it because they do not understand the direct relationship between
commercial tenancies and their costs. However, it is a direct relationship.
The third issue I wish to raise relates to tyre management in this State. I have taken a
very keen interest in this issue for many years now. A few years ago, a major tyre dump,
I think at Bmndoon or somewhere in the Gingin shire, caught fire and cost $600 000 to
clean up. There was also a much smaller fire at the Town of Northam tip and, in the
Town of Toodyay which is in my electorate, a gully was filled with thousands of tyres
and covered with soil. I and a number of people were outraged by that and we reacted.
Currently, in the Toodyay shire, a quarry is being used for the dumping of tyres. I have
taken time to look at waste tyre management. I have been to the Royal Melbourne
Institute of Technology and spoken to eminent scientists about the problem. There is no
doubt now that used tyres are a resource. We should allow the people who are involved
in recycling tyres in myriad ways to draw a line across the industry so that they can
access all used tyres so that there is enough force in the market to enable them to
produce. The member for Pilbara is not in the Chamber. However, he would be
interested to know that used tyres can be used as a source for explosives in the mining
industry. One company alone would burn up 2 000 tonnes in the north west. There are
many other uses for tyres. When I was at the Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, I
was showed a couple of products that have been developed for a major Australian
retailer. They have gone out to patent and I promised that I would not say anything about
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the products. However, I have seen with my own eyes the products made from tyres.
There is no need to dump tyres. We need to use this resource for industry in Western
Australia. I believe that everyone operating in the market now should be listed and no
new operators should be allowed for three to five years, preferably five years, so that
these people can put capital into the industry and obtain a return before it is opened up.
Mr Catania: Would setting up this industry of used tyres need a change to the legislation
in Western Australia? Used tyres must be able to travel at a certain speed. We now have
the most stringent legislation which does not allow the second-hand market in Western
Australia.
Mr TRENORDEN: It does not need legislation. It needs a more relaxed attitude by the
Minister for Police.
Mr Catania: Doesn't legislation require that tyres must be able to travel at a certain
speed?
Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, 140 kilometres per hour. However, nobody is allowed to do
140 kmnh on our roads.
Mr Catania: Why doesn't the Minister allow these people to come in with second-hand
tyres? He is stopping a very good industry from starting in Western Australia.
Mr TRENORDEN: There is no argument from me. I am suggesting that it should be
opened up. We do not have to pass legislation to do that. However, we may have to
create a list so that we do not allow people to come in as secondary players in the
industry and prevent people in this State from developing an industry. I know there is an
element of WA Inc in that. However, the net result for all Western Australians would be
beneficial.
Mr Catania: You are saying that government intervention is warranted at this time?
Mr TRENORDEN: That is what I am saying. I support that position totally.
In the few minutes that I have left, I want to refer to my home town of Northam and some
pressures that are being placed on the people of that town. I know from the media that
these pressures are occurring in almost every town in the State. There is a lot of tension
involving the youth of my town. Every January I send out a survey to my constituents
and ask them about their major concerns and every year law and order is at the top of the
list. Those concerns are not about murder, rape and pillaging. What is upsetting the
people of Western Australia is kids throwing rocks through windows, kids confronting
people in streets, kids beating up other kids in the street, kids being aggressive on
football fields and kids being totally disrespectful to seniors in the street. Generally,
people are concerned about these kids being so aggressive. It is a serious matter and it
has worried me more as I have seen the problem grow. Tensions are increasing not only
in my electorate but also in all communities of Western Australia. I do not believe any of
us in this Chamber are doing anyone any favours by not talking about the issue. In my
town, there has never been any great racial problem between Aborigines and whites until
recently. However, it is now a problem with kids having too much time on their hands
and getting into strife. They do not understand that after a while it all gets out of control.
When it gets out of control and the young people run home to mum and dad, the parents
sometimes cannot handle it and start fighting. All of a sudden there are serious problems.
Mr Marlborough: Your Government is cutting back funding in all those areas where
dollars need to be spent in the community to set up programs.
Mr TRENORDEN: That is not my experience. The previous Labor Government
introduced the Northam Outreach program which is still running and other programs
have been added to.
Mr Marlborough: Generally throughout the community that is not happening.
Mr TRENORDEN: I can speak only for my electorate, I do not know what is happening
in the member's electorate. I will ask for resources in a couple of areas. I am not
arguing with the member for Peel because I believe this is a very serious matter. I have
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confidence that I can find those resources, but we need some interaction on this issue
before the main agencies, such as police and the courts, are involved. Peer pressure must
be put on those groups. As a country member of Parliament I recognise that is more
available to country communities than the city. If a juvenile offends in my town the
secrecy provisions do not apply because everybody knows who has committed the
offence. Everybody knows who is misbehaving and getting into trouble. I shall spend
time on that in my electorate in the immediate future and I expect support from the
appropriate agencies. However, those community problems are the problems of the
community; we should not look to the police, to this Chamber or to the Department for
Community Development to solve all those problems. The people should resolve them,
and I shall seek to become involved in that in the weeks to come.
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [5.12 pm]: I shall address the effect this Government is
having on the people I represent in the Peel electorate who have suffered dramatically
from the policies of this Government. In the past two years legislation has been
introduced which has slashed household incomes and reduced people's ability to spend
their incomes on the family.
[Quorum formed.]
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The families I represent have been dramatically affected by this
Government. I am pleased to be back in the Parliament in 1995 because I believe this isthe year the facade of this Government will be removed and people will understand what
it is all about. As a result of the legislation introduced in the past two years people are
starting to see how this Government intends to control Western Australia. It is nodifferent from the conservative Government that was in office under Sir Charles Court,
the father of the present Premier. It has in place all the draconian legislation of those
former days. Section 54B of the Police Act has been replaced by workplace agreements.
Once workplace agreements have been signed by an employer and employee, they are
locked away for five years and people cannot talk about them or divulge information
about them. The penalty for doing so is a fine or imprisonment. Under section 54B thePremier's father made it possible for three people who met on a street corner and spoke
together to be charged with inciting a riot. We all remember the actions of the Premier's
father towards the Aboriginal people in the Noonkanbah situation. The rhetoric we heardfrom Sir Charles Court then is the same as we hear from his son, the present Premier,
today. It takes us back to the late 1970s when the conservative Government attacked
those people least able to defend themselves - the Aborigines.
The Premier is the Bruce Grobbelaar of Western Australian politics. What are the
similarities between the Premier and Bruce Grobbelaar, the goalkeeper in England who
has recently been charged with taking money under false pretences for fixing soccer
matches? This Premier is no different from Bruce Grobbelaar. He uses the people of
Western Australia to fill the stadium, says he represents them, and then picks a team he
knows that under normal circumstances he can thrash, such as the Aboriginal people. He
has on his side the forefront of industry which supports his view. The rule of the game is
to batter the Federal Government around the ears. For what purpose? Bruce Grobbelaar
was doing it simply for self. This Premier is the same. He never had any intention of
bettering the plight of Aboriginal people; he knew when he challenged the Mabo decision
in the High Court what the outcome would be, just as Bruce Grobbelaar knew the results
of the soccer matches when he took payments. To cover his actions, Bruce Grobbelaar
would dive around and put on a spectacular performance that gained cheers from a
certain section of the crowd. The Premier, having taken $10m from taxpayers, knew the
outcome before he went on the playing field, and knew that it would not advance the
cause of Aboriginal people or extend benefits to the resource industry. In fact, it has put
the resource industry back many years. It is all to do with the Premier's perception of his
standing in the community. The wimp tag had stuck. What did the Premier do? He did
not have any new, innovative ideas; he went back to his father's rhetoric and decided to
kick the lowest common denominator. He decided to use all the prejudice he could
generate in the community against the Aboriginal people. At the end of the day it did not
matter to him that he had taken $10m of taxpayers' money or that he had dragged the
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Mabo legislation through the courts. He was satisfied that he had battered the Federal
Government around the ears and had gained some points, and had battered the Aboriginal
people and gained a few more points. Like Bruce Grobbelaar, the Premier, who is the
custodian of this State, stood in goal aided and abetted by his defence team - the member
for Albany who helped with the court actions, the Attorney General who also assisted,
and Cabinet in general. This Bruce Grobbelaar of Western Australian politics went into
goal and allowed seven goals to be kicked against him. The result was 7:0. Just as Bruce
Grobbelaar has been taken through the legal process and will be judged because of his
willingness to play in soccer matches in which he knew what the outcome would be
because of his actions, so in 1995 we shall see the facade stripped from this Government.
The people of Western Australia will see beyond the cheap trick by this Premier, they
will recognise what he is about and that he is the Bruce Grobbelaar of Western Australian
politics and, like Grobbelaar, they will make their own judgment. It is some two years
away, but I am confident that will be one of the reasons that people will make a severe
judgment of this Government.
I am delighted to be here because* it is not only in that area that people are now beginning
to recognise what this Government is all about and what it hides behind. The
Government carries with it its legacy of 1993 and 1994. It has played a significant role in
this House of covering up for the misdeeds of the Attorney General and her husband in
their involvement in Wanneroo Inc. It has covered up for the misdeeds of Dr Wayne
Bradshaw. I remind the member for Wellington, the brother of Dr Wayne Bradshaw, that
this is the year that Dr Wayne Bradshaw will be nailed by the courts of this land. I am
delighted to remind him that the people of Western Australia will not forget. I remind
the member for Whitford, the former Mayor of Wanneroo, that he has no great moral
shield to hold up and his role will be revealed. I am delighted that the member for
Wanneroo is being brought closer to the firing line. The people of Western Australia
have already passed judgment on the member for Wanneroo, but this year so too will the
courts. We are not finished with the member for Wanneroo. We are not finished with
the Attorney General.
During the latest preselection round we are. seeing behind the facade of the Liberal Party.
Decent Australians are concerned about how the political process is being run and
orchestrated by people like Dr Wayne Bradshaw, Crichton-Browne, the Attorney
General, and the Premier and his family. The Leader of the House is a decent Australian
whose political views differ from mine on 99 per cent of matters, but we do agree from
the events of the last three or four weeks in the State that we cannot allow a political
process to be run by this mob of crooks and vagabonds. We are seeing in the Liberal
Party a revolt the likes of which we have never seen before in the Western Australian
political process. It will not go away in five minutes. It will not go away if Allan Rocher
is replaced by Ken Court. We are aware that those decent Liberals who want to see a
tough and honest political party are sick of the crooks having their hands on the political
purse strings and putting these terrible people into Parliament at both the state and federal
levels. They want out. Let us not kid ourselves.
The people of Western Australia are looking beyond what is occurring in this House at
the moment. They are seeing a political party which is beginning to decay because it has
no ideology to hold it together. The only ideology that drives it is greed, and it always
has been. One could not put 20 members of the Liberal and National Parties in the same
room and come out with a single position about how society should be looked after and
how people should be cared for. In Western Australia today the extreme of the
conservative movement is determining how this society should be looked after. Every
family in this State is being affected by the bad policies of this Government, which come
from the far right clique of the Liberal Party. That clique determines who shall sit on the
front bench. The latest decision of the Crichton-Browne clique is that the member for
Helena shall sit on the front bench and push her way through the movement, not because
of her ability but because Crichton-Browne and the Premier believe the member for
Helena is the sort of person whom they want on the front bench.
How is that picture of darkness and evil reflected in policy? It is driven by greed, and
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because it needs to constantly feed that monster which it has created, it does what its
masters want it to do, pushing aside the needs and wants of Western Australians. We see
that in regard to water resources, where pensioners receive no assistance and have to pay
for every drop of water they use. We see that in the 40 a litre fuel levy. Everyone knows
that we have the best road system in Australia and no member opposite would argue
otherwise. The number of kilometres of roads per capita in this State is greater than in
any other State in Australia. We see that in the $50 licence levy. I do not know how
National Party members have sat here for over 12 months and copped it sweet because if
I were a farmer with half a dozen vehicles that had to go out on the road and had to pay
$300 or $500 a year, I would be screaming because I would regard it as an unreasonable
impost, regardless of what the National and Liberal Parties tell me the debt is. You
know, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Ainsworth), as a country representative that that is what
farmers are saying when they are in their sporting clubs after golf or cricket. That is what
they are saying and the member for Cottesloe has picked up on it. He knows there is a
vacuum in the Liberal Party for a caring and concerned leader. How can people give
credit to a party which allows the member for Riverton to be a star? He is regarded by
everyone as the most uncaring and unkind Minister that this State has seen for 20-odd
years. The member for Riverton said on radio that many of the former State Print
workers had found jobs in the private sector. The reality is that three or four of them
have jobs but the remainder are in non-permanent jobs elsewhere in the government
sector. They do not know from one week to the next what will be their future.
Mr Kierath: Of course they do.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: They do not know from one week to the next whether they will
be picking up leaves at Rockinghanm Beach for the Main Roads Department, sweeping up
gravel along the foreshore, or working as a cleaner in the Education Department. This
Minister has thrown them on the social scrap heap, yet people on that side of the House
laud this mad dog as a saviour! The people who are lauding him are the same people
who are running the Liberal Party. The member for Riverton is a reflection of this evil
group of people who are putting in place policies affecting ordinary men and women.
The member for Cottesloe and I both know - we do not have to talk about it in the
corridors or run into each other at the Weld Club - that many Western Australians do not
accept this behaviour. The member for Riverton may win support with five or 10 per
cent but not one public servant would sing his praises today. It does not matter to the
Minister whether it is a head of a department or a labourer. He is driven by his ideology.
He kicks them out into the gutter. He defies the legal process to do it, just as he indicated
at question time when asked by the member for Victoria Park whether he gave directions
to the Director of Health about senior staff members being removed. The answer was not
elongated. It was a three letter answer - yes.
I am thankful that he does not run into a telephone booth and ring Crichton-Browne all
the time. He will not have Crichton-Browne covering his backside for ever because we
will have some processes in the parliamentary system to give us the opportunity to look
at what he did with the Health portfolio and with senior members at the department. We
will have committees of the House, and the Auditor General will look at what the
Minister did.
Unfortunately, this Government is full of people who demonstrate to the average West
Australian as each year goes by, each month that Parliament sits, how out of touch it is
with people's needs. For the past two years the Government has tried to take away from
the Federal Government everything that is good. Everything evil - and according to
government members Mabo is evil - is blamed on the Federal Government. They claim
responsibility for anything good, such as job creation. They say they are keeping
inflation down at the state level; unemployment is decreasing and they say they brought
that about. However, they never come up with a policy that demonstrates that they did
anything in that regard. Like all State Governments they say, '"We are the State
Government, and all those good things are our responsibility." Just as people in New
South Wales did with Mr Fahey last Saturday - and he has offered the same rhetoric for
four years - at the end of the day intelligent Australians see beyond the facade.
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Mr Kierath: How is your approval rate?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Very good.
People see beyond the facade and that is what has happened in New South Wales. The
Minister can rave on all he likes about the popularity of the Prime Minister. Let us say
that he is as unpopular as the member for Geraldton. That would be extremely
unpopular! Let us say that he is as unpopular as the Minister. That supports the
argument that the intelligent New South Wales population saw beyond how unpopular he
was and put in a State Labor Government. For four years, all that Fahey had going for
him was to stand up with no policies except to bash the unions. The member for
Riverton does that. He kicks the unions and the public servants. The Crichton-Browne
faction leader on that side of the House does that. The Minister put in place all the
policies that will ensure people going through the factory gate cannot be sure whether
they have a position or a wage or certain conditions. After four years, all Fahey could
say was that the State Government of New South Wales brought us the Olympics! We
would have given anything to get the Olympics. Any government would, but he
delivered it. Even after that people saw beyond the facade.
The Leader of the House now recognises that fact. He is the smartest politician on that
side of the House. He realises that the thinking men and women of Western Australia see
beyond the facade. He has recognised that the Crichton-Browne group has reached its
peak and is about to fall into the abyss on the other side. He is leading the pack. He will
make sure he is behind the Crichton-Browne mob - and that includes the Premier and his
brother. He is snapping at their heels and backsides, making sure they go down the abyss
as soon as possible. He does not bring it down to personalities. He is a politician. He
looks at the political reality. He knows they must go down the abyss if this Government
is to have a chance of winning the next state election. With the policies promoted so far,
no way can it win the next election. No way can this Government which put 40 a litre on
petrol, removed the water allowance, and split SECWA, win. The Government has
created a need for not one payment to SECWA every quarter but two. My mum now
makes two trips a month to the post office by bus. To make it more difficult for my
mum, the bus system will be privatised. So my 69 year old mum will not be able to get
on a bus easily; a bus will not run on that route because it will not be profitable. The
Government will take away the route system from my mum and the many other mums in
this State. These people will receive two bills every quarter, and the buses will be
difficult to catch. That will really help those people! That is what this Government is all
about. It continues to cut back viciously any progressive, innovative scheme in the
community. The Government bleats on. It set up a boot camp under the authority of the
Attorney General, who I hope will be in one by the end of the year.
The Government set up a boot camp and at the same time cut out community programis.
The Kwinana and Rockingham area has not had an out of school program since August
last year. The State's second largest growth area has received no such funding. Over the
past eight years, the electorate of Peel has enjoyed a growth rate of 27.5 per cent and in
Wanneroo it was 33.3 per cent, but we have received no out of school programs funding
since August 1994. The programs have been cut for first home buyers and low income
families. People are looking at their quality of life. They see beyond the rhetoric about
the debt left by the previous Government. When members opposite talk about WA Inc
and the debt they forget that people know that in the two years before the Carmen
Lawrence Government was beaten, WA Inc and the cost of the royal commission had
been called in. In her final two years Carmen Lawrence did not put up taxes to pay for
the debt. It was managed by that Government. I have no argument that there was a
debt -

Mr C.J. Barnett: The debt went up $Ilb a year.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It did not, and the Leader of the House knows it. I give the
Leader of the House some credit for his intelligence. In the last two years of the
Lawrence Government when the debt was known, did the Lawrence Government put up
taxes?
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Mr C.J. Barnett: It borrowed.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Of course it did not. That is the reason that every country
member on that side of the House is being questioned about the $50 levy -

Several members interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: They are not saying that any more. Why did the National Party
have the removal of the levy on its agenda at its last state conference? The levy had not
been in place for five months, yet a motion by the state conference was to have it
removed. Not too many National Party members were blaming the Labor Party. They
were putting the blame at the Liberal Party's doorstep. That is why members opposite
tried to get it removed. People are waking up. I am happy that members opposite
continue to hide behind their masks and ignore what people think.
This evil web - Crichton-Browne and Richard Court - have put their people into the
parliamentary system both here and federally. They are the same people who are now
setting about decimating the health system in Western Australia. If members opposite go
into any major hospital today they will hear senior administrators saying, "We do not
know what is going on in the Health Department." Is it not a tragedy that we have some
of the finest medicos and health administrators in the world in this State, yet if one
speaks to them on the telephone or runs into them at functions and asks what is the likely
outcome of health in their region, they will say they do not know? This whole regional
concept put up by the previous Minister is up for grabs. If one goes into the Rockingham
and Fremantle Hospitals today and asks the hospital administrators what they see
happening to the extra $1 l1in that was guaranteed to go to the south west metropolitan
area from July this year, they will say they fear it will go back to a central system and
disappear into the health Bermuda Tri~ngle of Royal Perth, Princess Margaret and Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospitals. Less than six months ago those administrators were looking
to the regional plan to help the health system, but they now see it being taken away.

Amendment to Motion

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

but we regret to inform Your Excellency that ordinary working Western
Australian families are bearing the unfair burden of coalition government
policies which -

(1) impose excessive taxes and charges;
(2) undermine job security in the public sector and create insecurity

and uncertainty of a magnitude that is impacting on family life;
and

(3) destroy the fabric of community services through ideologically
driven privatisation and contracting out, which appear to bear no
relationship to efficiencies.

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park -Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.42 pm]: One of the
primary responsibilities of a State Government in our federal system is to ensure that the
conduct of government does not impact unfairly on ordinary working families. The
reason there is a special responsibility for State Governments is the peculiar way we
organise our system of federal and state taxes. It means that many taxes and charges
imposed at the state level have a particularly severe impact o n ordinary working families.
If a State Government does not manage those issues well, it can have a dramatic impact
on the ability'of ordinary families to conduct their affairs in a way that will enable them
to live the sort of life we believe all Western Australians should be able to live. This
occurs not only through the general taxes and charges placed upon Westemn Australians
and which flow into consolidated revenue, such as payroll tax, stamp duties, tobacco
licence fees, land tax, financial institutions duty, TAB betting tax, totalisator duty,
bookmakers' betting tax, debits tax and probate duty. More importantly, we are also
talking about the whole range of charges imposed by statutory authorities on Western
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Australian citizens through, for example, the transport system, the gas and electricity
utilities, and the Water Authority, and they have a very significant impact on families.
I want to put this discussion about the living standards of ordinary families in a context.
It is provided by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia in its
economic review. It is always a very good and well researched document, which is put
together by Nicky Cusworth. A table in this report is very important, and every Western
Australian and national politician should read it. It indicates that household debt as a
percentage of disposable income has increased very sharply in the past couple of years.
When that happens there should be warning signs to us as politicians in relation to the
pressures that can be placed on ordinary working families. The first warning must go to
the Federal Government about interest rates. It is true that interest rates have been kept
low in Australia. The sharp increase in debt that has occurred in recent years has only
just started to filter through in increased interest payments as a proportion of income.
This is because the level of debt has grown and overtaken the generally low interest rates
wve have had in our country. The clear warning to the Federal Government is that if
interest rates rise, the pressures that will be placed on ordinary working families, given
their level of debt, will be very significant.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you agree with the Deputy Prime Minister that last year's Budget
was too soft?
Dr GALLOP: The Federal Government must have a very tough Budget to ensure that
interest rates do not rise.
Let us look at the way in which State Governments can impact on those sorts of figures.
The same argument that we put to the Federal Government about interest rates must also
be put to the State Government in relation to taxes and charges. Given those levels of
household debt and the implications that has for the ability of a family to conduct their
lives free of the insecurity and stresses and strains that occur when that debt is exposed to
sharp increases in interest rates on the one hand, or taxes and charges on the other hand,
it raises an important issue for us as politicians.
What do we find with this State Government? Is there a sensitivity to the concerns of
ordinary working families? Is there a sensitivity to their economic needs and welfare?
No, we find the good old coalition Government tradition - tax, tax and tax again! That
has been the history of conservative Governments in this State; increases in taxes and
charges on ordinary working people, followed by Labor Governments which put on the
brakes. The record shows that every time.
Mr Omodei: That is absolute rubbish! You should do a quick calculation of the amount
of money your Government wasted in 10 years.
Dr GALLOP: The rhetoric of the conservatives is always the opposite of their practice.
That is the great truth of Australian politics. Let us look at their practice. Let us take an
ordinary working family in Western Australia, comprising two parents and two children.
Let us say that family lives in a suburb such as Greenwood. One child is at school and
the other is studying in a TAFE college. Let us take the past 12 months of this
conservative Government and look at the sorts of imposts placed upon that family.
The family wake up in the morning, and Dad or Mum goes out to water the lawn. The
first thing that happens is that the meter starts ticking over. The 150 kiolitre free
allowance was reduced by 75k1 last financial year, and the remaining 75k1 was removed
this financial year. We see the irnpact on them being $44, if we also include the increase
in the general sewerage and drainage rate in the metropolitan area. That family is hit for
$44 a year before the day starts. They have showers and water the lawn, and it is $44 for
Mr Court before they start the day.
Mr Omodei: Forty-four dollars?
Dr GALLOP: For a year. That is the annual effect on them.
Mr Omodei: Forty-four dollars? What is that on? Sewerage or water?
Dr GALLOP: That is on everything - all of the water related charges.
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Mr Omodei: Tell the truth for a change.
Dr GALLOP: I did tell the truth. I referred to water rates and sewerage rates. They then
turn on their lights and their gas stove. It is true that the rates for these were kept within
the consumer price index. However, there has been an increase in the CPI of 5 per cent.
If they were paying an average of $100 a month they will now pay an extra $130
annually. They have had their showers, they have watered their lawns and they have
been struck by the Court Government. They turn on their electricity and they turn on
their gas stove and they are again struck by the Court Government. They have not even
begun their day and the Court Government is intervening in their lives. They have their
breakfast and the time comes for them to go to work. In that type of family, the working
member of the family, be it the mother or the father, would probably drive to work and
now has to pay a $50 levy a year on his or her motor vehicle licence. Young Johnny who
goes to TAPE probably also drives a car and he has to pay the $50 levy also. When they
go onto their driveway to get into their cars, the Court Government again intervenes in
their lives. They then drive down to the local garage to get petrol. The welcome they get
when they arrive at the garage is that they have to pay an extra 40 a litre for their petrol.
If they spend $25 a week on fuel, that totals another $200 'a year for that family. They
have done well! They have had to pay $50 levy on their motor vehicle licence and they
have to pay an extra $200 for fuel because of the 40 a litre increase in the price of petrol.
For that sort of family to spend $25 a week on petrol would probably be a reasonable
estimate of actual costs.
Members of this family also must use public transport. The person who is not in the
labour market must do various things every day. The second child also must use public
transport every day. We estimate that, as a result of the increases in the cost of public
transport, one adult and one child using public transport throughout the year would pay
an extra $150 because of Court Government intervention in their lives. Going off to
work every day, they feel the Court Government's intervention in their normal activities.
This family lives in Greenwood.
Mr Lewis: They have money to spend which they did not have before.
Dr GALLOP: The Minister's insensitivity to the needs of low income families is
remarkable. At the weekend, mum and dad decide that they want to get away from the
city and go to a national park. What happens when they arrive at that national park?
They must pay a fee to visit all national parks in Western Australia. That is more
intervention by the Court Government in their daily lives. On the way to the national
park they decide to visit a relative who happens to be a farmer and have afternoon tea
with him. This relative happens to live in Tammin. I know it is a fairly long route if they
go to a national park via Tammin. However, they enjoy that trip. Their relative is a
farmer by the name of Tony York about whom The West Australian wrote an article on
13 February 1995. He probably has more vehicles than most farmers. However, as you
know only too well, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Ainsworth), farmers have many vehicles,
not because they want them but because they need them. Mr York has 18 vehicles on his
property and must pay the Court Government $900 a year because of the $50 levy. He
tells the family from Greenwood, his relatives, what he thinks of the Court Government
and he also tells the National Party Mlinister for Transport what he thinks of it. However,
the Minister for Transport supports the needs of the coalition Government and will not
support legislation to abolish the levy. After listening to the farmer complain about the
Court Government's impost, my family then travels to the national park but finds it must
pay a fee to visit one of our great national assets.
Unfortunately, when they arrive home on Sunday evening they find that one of their
dearly loved relatives has passed away. The Court Government has not yet finished with
them. They find that they must pay to the Court Government an extra $30 for cremation
fees. The reality of conservative government is taxes on ordinary working people. It has
always been that way and it continues. This family is a little upset about its experience
with taxes and charges imposed upon their everyday lives. Mum and Dad go to their
local member of Parliament -
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Mr C.J. Barnett: I hope it is not you. If it is, they would have had a terrible week.
Dr GALLOP: No, they enjoy coming to me. They say to their local member, "Those are
the ordinary taxes and charges imposed upon us. What is it like for the rest of the
Western Australian community?" One tax that I have referred to - the 40 a litre increase
on fuel - goes into the consolidated fund. In just two years, this Government's tax
revenue has increased by 75 per cent and, in the same time, inflation has been running at
around 2 per cent. This Government has collected nearly $lb of extra revenue for the
consolidated fund in the past two years. Part of that $lb is an estimate of what we think
it will get for the rest of the 1994-95 financial year. Therefore, this Government is not
only hitting the everyday lives of people with taxes and charges imposed by government
authorities; it has also imposed on them general tax increases totalling $lb that have
occurred in the past two years. As a result, the Bureau of Statistics says in a report that
came out in December that the rate of taxation per person in Western Australia has
increased sharply from $1 471 in 1992 to $1 692 in 1993-94. We have now overtaken
South Australia as the highest taxing State in Australia. What a record this Court
Government has not only in the general taxes and charges that it imposes upon the
citizens of this State, but also in the specific charges that it places upon the people.
I return to my initial comment. This Government has a special responsibility to ordinary
working families because state government taxes and charges impact upon their daily
living standards very severely. Given that household debt has increased to 65 per cent of
disposable income, the State must play its role in looking after those people. The Federal
Government must play its role by ensuring the market does not bring about an increase in
interest rates. The State Government has not been playing its role in protecting the
ordinary working families and that was revealed to this State most graphically with the
increase of 40 a litre on fuel tax. That tax which has been imposed on the ordinary
citizens, some of whom use their vehicles for work-related duties, is hurting many
people. The message must get through to this Government that it needs to give a higher
priority to the ordinary working families because of the pressures which have been
placed upon them. History never changes and the one rule of Western Australian
political history is that conservative Governments continually tax the ordinary people.
That has been the experience of two years of coalition government in Western Australia.

Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.30 pm
MR BROWN (Morley) [7.33 pm]: In supporting the amendment I will refer to the
Government's recent decision to slash funding to non-government peak organisations in
this State. Members will be aware that social services in this State are primarily provided
by the non-government sector, which is funded by commonwealth and state departments
and agencies, particularly through the Department for Community Development. The
non-government sector caters for the interests of families, seniors, the homeless, women
fleeing domestic violence and young people; in other words, the less advantaged in the
community. The non-government sector is served by peak organisations which speak on
behalf of non-government groups or which seek to advocate on behalf of the less
powerful in the community.
In the past these non-government organisations, which have advocated social change to
look after the less advantaged in the community, have been supported by government by
way of direct funding. Some time ago the Minister for Community Development decided
to carry out a review of the funding arrangements for non-government peak
organisations. That review was conducted by Shane Solomon and Associates, which
prepared a report for the Minister in July 1994. That report has now become available
and it did not make any single recommendation on the future funding of non-government
peak organisations, but put forward a number of options for the Minister to consider.
The report was completed in July 1994 and the Minister publicly announced his decision
on it on 7 March 1995. It took the Minister in the order of eight months to digest the
contents of the report. I agree that there is no reason that a Minister, having
commissioned a report, is bound to either accept or reject it or make a decision on it.
However, it is extraordinary that a report of this nature should gather dust for eight
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months before a decision was made on it. Be that as it may, it is interesting to note that
the decision on funding non-government peak organisations was made after the Cabinet
reshuffle. Perhaps that reshuffle had more to do with the Minister's announcement being
late.
Notwithstanding the report or the recommendations in it, the Minister has set down new
funding arrangements for non-government peak organisations and they do not follow any
of the recommendations contained in the report. It is an interesting state of affairs: The
Minister received a report which sets out a series of recommendations and it gathered
dust for eight months before it was acted upon. Finally, the Government brought down a
decision which indicates that the Minister has decided to do his own thing and ignore the
recommendations in that report. In its wisdom the Government decided to significantly
cut funding to non-government peak organisations.
Members will be aware of the Western Australian Council of Social Services, which is a
prestigious organisation and has a proud history of speaking on behalf of the
underprivileged and less fortunate in our society. The generous decision of the Minister
for Community Development was to slash the funding to that group from $285 000 per
annum to $100 000. It is interesting to note that the current funding to non-government
peak organisations totals $850 000 and is allocated as follows - Council of Homeless
Persons, $23 000; Learning Centre Link, $99 000; Volunteer Centre, $76 000; Western
Australian Council of Social Services, $285 000; Western Institute of Self Help,
$113 000; Women's Refuge Group $53 000; Youth Accommodation Coalition, $23 000;
South Eastern Community Development Council, $21 000; Family Support Association
$23 000; Youth Affairs Council of Western Australia, $110 000; Western Australian
Federation of Rural Youth, $20 000; and the Bunbury Community Group, $39 000. The
Minister determined that funding would be slashed and it would be allocated according to
a determination made by the Minister.
Mr Nicholls: You received a letter outlining it.
Mr BROWN: I have a letter, I will deal with that later.' How that determination will be
reached no-one knows, other than that the Western Australian Council of Social Services
funding would be reduced by $185 000 and three other lots of funding of $30 000 each
will be allocated to peak organisations 'in youth, refuges, shelters and the like and family
support. That decision is not in accord with any of the recommendations in the Solomon
report. There is no indication in the Minister's press statement about why that decision
was made. Following that statement, considerable activity took place in the non-
government sector and representations were- made to the Premier, Ministers and
backbenchers. That seemed to result in a letter of clarification from the Minister to
everyone. It indicated that the Government would not be cutting funding to those peak
organisations but would shift the category by which some of those peak organisations are
funded. Groups such as the Western Institute of Self Help, rather than be funded from
fun&e under the peaks programi, would be funded from the family support program. I am
pleased the Minister is here because he will be able to clarify to many of those non-
government groups which of them will be funded next year. Will they all be funded next
year with the exception. of WACOS S, the youth accommodation services and the Council
of the Homeless?
Mr Nicholls: There will be four peak bodies, WACOSS and bodies for accommodation,
youth and family support. All the other agencies funded under the previous terminology
of "peak" will have their funding assessed under the services they provide. That will be
part of the mapping exercise based on priorities in each district and they will all be
funded until the end of June. They will be notified about any changes in funding prior to
that.
Mr BROWN: I understand what the Minister is talking about when he refers to mapping
in terms of services for particular districts. However, the Western Institute of Self Help
does not provide services for a district. It is a group that seeks to establish self help
groups for the State. It operates across the metropolitan area and throughout the State.
Mr Nicholls: Its services are available to all districts across the State.
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Mr BROWN: The volunteer centre operates likewise.
Mr Nicholls interjected.
Mr BROWN: That is right. The question is not so much which agencies will be in
metropolitan zones 1, 2 or 3, but rather will those groups be funded on a State basis?
Mr Nicholls: They will receive funding, but the level of funding will be tied to the
services they provide. The volunteer centre has a role that supports volunteers across the
State, but it may also undertake services specifically for an area or for a given tine on
behalf of, or with the agreement of, the department. It is not a case of saying a global
allocation of funds will be made. They wI be funded for each service they provide.
Some of those services will be statewide, some will be area specific and some will be
time specific.
Mr BROWN: When will they be given the details?
Mr Nicholls: The funding information about services will go out in the next week or so.
I hope that agencies will be informed of the recommendations before the end of April.
They will have an opportunity to appeal to me or express their concern if they do not like
the recommendations. I would like to see the final decision made before the end of May.
Mr BROWN: These organisations employ staff. If their funding ends on 30 June -
Mr Nicholls: Anybody who will lose funding that may impact on staff will have at least
three months from the date they are advised so that their staff can be accommodated, or
so that plans can be made for changes. That is a valid issue that the sector has raised with
me and I agreed with those concerns. I intend to extend the funding agreements until 31
December, where agreements have not been reached before that time, to avoid a rush and
to prevent people losing their funding because agreements have not been signed.
Mr BROWN: The real concern about the new funding arrangements is the degree of
control the Government will exercise over non-government peak organisations. This is a
very serious matter and has been acknowledged as such by a variety of commentators.
Time does not permit me to refer to all the letters and concerns raised by each community
group. Normally, Anglicare is very careful in choosing its words about government
programs, but it said -

It is another example of this government's determination to control debate, avoid
consultation and independent opinions by cutting funding and hoping services
will wither and die. All that will be left will be the Government's choice of
service and no debate. There is a real anger in the industry at this apparent
arrogance.
It is interesting that this peaks restructure is being done at a time of great change
for the Community Services industry generally, which is currently being forced
into contracting and tendering for all its services as is seen in the news regularly.
The gagging of those watchdogs which are vocal in voicing concerns about
processes and eventual outcomes, and who seriously wish to provide positive
outcome for everyone through a different process, is a sad, shortsighted decision.

Mr Nicholls: That is a person from Anglicare. Who is the person?
Mr BROWN: It is Lucy Morris, but her comments are on an Aiiglicare letterhead, so
presumably it is authorised. This is not an isolated letter. I have comments of a similar
nature from the Australian Association of Social Workers, Swan Emergency
Accommodation and the Women's Refuge Group. The list goes on of people who are
concerned about these new funding arrangements which will restrict and inhibit the
ability of non-government peak organisations to effectively represent those in the
community who need that representation. All that might seem very ho-hum to
government members. So that government members are under no illusion, if they have
not received the letters yet, non-government groups have formed a body under the banner
of Community Voice. That group will be knocking at the doors of government
backbenchers and Ministers to talk about the people they represent, the families they
assist and the underprivileged people on whose behalf they advocate. They will be
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talking to their management committees, their volunteers and their clients about the way
they have been treated.
They will be making known the mean-minded, spirited way this Government is treating
them. Those agencies will knock on the Government's door and advocate very strongly
that in a democracy that is supposed to have a modicum of compassion, it is important
for non-government social welfare organisations to be funded by government, and more
particularly to have the opportunity to carry out their affairs in an independent way in
which they are not inhibited from making comments ofl important social issues. The
decision to slice funding falls neatly into what the Solomon report, commissioned by the
State Government, said was control of the non-government sector. Solomon said, "If you
go down this track, you will effectively control them." This decision can be interpreted
only as government seeking to muzzle the non-government sector, the non-government
peak organisations, by holding the sword of Damocles above their head by controlling
the supply of funding.
It might work in the short term. The Government might get away with silencing the
sector, with destroying some of the non-government peak bodies; but if the Government
thinks this sector will forget about it, the Government should have another think. Many
of the people in this sector are not involved for profit; they are involved because they
have a conviction which is rooted in the beliefs of their church or their community, or
they have a personal belief about serving the community. They take very seriously the
sorts of cuts and controls which this Government is seeking to place upon them. They
will visit the Government to make that point very clear.
It is a strong disappointment to me that such a decision has been made when the non-
government sector is currently in a state of flux, when new funding arrangements are
coming in for non-government groups and when the non-government sector needs to
have an effective voice, to have effective peak organisations and to have people
advocating on their behalf to Government. The Government seeks to undermine and
curtail this sector by slashing its funding and by controlling what the peak, non-
government organisations do. I suggest that the Government seriously reconsider that
decision.
[The member's time expired.]
MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah - Minister -for Community Development) [7.53 pm]: I
will clarify some of the suggestions, innuendo and comments made by the member for
Morley. First, we need to put into perspective what really is happening. This
Government not only is endeavouring to support the community but also intending to
ensure that when taxpayers' money is used for funding people to provide different
functions, consideration is given to issues such as accountability, efficiency and the
results as an outcome or benefit from funding an agency or service.
Mr Brown: Are you saying NGOs have not been accountable until now?
Mr NICHOLLS: I am saying that when we came into government in 1993 the
Department for Community Development had approximately $36m allocated to the non-
government sector. At. that time approximately 38 per cent of the agencies being funded
had a funding agreement. That means that over 60 per cent of the agencies received
taxpayers' money from the department and did not have a funding agreement. It made it
very hard for those agencies to demonstrate, firstly, that they were being accountable and,
secondly, for people to understand clearly what they were being funded for. Since then
all agencies have been required to have a funding agreement.
Mr Brown: Is there any implication that they were not accountable?
Mr NICHOLLS: I am not saying that some non-government agencies were not
accountable. Some, unfortunately, have been investigated by the police which in isolated
cases has resulted in charges being laid. Some agencies no longer exist because they
were defunded. Some were under the impression that they were being funded for one
reason and the department thought they were doing something different. The real issue is
not whether everybody was accountable but whether people understood why they were
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funded and what they were accountable for, rather than having the notion of compassion
being measured by the size of the cheque handed out. We have been in consultation with
the non-government sector since 1993. Following the review of the industry, the report
"From Crisis to Prevention" and the involvement of districts with services, consultation
has been ongoing. To talk about a lack of consultation is absolute nonsense.
Mr Brown: Did you discuss the Solomon report?
Mr NICHOLLS: The Solomon report and the Peachment review were compiled in
consultation with the sector. I considered the Solomon report and talked to some people
in the non-government sector. Having heard their comments I changed the original
decision which was to have, and to fund, the Western Australian Council of Social
Service, WACOSS, as the only peak body. I decided that it would be far better to have
WACOSS and three other peak organisations because their presence would be retained in
the areas of youth, accommodation and family support.
Mr Brown: Are you saying that significant players in the non-government sector knew
that you would bring out this statement?
Mr NICHOLLS: No. I am saying that, when I looked at the options, I had informial
discussions. As a result I considered the points of view put to me in most cases in an
informal way. At no time did I say, "This is the way it will be." The issue here is not
about slashing funding. Even the talk about WACOSS funding being slashed by
$180 000 is wrong. WACOSS was funded last year for about $245 000 for the current
year.
Mr Brown: It was $285 000.
Mr NICHOLLS: I thought it was $245 000.
Mr Brown: The Solomon report says $285 000.
Mr NICHOLLS: For the most part the funding was done by June 1994, before the
Budget for the financial year was set.
We are not talking about slashing funding to peak bodies. We need to clearly identify the
amount of money given to agencies so that they can administer their organisations and
then clearly identify the funding that goes to the services they provide. WACOSS will
still receive $100 000 for its core administration. WACOSS will be funded specifically
for the service it will provided, such as the financial information network, on top of the
$100000.
Mr Brown: The Government will determine that.
Mr NICHOLLS: I, as Minister, am accountable to this Parliament for where every cent
of my budget is going. It is ridiculous to talk about a situation where I am accountable to
this Parliament, but I should not have a say about where the money will go or how it will
be used by those agencies.
Mr Brown: That is the whole point; you want to control what the agencies do.
Mr NICHOLLS: That is where the member's ideology is getting in the road of
commonsense. It is not about my telling the agencies what they will do. The financial
information network was not negotiated by me, but between WACOSS and the
department. It was an identified service. There were agreements on the basis of what
resources were needed, what the services would be, what the outcomes would be and
what the evaluation would be.
I see that as a legitimate function. The best part about that is that everybody in the
community can not only see where the money is going, but also obtain information about
what services are being funded. For example, why the Western Australian Council of
Social Service is receiving $72 000 for six months to provide a service. That is not
simply a benefit to government, but to WACOSS and the whole community. The other
benefit that flows on is that where services are being funded, the transparency of the
funding agreements means people will be able to weigh up whether the services have
been beneficial or whether there should be changes. I see no difference, for instance,
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between the functions of parent support services and WISH, which provides a valuable
service in this community. Both organisations must identify the areas in which they need
resources and be accountable to me as the Minister and to the public for how they use
their resources. I suggest that the Western Institute of Self Help will account ably for its
resources and demonstrate that the way in which it uses its resources is of real benefit to
the community. When the Government sends an organisation $1nm for its programs it
becomes difficult for the community and sometimes me as the Minister to see where the
allocation results in services or outcomes to individuals in the community.
Mvr Brown: That means you do not accept the general proposition that part of the role of
those peak organisations is to publicly advocate on behalf of the less privileged.
Mr- NICHOLLS: I have not said that those agencies cannot publicly advocate. The
member for Morley quoted a comment by Lucy Morris of Anglicare and stated that she
had been critical of this Government and me on many occasions. Anglicare does not
receive any money from the Government to criticise government. It is a nonsense to say
that these changes are about muzzling the community. People from around this State
write to me to express either their support or their concerns about the Government's
policy. They do not get money to say they want to express or exercise their democratic
right to criticise the Government.
Mr- Brown: Thie Minister knows that peak organisations liaise with their membership and
accept input to produce policy papers.
Mr- NICHOLLS: Should the taxpayer be funding WACOSS or any other group to
prepare policy positions? I have no problem with WACOSS as a peak body putting
forward its views to me as the Minister. I expect it to represent the views of its
membership, and to communicate any conversations between myself or my department to
its membership. It should be able to do that for $ 100 000. If the member for Morley is
saying that it needs more than $ 100 000 for that function, I do not think that is the case.
Mr Brown: How many policy advisers do you have?
Mr- NICHOLLS: I do not have any in my office, but there are five or six people in the
Government's policy unit.
Mr Brown: T7hese people are dealing with your department and other departments.
Mr NICHOLLS: The member's ideology is that organisations like WACOSS should be
publicly funded to employ a range of policy advisers to write policy.
Mr Brown: The Minister mentioned the figure of $100 000 and said that for that amount
a person would be able to liaise with 300 organisations, write policy papers, hold
meetings, arrive at agreed positions, and represent them to government. That person will
be pretty busy.
Mr NICHOLLS: All they need is a computer with the capacity to do a mail merge and a
list of all the organisations, and one person can send one letter to 300 organisations.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Nollamara not to interject out of his seat.
Mr NICHOLLS: We can go through the semantics of saying these air the issues, and I
can deal with the personal attacks and criticisms, but the issue is whether taxpayer funded
organisations should be accountable. I am not suggesting these organisations are doing
anything wrong, but the funding must be transparent in as much as people understand
what these organisations are being funded to do, what resources they are consuming to
carry out that function, and what benefits people who use those services or the
community in general will receive. WACOSS has been involved with the transition from
funding agencies to funding services for the past 18 months. I have spoken to groups and
individuals about the transition. I have not spoken to anybody who has given me a
rational basis for not changing the funding from funding agencies globally to funding the
services. WACOSS has said that it wants some help to go through that process. It wants
assistance to go through that detail, and as it enters into new agreements it will have time
to reorganise its operations. Opposition members can legitimately be sceptical and
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cynical, and voice criticism in their role as an Opposition. I hope that members opposite
will also look at the changes for what they are. They are to help the agencies and the
community to use the defined resources, because those resources are not limitless.
The member for Kalgoorlie raised the issue of Adeline Youth Service. When I received
the member's message I tried to telephone him on a number of occasions.
Mr Taylor: That was another issue.
Mr NICHOLLS: I thought it was the same issue. When I received the paperwork I
processed the approval. Unfortunately, a meeting was called to dissolve that group
before that approval was communicated. I am trying to find whether there was verbal
communication that approval was imminent. That is an unfortunate situation where the
timing of the approval coincided with an agency that was provided with the funds being
discontinued. The process of redirecting those funds takes time. I am disappointed that
the communication came too late.
Mr Taylor- I received a letter from the group about funds. I spoke to your office which
said it could not deal with it. I was directed to a person in the department. He got back
to me and said that I had to contact the Minister's office. I went back to your office and I
was given the name of a person in your office, but I did not hear from that persoin. The
next thing we hear is that funds have been cut in half and it was too late.
Mr NICHOLLS: I pride myself that my office responds to concerns raised by people
from either side of the House where possible. The redirection of funding is not done
verbally on the spur of the moment, otherwise accountability is undermined and
sometimes funding that is promised cannot be delivered.
Mr Brown: Will the Minister tell us about the Womens Refuge Group of WA? The
Government has set up a task force headed by the member for Swan Hills to look into the
area of domestic violence at a time of great change to accommodation and support
services for women and children facing domestic violence, and there is no guarantee of
funding for that group.
Mr NICHOLLS: The Womens Refuge Group is one service in the supported
accommodation assistance scheme. It is not the only accommodation service. We also
want to provide youth and family accommodation. I recognise and I have a clear
understanding of the role that the Womens Refuge Group plays. That expertise will not
disappear. The changes in SAAP incorporate changes in the services to women's
refuges. Women's refuges are important, but they are not the only component of the
accommodation area. I see no reason that women's refuges, youth accommodation and
family accommodation cannot amalgamate in one accommodation unit.
Mr Brown: They provide different policy advice, and different information to their
clients.
Mr NICHOLLS: Most of the women in those refuges are already receiving funding.
Mr Brown: We are talking about a peak organisation that works with these groups.
Minister, for your own information, I have had representations from women's refuges. It
is not the Womens Refuge Group but the women's refuges that are supporting it very
strongly indeed.
Mr NICHOLLS: I will be quite happy to meet with those groups to discuss their
concerns. Th1e issue is how we provide funding for the peak communication functions
and how we fund the services. Women's refuges are part of the SAAP services.
Although the Womens Refuge Group might see itself as a unique and separate peak, I do
not. I see crisis accommodation, whether for women, youths or families, as important
and integral parts of the services. I would be happy for the Womens Refuge Group, the
youth and the family sectors to amalgamate and form a peak body or for the Womens
Refuge Group to take on their functions with the $30 000. If the women's refuge takes
on the accommodation peak function it will be required to provide that communication
and support to the whole accommodation area and not just the women's refuge groups. It
may surprise the member to know that some peak bodies receive funds of only $23 000.
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Mr Brown: The Solomon report recommends that if you want them to amalgamate you
have to give them a reasonable amount of money.
Mr NICHOLLS: I said at the start that the $30 000 is only for administration. For other
services which they provide, whether it be training or whatever, the funding would be
attached to that as a funding agreement and clearly that would be on top of the $30 000.
The process means that the Western Australian Council of Social Service will see
$100 000 and the three peaks will receive $30 000 for administration only.
Mr Brown: What about policy work?
Mr NICHOLLS: They need to consider that within their own gambit I do not see that
taxpayers should be funding policy advisers unless we have no other priorities or the
policy advisers are a priority above the other services. I have not heard those arguments
or any argument that the employment of a policy officer in WACOSS is more important
than the services of training or providing communication.
Mr Brown: You see those peaks as coordinators?
Mr NICHOLLS: I see them as coordinating information and essentially a voice for the
community. Although they are separate autonomies they are accountable for the funding
they receive. If they get money from somewhere else other than the Government, they
will be accountable to whoever is funding them. The key issue is that the changes
provide not only accountability but also clarity to both the agency and the community
about why they are being funded, how much they receive and what benefits are being
produced from the taxpayers' dollars they are receiving.
MRS HENDERSON (Thiornlie) 18.12 pm]: I am happy to support this amendment.
My colleagues have dealt with the first part of the amendment, which is the effect of the
extensive taxes and charges on ordinary Western Australian families. My intention is to
talk about the latter part of the amendment in relation to the burden on Western
Australian families of the government policies on job security in the public sector and on
destroying the fabric of services through privatisation. The amendment before us is
about the burden on ordinary Western Australian families. One of the sad ironies is that
the parties opposite went to the last election with the slogan of more jobs and better
management. Although undoubtedly the economy has been improving across the whole
country and jobs have been created in the private sector in every State, particularly in
Western Australia, the Government has not taken its share of that responsibility.
The Government has been falling over itself to abolish jobs in the public sector. In
excess of 5 100 jobs have been abolished during the two years this Government has been
in office. That impacts on at least 5 000 families. There could be no more major assault
on a family than unemployment. In this case many of those people have worked for 10,
15 or 20 years in the service of a government agency, so this has been a very cruel blow
for m~ost of tbem, particularly at a time when the economy has been growing. Figures
about job creation indicate quite clearly that the area in which the greatest number of jobs
have been created has been part time employment, particularly for women. By stark
contrast the vast majority of the 5 100 jobs destroyed by the Government have been held
by blue collar men aged 40 plus. That group of people are particularly vulnerable to a
massive loss of confidence when they lose their jobs.
Much has been documented about the loss of morale of men, such as tradesmen, who
have been in the work force for long periods and lose their jobs when aged 45 or 50 years
and realise they have very little chance of getting back into the work force. Many people
have expressed concern about the mental health of that group and the suicide rate
amongst males in our community. The assault that we have seen over the past two years
on this group of people has disproportionately added to the problems of Western
Australian families. The pain has not been spread across the community but focused on
blue collar male workers aged 40 years plus. This affects not only those people who lost
their jobs but also the security and morale of those who think their jobs might be
abolished. Thousands upon thousands of Western Australian workers have had the sword
held over their heads in terms of the future of their jobs. Day by day they see other
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agencies dismantled and abolished and their own mental health and morale have reached
rock bottom.
I was interested in the detailed study that Professor Peachment carried out into the Public
Service in Western Australia. He found that morale was at its lowest ebb, mainly as a
result of people's total uncertainty about whether their jobs would be maintained, their
incapacity to plan for their futures and those of their families, and their grave concern
about their income and future of their jobs. That not only affects those individuals and
their families but also impacts on their capacity to do their jobs properly. People cannot
be enthusiastic and productive if they are worried about their capacity to support their
families and retain their jobs.. After the Government announced major changes to the
Water Authority, including the abolition of literally hundreds of jobs, the manager of the
human resources division, whose department had been totally dismantled before his eyes
and its functions passed out to sub-agencies of that organisation, suffered a stroke. He is
in his early forties and not the sort of person one would expect to have a stroke. Not only
did he suffer a stroke but also I understand a private counsellor was brought into WAWA
to counsel large numbers of employees in group sessions because the survey indicated
that morale was so low among them that there was concern for their mental health. It is
quite extraordinary for an outside psychologist to be brought into a government agency to
counsel workers because their morale had fallen so much because of the incumbent
Government's policies. Rather than the Government seeking to take came of the members
of its work force by showing its concern for and appreciation of them it appears that it is
hellbent on maximising the uncertainty and insecurity and will not in any way assure
them of their future. This attitude relates not only to those people who are likely to be
made redundant, but also to those who take redeployment. More than 90 per cent of the
workers from State Print who took redeployment several months later are still on the
redeployment list. They do not have a permanent job on which to focus their energy.
Those people must suffer insecurity and loss of confidence. Some of them were skilled
printers who undertook apprenticeships many years ago and worked in the public sector
for more than 20 years. Now, they are effectively thrown on the scrap heap and months
after their jobs were abolished they ame being told that jobs cannot be found for them.
I have not been able to get the statistics on the ages of the people who have taken
redundancy because their jobs have been abolished by this Government. However, I am
aware that a national study undertaken by the Bureau of Transport and Communications
and Economics took into account the railway authority of each State. It drew up a profile
of workers who have been made redundant and it indicates what happened to them. The
report clearly indicates that 93 per cent of the redundant respondents were male, and I
guess that is no surprise as they came from the railway industry. It found that the
redundant respondents of 40 years of age and over were presented with more complex
problems than the younger redundant respondents. Approximately 37 per cent of
redundant respondents have retired and only 16 per cent of them were aged 65 or over.
In other words, the majority of those people who took voluntary retirement and said they
would not seek another job were younger than the normal retirement age. Even more
disturbing is that two-thirds of these people were aged between 40 and 59. This country
cannot afford to lose the skills and expertise of these workers.
Many of the retired respondents experienced prolonged failure to find full time
employment and subsequently withdrew from the labour force. There was a relatively
high unemployment rate in the redundant employees aged over 40 and their perception of
limited re-employment encouraged a large number of them to retire at an early age. They
were described in the report as discouraged workers.
The report indicates that redundancy can have serious consequences for workers whose
skills are railway-specific. In other words, if they had always worked on the railways,
they had great difficulty in getting other employment. The report found that while it may
be true that unskilled labourers obtain employment, in some cases quite readily, this
employment is not likely to be long lasting and the situation placed a strain on their
personal relationships. The report also looked at the years of service of railway
employees who were made redundant. It said that 82 per cent of all redundant employees
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had worked for the railways for between 10 and 40 years. In other words, they have
given long service to the relevant state railway authority. The majority of workers had
worked for between 10 and 19 years. The report indicates that 59 per cent of the
redundant respondents who had fewer than 10 years' service had been able to find
employment, but 34 per cent were unemployed and 6 per cent had retired.
It is interesting to note that most of the redundant employees who got employment after
they had been made redundant were aged between 25 and 39 years and had completed
secondary education, but had no formal post-school qualifications. They were not
tradesmen and did not have railway-specific qualifications. In most cases they had been
a clerk on the railway for between 10 and 19 years. The profile that emerges from the
study is that the redundant employees who could not get employment were likely to be
male, aged between 40 and 54 years of age and were married or living in a de facto
relationship. Most of them had not obtained post-school qualifications and their last
occupation was most likely to have been a labourer in a railway operation, probably in
track maintenance where they had worked for between 10 and 19 years. It is clear that
the profile which emerges is male blue collar workers, particularly those with specific
skills related to railway employment. This group was most Adversely affected in the very
detailed study of redundancy from public sector railway operations in the States. It is
most likely that a similar study in Western Australia would show the same pattern.
Another issue I will briefly refer to is the effect of privatisation on ordinary Western
Australian families. There is no doubt that where privatisation has occurred around the
world the rationale has been that the agency for the service provided was in poor shape
and was inefficient and needed to provide a better service. Nothing could be further from
the truth when one considers the agencies which have been targeted for privatisation in
Western Australia. The Water Authority of Western Australia is one of those agencies.
Its annual report which was tabled less than a week ago refers to the results for 1993-94
as follows -

After allowing for replacement cost depreciation and provisions the Authority
achieved a surplus of $1 3.Om compared with a budgeted deficit of $11 .5m.

It is an incredible turnaround. The report continues -

This improvement resulted from a combination of improved productivity, higher
water sales and a -lower level of liability for final superannuation catch-up ...

It is an outstanding result for any state Water Authority. The report continues -

The result was after provision of community service obligations of $154.3m
which are funded through internal cross subsidies.
The Authority's contribution to the Consolidated Revenue Fund increased from
$18.6m in 1992/93 to $23.9m in 1993/94 ...

Not only did the authority make a great profit compared with its anticipated deficit, it
also made a major contribution of $23.9m to the state coffers. The report continues -

The Authority remained amongst the leaders of the Major Urban Water
Authorities of -Australia. The Authority had the lowest operating cost for
metropolitan water and wastewater services and the second highest real rate of
return on metropolitan assets.

That is an outstanding result and it was beaten only by the Victorian Water Authority.
The real rate of return for the authority remained at a level similar to that of the previous
year, so the authority undoubtedly, according to this report, was a highly efficient body
providing excellent service to its customers. However, the Government decided to
remove the 150 kilolitre free water allowance, and there is no question that that impacts
most severely on ordinary Western Australian families on modest incomes.
The data in this annual report does not suggest that this body was ripe for privatisation
because it was inefficient, bloated or not providing the level of service that its clients
expected. Quite the contrary. It had gone through major reorganisation and restructuring
and had become more efficient, and it was at that point that the Government decided to
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privatise parts of the organisation. One has to question why it decided to do that. There
is no doubt that it was not because the organisation was inefficient. It was more because
the organisation was, like Transperth, efficient and providing a good standard of service
to its customers and the Government saw an opportunity to provide for its mates in the
private sector a share of the action, with no concern about the impact that might have on
ordinary Western Australian families who have a direct stake in these organisations
because their taxes over many years have built up the assets and the skilled work force of
these organisations.
What will be the impact on ordinary Western Australians of this privatisation exercise?
There is no question that public transport fares will rise in order to increase profitability.
A private sector company will not be interested in running a transport service if it cannot
make a profit out of the service, so fares will have to increase. Less profitable routes will
be cut back. There will not be the cross-subsidisation which is currently available. There
is no doubt that those services on country and outer metropolitan routes will become
more expensive and, in my view, will eventually be cut out completely. The availability
of public services such as transport, housing, hospitals and schools is of much greater
importance to ordinary Western Australian families on modest incomes than it is to those
on high incomes. In our view, that total disregard for ordinary Western Australian
families has led the Government down this path. There is no question that it has
embarked upon a purely ideological exercise which is not based on the benefits of
privatisation. No detailed cost benefit analyses were done before announcements were
made about privatisation. No expectation was created that the public would benefit. No-
one has suggested that water will be cheaper or that public transport fares will drop,
because the Government is aware that there is no possibility of those things happening. It
is a purely ideologically driven exercise that will impact adversely on ordinary Western
Australian families.
MR BOARD (Jandakot) [8.35 pm]: It is not often that I rise on an amendment in a
debate such as this but one can stand only so much drivel. It is nice to talk about how
easy it is to hand out lollies, but I am tired of listening to the Opposition trying to paint a
picture that this Government is not concerned about individuals in the community,
particularly those individuals who are less fortunate than the members who sit in this
place. They know in their hearts that is not true. They know we have families. They
know we have children. They know we have loved ones who are in hospital. We are all
affected by the things that happen in the community. However, it is called having a
responsibility to all of the taxpayers in Western Australia. It is called getting the State
back on the rails. When we came into Government we inherited $1 lb of debt. This
Labor Government was spending money at the rate of $lb a year. It is lovely to sit back
and say, "Hand out money to anyone who wants it. Do not worry about making it. If you
do not have the money, borrow it." I would love to be able to sit in my electorate office
and every time people in the community want something be able to provide it. However,
who will pay for it at the end of the day? Everyone will pay for it. There are two ways
of paying bills, and the Opposition does not seem to realise that. We can borrow the
money to pay the bills or we can make some additional money. Profit is not a dirty word
and efficiency is not a dirty word.
Mrs Hallahan: Dead right! Let us have some.
Mr BOARD: That is what we are after, and the member for Armadale knows that. We
must create more income in Western Australia, and after debt servicing perhaps we will
have some money left over to create the programs that we desperately need.
Mrs Hallahan: More money for your mates. That is the big program.
Mr BOARD: The member for Thornlie talked about uncertainty in the community in
regard to public sector jobs. She knows that the policy of this Government is that there
will be no retrenchments in the public sector and no-one will lose a job. The member for
Thomnlie knows that people are being offered alternative jobs in the public sector. The
member for Thomnlie knows that the policy of this Government is to not throw people out
of work. The uncertainty is being created by people such as members opposite, who are
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running around whipping up fear, hysteria and uncertainty in people's minds for some
short term political advantage. I see it every day. This Government will get on with the
job of creating more efficiencies. This Government will get on with the job of returning
Western Australia to a position in which we can create income which can be distributed
equally around the State. Hopefully the community will see at the end of the day that we
are on a mission to return Western Australia to prosperity so that all Western Australians
will benefit.
DR HAMES (Dianella) [8.38 pm]: It was interesting to hear the member for Armadale
tell the member for Jandakot that he must be joking when he said the Labor Party was
drumming up hysteria. I well remember during my election campaign, when we were
going particularly well and meeting lots of people, that an elderly lady who had been
talking to us said she would definitely support us, having supported the Labor Party for
years and being sick and tired of what it was doing and all the money it was losing.
However, she rang me up a day later and said, "Dr Hames, I am sorry; I will not be able
to vote for you after all. I have just had a call from my son, who is with a union in the
public sector, who told me that if I voted for you I would not be a grandmother because
he would not be able to afford to have children because he would be kicked out of his
job." The tactic used by the Opposition in the lead-up to the last election was
scaremongering in the community and trying to frighten elderly ladies into thinking that
things would happen that would be disastrous for them and their families.
Mrs Henderson: And they have.
Dr HAMES: They have not, and the member for"Thomrlie knows it. Those people have
all got jobs elsewhere or have taken redundancy packages, and they are happy. I speak to
many of thenm. I see people from Westrail particularly. Many of my patients used to
work at Westrail, and they say they have never been happier in their lives because their
employment is meaningful now.
Mrs Henderson: Come to my electorate.
Dr HAMES: The member sees only the people who say what she wants to hear. The
people who come to my surgery are very happy to sit and talk about both sides of the
issue. They say that they have never been better off in their lives because they have
found meaningful jobs. I was told that previously they would go to Westrail, clock on
and sit in one of the units playing cards until knock off time when they clocked off.
Other people would clock on and jump. the fence -

Mrs Henderson: You are insulting!
Dr HAMES: I am not insulting anyone. That was a story told directly to me. People
told me what they used to do. It is not a story about a fictitious person. I was told they
would jump the fence and work elsewhere, jump back over at the end of the day and
clock off.
Several members interjected.
Dr HAMES: I want to deal with the three issues raised by the amendment. One relates
to the unfair burden of coalition policies which impose excessive taxes and charges. The
State Government has raised charges to a significant degree in only two areas; that is, the
$50 levy relating to WA Inc losses and the 40 per litre levy on petrol. Members opposite
must be joking if they think we get any pleasure from imposing the $50 levy. They must
laugh to themselves every day when they hear about it. Members opposite lost all the
money and we cop the flak when we try to recoup the $450m. On the rare occasions
when they think about it, members opposite must realise that the Government gets no
pleasure from the $50 levy. No part of the levy is available to the Government to spend;
it goes towards recouping the losses caused by the previous Labor Government. We cop
the flak because no-one likes the levy. The $450m debt was caused by members opposite
as a result of the things they did. What possible pleasure can the Government get from
imposing the $50 levy?
Members opposite referred to the 40 per litre petrol levy. They tried to say that we were
supposed to spend this fictitious $67m on roads. To some extent, members opposite are

296



[Wednesday, 29 March 1995]29

correct. An amount of $67m was supposed to go towards roads and yet untied federal
grants were reduced by $28m. If $67m had been spent on roads the total reduction for
the year would be from $95m. What were we supposed to cut to save from the $95m?
Several members interjected.
Mr Leahy interjected.
Dr HAMES: How can the member talk about a windfall when his Government ripped off
the public?
Mr Leahy interjected.
Dr NAMES: The member would lose $1 000 from his pocket one day, and if he found
$10 the next day he would be so excited he would get another Lotto ticket. He would
think it was great that he was $10 up, forgetting that he lost $1 000 the day before. He
has no sense of money. He has a Bankcard mentality. He would take money from the
bank and spend it and forget that he must pay it back. It is a fact that there was to be a
$95m reduction in grants, yet the member opposite talks about a fictitious $67m.
Mr Leahy: It was actually for roads but it was not used on roads.
Dr I-AMES: The member is forgetting the 70 a litre that the Federal Government ripped
off when it increased petrol prices the year before. Where was the member then?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member for Northern Rivers will come
to order. The member for Dianella will direct his remarks to the Chair.
Dr NAMES: The second part of the amendment relates to job security in the public
sector. We are looking for leaner government. That is part of the policy on which we
were elected. We want a leaner Government that spends less of taxpayers' money, a
Government that uses taxpayers' money to improve other public services for which the
Government is responsible, such as schools and education, roads and hospitals.
Mr Leahy: You sacked Main Roads workers too. Who will build the roads?
Dr NAMES: The private sector can do that. as well as anyone.
Mr Leahy: They will go broke.
Dr NAMES: The job security in the public sector referred to in the amendment means
that people never get the sack, never have to perform to expectation, and never have to do
anything special. That will result in a similar debacle to that at the Midland Workshops.
Mr Leahy interjected.
Dr HAMES: All the people who have secure, never ending, government jobs do not need
to work as hard as people in the private sector who must justify the wages they receive.
Mr Leahy: You have never worked in the public sector. How would you know?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member for Northern Rivers has
interjected sufficiently. He should cease. The member for Dianella should direct his
remarks to the Chair.
Dr NAMES: I worked in the public sector for approximately five years when I graduated
as a medical practitioner. I worked in the public hospital system as a public servant. I
saw what happened in government institutions such as government hospitals. I know
what it is like. This Government's philosophy is that Governments should not have
burgeoning institutions of never ending size. That happens under a Labor Government.
We believe Governments should be lean and mean, and most of the work can be done
just as well by the private sector. That does not mean that we should forget about
efficiency. The last paragraph of the amendment relating to efficiency is a lot of
codswallop. The final paragraph refers to ideologically driven privatisation and
contracting out, which appear to bear no relationship to efficiencies. Efficiency is what it
is all about. Efficiency was lacking under the Labor Government. This Government
intends to make the Public Service efficient. Many areas of the Public Service are
essential. Many core areas of the public sector must be efficient. Institutions such as the
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Hollywood Repatriation Hospital, which the Federal Government privatised, have
become very efficient. That hospital will be an extremely good example for the other
public hospitals to follow to achieve some sense of efficiency.
Members opposite cannot say that the Labor Government did not reduce jobs in the
public sector. Members opposite know what was done. Thousands of jobs were
abolished particularly in Westrail and other government departments. I was very
interested to hear earlier today that 60 per cent of public servants belong to unions which
directly contribute to the Australian Labor Party compared to 20 per cent in the private
sector. It is like being back on the council. Members opposite directly benefit
financially from a large Public Service. Every time members opposite talk about the
Public Service they should declare a financial interest.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [8.50 pm]: Having heard the Alice in Wonderland
contribution from the last two speakers we should come back to an area where we have
some agreement. All members will agree that the family is the fundamental unit of our
society and our families need to be healthy if we are to have a society which will prosper
and grow, and enable us to benefit from the quality of life in that community. In current
times our families are under a considerable amount of pressure. The rate of change in
our society, the move away from extended families to nuclear families, people being
shifted around with employment and taking their families and losing contact with
families and friends who can provide support to those families lead to families being
isolated and unable to cope with the pressures that are placed on them. Governments
must look at how they can foster the family and support families who are having
difficulties, and therefore provide a basis for a better society.
Members on this side have always tried to address that issue. Clearly we have not always
succeeded in doing that as well as we would wish, but we have addressed the issue in a
rational way to put in place policies and programs to support families in Western
Australia. Our opponents now in government have never addressed the issue. This
Government, when in opposition and now in government, has no social policy. It does
not understand that government can play a role in supporting our families. Therefore, we
hear the nonsense we have had from the previous two speakers who think they can
generalise from one or two rather limited or extreme cases which certainly sound rather
fictitious. Even if they are true, they are extreme cases. From that they try to prop up an
argument that says government does not have a role to play in looking after families.
This Government does not really care about families. It does not know how to work with
community groups.
The Minister for Community Development gave a clear example of this in his
contribution. He does not understand the importance of communicating with a whole
range of interest groups in the community and trying to find out from them how
government can best meet their needs. This Government cannot work with people; it
wants to dictate to them. The Government is uncaring and the last two speakers on the
Government side clearly indicated the lack of any compassion in this Government and its
inability to care for families and to try to do something for them. This Government has
not set out to try to lift the burden from families or to support families which are finding
it difficult to cope. This Government has put the heavy hand on those families and made
it more difficult for them. This Government has added to the burden of ordinary families
in Western Australia and said, "You can get by because our economy is going well. Our
mates are doing well, so the ordinary families in Westemn Australia can carry a heavier
burden." That is what is taking place under the Court coalition Government.
We have seen increasing taxes and charges right across the board. For years Perth had
the lowest inflation rate of any capital city. That was partly because we had the lowest
level of taxes and charges. Since this Government was elected the inflation rate has
come off the bottom and is up near the average or above it. That is simply because of
increased taxes and charge levied by this Government on the ordinary families in
Western Australia. We have the 40 a litre impost on petrol which puts our petrol prices
higher than those of any other State. We have the $50 levy on vehicle licences. If the
Government needed to find some way of getting that money into its coffers, which is
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highly doubtful, why could not it bring forward a mechanism that had some equity for
families in Western Australia? All it was interested in was a smart political move. This
levy would hit families harder, which is a way of putting the blame onto Labor. Clearly
it has rebounded onto this Government and it will pay the price for it politically. It has
shifted this Government's tax take onto the ordinary family and not onto those people
who are able to pay. That is also the case with increases in bus and train fares.
Several members interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: I normally take interjections and if I had more time I would do so now,
but in 20 minutes it is hard to get through a number of issues relating to the family. I will
make another contribution in a day or two on some of these matters, but given the
contribution so far from members opposite there is not much point in my trying to take
interjections, because we have had a total lack of rational argument from any government
member so far. I will try at least to be rational in presenting my arguments.
We have had increased iii public transport charges and the removal of the free water
allowance. All those things impinge most severely on the ordinary families which are
least able to meet that cost. Through that period most families in this State have not
received any increase in income. Most workers' pay level has been almost static through
the two years of this Government, yet the Government has placed on their families all
these increased burdens.
In addition to that burden which the Court coalition Government has placed on families
in Western Australia, it has withdrawn a range of support structures. If members look at
the way this Government functions, it is even more insidious than that. The policies and
the actions of this Government have set about to destroy the fabric in our community.
They may not have intended to do that but the nature of the way this Government has
functioned has not only played a role in removing community services, but also in:
destroying the fabric of our community. What I am saying may sound a bit extreme, but
I ask members to consider this Government's policy which was clearly enunciated by the
two previous speakers.
The policy of this Government is about the primacy of the individual. If it is good for the
individual, it is good for society; let the individual achieve. That in its place, is
something I could support, but I do not give it primacy over the community good and the
welfare of our families. That is what this Government is doing. It does not have policies
that seek to support our ordinary families. Its policy is the greed is good mentality. It
believes that if more of its mates make more millions society will be better off. It does
not want a social policy that will support our families.
One further example of that is the racist attack this Government has mounted on
Aboriginal people which has sent a ripple through our society. This Government is
attacking those people who are least able to defend themselves; that is, the ordinary
families who are struggling to keep it together and to provide the necessities for
themselves. Those people see from this Government an image that is "us" an d "them".
The Government is not about building community, or helping families, but "us" who
have it and "them" who will not get it. That is clear from so many utterances from this
Government. In that sense this Government is destroying the fabric of our society.
Instead of supporting our society and building community it is destroying community and
producing greater alienation in our society.
Crime is not only an additional cost because it effects all families, but also families are
paying higher insurance premiums because the crime rate is soaring under this
Government, which is supposed to be doing something about crime. It is not appropriate
to touch on actions one might take to deal with crime directly. We can have that debate
another time. What is this Government going to do about the underlying causes of crime,
about the alienation of our young, and about the isolation of families which cannot cope?
The Government is placing a greater burden on families and making them less able to
cope rather than giving them a hand up and trying to make it easier for them to survive
and become healthy families. In that way this Government is making a contribution to
our soaring crime rate. I make it clear that I am not saying that these actions suddenly
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lead to more people being murdered, but to reduce the crime rate this Government must
address the underlying issues. This Government is not addressing the underlying issues.
It is making it harder for families to survive and is doing nothing to support them. It has
no concept of how it can help families and build community.
Another example is the reduction in the quality of services across the Public Service so
that families are not supported through a range of services which previously were
provided to them. One example of that is the absurd policy of the Minister for Education
to close schools. Schools will supposedly be rationalised. T7here will always be a need in
some areas, if a school no longer provides the quality of education for the dollars spent.
to find another school for the children to attend. However, that is not what this Minister
for Education has done. This Minister counted empty classrooms and said that there
were so many hundreds of empty classrooms; that the Government could not have that
and would have to close down the schools. Schools are being closed down on this silly
notion of the Minister for Education.
Schools are part of the public infrastructure. When a road was built in Nollamara in the
1950s it was designed to carry a certain number of cars. The Government does not do a
traffic: count now and say that it is carrying only half the number of cars and, therefore,
must be closed down. That would be absurd logic. It is equally absurd when this
Minister applies that logic to schools. Nollainara Primary School is needed as a
community .centre. It is a focus for the Nollamara community. It has nearly 200
students. In no way can it be said that it is not viable as a school. It is a wonderful
school. I feel that the quality education delivered by schools with up to 200 students is
better than that in schools of 300 or 400. Many educationalists support that view. The
Nollamara Primary School is under threat of closure because in the heyday of Nollamara
it was built as a much larger school and now has empty classrooms.
The point I make about the quality of life in that suburb and support for families is that
the families have a focus in that school. If they are transferred to another school, they
wI face the added cost of transport. That may be seen as minor, but it is not for many
families in Nollamara. More importantly than that, they will not have the gathering point
they now have. When mothers or fathers take their children to school they meet the other
parents, get to know those parents and get to know the people who live in their street and
the next street. That builds a community in which people support each other. One of the
empty classrooms at Nollamara Primary School is used as an activity centre for the
neighbourhood. Grandparents and people who have no children at the school make crafts
to sell to raise money for the school. In addition to that, they feel a sense of community.
They get to know people in the area. They can help Mrs Jones or Mr Smith when they
are sick or need assistance. There is support for families. However, that does not enter
the consideration of this Government. This Government is worred only about how it can
cut costs. It is not interested in providing a quality of service.
The point was made earlier about how the Government has withdrawn money from a
number of peak bodies. I have limited time to go into that. However, it must be made
clear that those peak organisations serve an important purpose in giving the Government
direct contact with the providers of the services in the community. Rather than the
Government relying on the public servants to tell it what should be done, if it funds and
has functioning a good peak body to represent a range of services, it can be more
efficient by meeting the need effectively. However, this Government does not
understand that because that would mean talking to people in the community. This
Government does not know how to do that.
Mr Kierath: What a load of rubbish!
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister for Health and Labour Relations says that that is rubbish.
He is the Minister of this Government who best exemplifies the caring nature of
Ministers opposite! He is so caring and concerned that he offered to personally execute
people for certain offences - even if they were innocent. That is the caring Minister who
says this Government will look after families!
I will touch briefly on an important subject - the impact of privatisation on ordinary

300 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 29 March 1995]30

families. Privatisation is occurring in the Public Service. Perhaps the Government
should rename the Public Service, because it has no concept of its being a public service;
it is simply a way of cutting public costs. The Government certainly does not believe
that it should provide better services for families in this State. It has no concern about the
public interest. It is interested only in the bottom line, and that its mates do well. Any
sense of the public interest simply does not exist. Government members want
competitiveness. How can they talk about efficiency and competitiveness when they let a
contract committing this State to $0.75b without even going to tender? Members
opposite are like the emperor without clothes: They are naked. They have no policies to
stand by. They have a bit of gibberish and the right sounding words, which is really
double speak.
When we ask this Government for facts to back up what it says, time and time again the
facts are simply not there. Perhaps in that respect the Government is implementing a
"Leninist" policy. Lenin was once said to remark, "Facts may be stubborn things, but not
as stubborn as all that." That is clearly the view of this Government - do not worry about
the facts. We have seen time and time again from the Premier and the Ministers that the
facts are pushed aside.
I will give one simple example of how ordinary families are suffering under this
Government's privatisation policy. A 47 year old husband and father in my electorate
contacted my office last week. He has worked as a gardener at the Balga TAFE College
for 17 and a half years. On 1 July his job will go because contractors will do the
gardening at the Balga campus. This gentleman, whose name I will not use, is a fairly
severe epileptic. His medication has only limited effect in controlling his fitting. He
cannot travel on public transport because of the fits he has had on public transport and the
feeling that he could not cope with that. He cannot drive a car. He thinks it would be far
too unsafe for others if he were in control of a vehicle because his fits occur regularly.
The staff at the college know him. They can provide support to him when he has a fit
while at work.
This gentleman bought a house near the college so that he could walk to work and not
worry about public transport. At the age of 47 he will be thrown on the scrap heap by
this Government. The Government has given no account to the total cost to the
community or to the cost to that family. The community will probably end up paying
more. The college was a part of his life. He was not just the gardener: He was willing to
take real care of the college. He did not do just the standard job; it was part of him. He
contributed to security at the college by going past it at night and on the weekends,
knowing what should be where and whether something untoward was happening. He
was a member of the community who had a sense of belonging. He had not only a home,
but a workplace where he also belonged.
This Government is interested only in the narrow bottom line. It is not interested in the
welfare of families of this State. That person will be simply pushed aside. He is no
longer needed. He is a clear example of the way this Government treats workers: They
are simply chattels to be traded in the marketplace. They are not considered members of
families, but simply the means of production. Until the coalition develops a social
policy, the people of this State will suffer under the jackboot of this Government.

[The member's time expired.]
MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [9.10 pm]: Like the members for Jandakot and Dianella, I
have been driven to rise tonight in reaction to the comments that have been made by
previous speakers on the other side of the House and also to react to some of the
phraseology in the amendment such as "destroyed the fabric of community services
through ideologically driven privatisation and contracting out which appear to bear no
relationship to efficiencies". I have heard some windy socialist claptrap in the two years
I have been here, but that just about takes the biscuit. If there is one thing that this
Government does not intend to do in the process of privatisation, it is to make
ideologically driven decisions which will lead to less efficiency in the services that we
offer to the Western Australian public.
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The Government is committed to, and will not waiver or deviate from, keeping its
undertaking to the Western Australian people to better manage public assets and make
public sector trading enterprises more efficient. That is the one thing on which we will
never change. It is not an ideologically driven aversion to the public sector at all. It is a
commitment to getting the best outcome for the taxpayers of Western Australia. We
have said time and time again that there is nothing anti public sector about what we are
doing; rather, it is pro best outcomes for the Western Australian public.
It should be also said that the Government, through long experience and international
observation, has a strong belief that privatisation exposes public sector trading enterprises
to competition and there is no question that competition leads to the provision of goods
and services at a lower cost to the public. We are doing it for two reasons: Because we
know competition works and that competition is found in the private sector, and because
we are committed to getting the best possible outcome for the taxpayers of Western
Australia.
Also, we do not accept the argument from the other side that some assets and some
enterprises are so strategically important that they can never leave the public sector. That
is ideology when some people say that services such as water, transport and
communication are so strategically important that they can never be left to anyone but the
public sector. Members opposite do not apply that argument to Broken Hill Proprietary
Co Ltd steel. I find it hard to think of an asset that is more strategically important to the
Australian economy than steel, but nothing is ever said about making that a public asset.
It is open to the Government to buy and sell any of the assets that it holds in trust for the
taxpayers of Western Australia, particularly when the Government went into an election
saying that that is what it intended to do. We went to the people in 1993 and said, "We
are a private sector oriented political party and we believe that the private sector offers
best outcomes for the taxpayers." We have been elected on that basis and we are entitled
to implement policies of privatisation as a result. We have been given the permission of
the Western Australian voting public to do that and nothing will deviate us from our
intentions.
The Government does not accept - I certainly do not accept - that putting assets and
services into the private sector automatically leads to a loss of service or a disadvantage
for some groups. As I said earlier, the main point about privatisation is to improve
efficiencies. We know that privatisation and competition increase wealth generally
across the community and that will be to the benefit of disadvantaged groups and people
who deserve the support of the wider community.
The member for Thomnlie referred earlier to bus fares inevitably rising. I do not know
where she thinks the money comes from. If it costs a certain amount to provide a service,
the private sector will reflect that in its pricing policies. Where does she think the money
came from in the first place? We had a classic example some months ago in Bunbury
when the member for South West Region, Hon Doug Wenn, spoke about the benefits of
Mailwest vis-a-vis the private sector. He proved it by saying that recently he put a
package on Courier Australia and it cost him $20 to get it from Perth to Bunbury.
However, when he sent it by Mailwest, it was free. I do not know where he thought the
money was coming from! It was probably coming from that magical tree in the backyard
that the Labor Party always resorts to which is fed and provided for continually by the
long suffering taxpayers of Western Australia! That is the level of analysis of the Labor
Party. It thinks that public services provided by the public sector are free. They are not.
They cost money and they come from somewhere. They come from the taxpayers.
The coalition Government is not also ideologically opposed to the provision of what are
called community services obligations. It recognises that there are disadvantaged groups
and unfortunate people in society. The benefit of providing that through the private
sector is that, instead of those community service obligations being buried in the accounts
of some public tading enterprise, they are visible. The Parliament, and therefore the
people, can make an open decision on whether those community service obligations
should be provided and, at any election, the people of Western Australia have a chance to
reaffim their support for the provision of those community service obligations.
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Therefore, the argument that community service obligations will no longer be provided
simply because a public asset or service has been provided in the private sector is
fallacious.
In conclusion, I want to refer to job losses which the member for Thomlie waxed lyrical
on. She said that 5 000 jobs would be lost. That is such a fundamental fallacy that I do
not understand how members opposite can say it time and time again. The only thing
that is happening is that we are transferring jobs from one sector of the economy to
another. I do not understand how members opposite cannot see that. We are taking a job
which was previously performed in the Public Service and putting it into the private
sector. The job still exists; it did not disappear. The need for the job still exists and the
need for the person who does the job still exists. The job has not been lost. It should also
be noted in my saying that - it has also been remarked on by the members for Dianella
and Jandakot - it is now an accepted practice that when a person transfers from the public
sector to the private sector or leaves the public sector, taxpayers will provide a
redundancy payment for that public servant. I believe there are some equity questions
about that. However, it is commonly accepted and the Government will go on doing it
because no-one will be disadvantaged by changes to their employment.
Finally, like the member for Dianella, I am a former longstanding public servant. I
joined the Public Service of Western Australia in 1972. 1 think I am entitled to take'
severe objection to public servants who continue to describe a job that they perform as
theirs. I received a form letter from Water Authority workers some weeks ago in which
they said that I was taking their jobs off them. They are not their jobs. They do not
belong to the public servants; they belong to the people who are paying for them, the
taxpayers. If the taxpayers say through their elected representative that a job can be
performed better in another way or, if it is no longer necessary for the job to be
performed at all, the public servant, as a true public servant, has no justification for
standing in the way of a properly elected Government as it attempts to implement the
wishes of the electorate. In all the time that I was in the Public Service, I took the view
that the best security a public servant could ever create for himself was for him to do his
job to the utmost of his ability. Sadly, many public servants have forgotten that the
customer is the most important person and the taxpayer is the person who is paying for
the job to be performed. They continue to think that the job belongs to them and that the
taxpayer owes them a living whether or not the job is necessary.
In summary, I reject the amendment proposed by the Opposition and I reject the thinking
and the philosophy that lie behind it.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [9.19 pm]: I commend the member for Peel for
moving the amendment to the Address-in-Reply. I have very grave regrets about the
response that is forthcoming to the Governor's speech. I think it was a very
disappointing speech because it reflected in no way whatever the pain that many Western
Australians are suffering. One might have expected the Governor of this State to
acknowledge that the policies of this Government are impacting in a very adverse and
painful way on many Western Australians.
In the course of this debate we have heard members opposite put forward some very
insensitive positions. I can only assume it is because they come from comfortable
circumstances, their friends and families are in traditionally comfortable circumstances
and they do not understand what it is like for people who put their labour in the
marketplace to earn an income for their families. We are seeing an unprecedented attack
on public utilities and services in Western Australia. In my view it surely mirrors
something akin to the devastation in the United Kingdom under Margaret Thatcher. That
era is increasingly being written up as a disastrous time for Britain and for the services in
place to meet the needs of the community. There was no sensible rationalisation of
services, but rather out and out devastation of services.
Members opposite do not appear to have any understanding of the problems facing
Western Australians. Although my colleagues have referred to the increased costs under
this Government, I will refer to them briefly. Firstly, I refer to an absolute basic service
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for those in the work force, namely, a public transport passenger system. In the past two
Budgets bus and rail fares have increased considerably, and in the last Budget the
Minister representing Minister for Transport indicated that further increases were almost
guaranteed. In addition, we heard only yesterday from the Deputy Premier, a member of
the National Party representing a country electorate, an indication that he did not
understand at all the need to support people living on the expanding outer metropolitan
fringe. In many instances those people are struggling far harder than others in the
community to provide for their families in a responsible way. It has been recognised that
public transport to these areas should not be a user-pays model, but rather the fares
should be at an affordable level so that the people living in these areas can take care of
their families in a responsible way, get to and from their workplace, and still have
reasonable expenditure left from their fairly limited incomes.
In recent times another promise was broken when the State fuel levy was increased by 40
a litre. That, again, impacts on lower income families because it is a flat rate tax. It does
not affect those people largely represented by Government members in the same way that
it attacks low income families. It is extraordinary that the rationale for no increase on
diesel fuel tax was that it would have an inflationary impact which would flow through
the economy. However, the Government did not take into account that many of the
vehicles using diesel fuel are large four-wheel drive vehicles driven by affluent people
living in the metropolitan area. A number of people have made that point since the
exemption was applied to diesel fuel. That provides another unfair advantage to people
who are comfortably off because they will not be required to pay the extra levy.
I refer now to the $50 levy. I was heartened to hear tonight that members opposite are
finding it somewhat painful to explain to the people why the Government has imposed
that levy. To some extent the Western Australian community, because of the political
message on the renewal forms for vehicle licences which people have never seen before,
has been quite discerning in seeing that levy as a political exercise rather than a matter of
necessity. In response to the community backlash, a coloured pamphlet has been
distributed with drivers' licences which tries to rationalise and justify that $50 levy. The
rabble across the Chamber have tried to indicate this is in some way necessary and that
the expenditure on the pamphlet is warranted. However, in my view it shows a certain
sensitivity to the critical comments from the community about the levy. It is no wonder
because, again, it is a flat tax which impacts much mome severely on people with limited
incomes than it does on people in the electorates of members opposite, who generally are
in much better financial circumstances.
The last point I mention is the increase in water charges because it impacts critically on
families in Western Australia. It makes life more difficult for them. The member for
Victoria Park gave an aggregate figure of the increases in taxes and charges that can be
slated home to the Court Government. I hope that as a result of this debate members
opposite and Ministers will be more sensitive, and that they will take on board the real
concerns about the increased charges.
Because my colleagues have dealt with those increases more fully, I shall now move to
the significant issue of the emotional impact on people of the wholesale privatisation of
the Public Service in Western Australia. There appears to be huge disillusionment with
the Court Government. I am told that in a number of public sector areas where people
have never been critical in the past, the people are showing outright anger and something
described as a developing hatred of the Court Government. That is certainly
understandable, and in a community the size of Western Australia it might be more
difficult for the Court Government to avoid the effect of that.
The Kennett Government in Victoria made many callous decisions, but the size of the
community in that State perhaps insulated people and they did not know what was
happening to their neighbours, friends and relatives. However, in Western Australia
most people will become aware of the pain and anxiety caused by the uncertainty some
people face, and in some cases by the absolute certainty that they will not have the
capacity to provide an income for their families because of the decisions of the Court
Government.
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Those people were working with integrity by utilising their skills in the community to
provide an income for their families. They are disillusioned because of the promises
made before the last election. People were reassured about those promises and for two
years the Court Government moved slowly to make the changes. However, it had a
hidden agenda which it did not disclose to the community. Now, following the memo
from the Premier and complaints that the Minister for Transport was not keeping up with
the privatisation move, the performance appraisals of chief executive officers include the
amount of contracting out they achieve in their departments. That is a factor in deciding
whether their contracts will be renewed.
A number of factors are coming together which means that many people are at the rough
end of a government that in my view is absolutely callous, has no care whatsoever for
people and is managing the change process in the most abominable, inept way. Even
though there are philosophical differences between me and a number of members
opposite, I d-Ad not think they would go about this change in such a clumsy, callous and
uncaring way.
To some extent that explains why in the past few weeks in my electorate office a number
of mature age men have been in tears. I have never seen it before. Although I am a great
advocate for men and women being in touch with their emotions, culturally it is quite
extraordinary to have men in my electorate office in tears about their future and their
ability to provide for their families and to meet mortgage commitments. One did not end
up in tears; he seemed to have moved on from the uncertainty and distress and had
decided to take matters into his own hands. He was the sole income earner in the family
and had three teenage children at a local high school. The only way he could see to
insulate the family to some extent was to sell what I know to be a modest family home
and rid himself of the mortgage repayments.
Today the member for Northern Rivers received urgent telephone calls and he has given
me information for the purposes of this debate. In his electorate in Carnarvon, the Main
Roads Department - or whatever its new name is - has told staff that 13 people are to go.
One of them is Gordon Whitby who has served with that department for 37 years. Others
include Graham Boxall, Spider Mill, Mervyn Capewell and Henry Goronski. Contary to
what the Minister for Labour Relations says, no-one has been offered redundancy or an
alternative place in the Public Service. How can members opposite listen to the rhetoric
put out by their Premier and this Minister for Labour Relations which bears no reality to
the truth about what happens to people under this Government?
I am told that the Main Roads Department at Carlisle employs five people whose families
have split up because of the stress and uncertainty about the future. These workers
believed the promises made to them at the last election. That is to say nothing of the
suicides about which we know very little. In a remarkable case a woman telephoned me
about a friend in the Water Authority of Western Australia.
Mr Trenorden: I will give you some advice: Don't run that one. I am telling you not to
run that one.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I certainly will. Is the member saying that this not a true case?
Mr Trenorden: I am telling you for the sake of a few people around the place, to delete it
from your records.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I am sorry; I am simply saying that suicide is a serious matter. A
couple of the men I have seen in my office are not far from suicide. If the member for
Avon wants to think that that person did not suicide because of job uncertainty - that
there were outside factors -
Mr Trenorden: Will you listen to me for a few seconds? It was a suicide. It is a very
serious matter. I am just asking you not to run that example in this place.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I will only say that this Government is causing huge stress and
suicide is one of the results of that. I am also saying to the member for Avon that I have
had middle aged men in their forties and fifties in my office as I have never had before,
in tears, uncertain about their future. Is the member for Avon asking me not to run that
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line either, that there is no connection between levels of stress and the ultimate act of
self-destruction?
Mr Trenorden: I am just saying that I would much prefer that you not mention the
suicide of the person in my electorate because it has nothing to do with what you are
talking about.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I will not give any details. I do not know why the member for Avon
is getting distressed. Why does he not make interjections in response to the point I am
making? The member for Avon was shaking his head when I was talking about people
coming to my office in a terrible state. On that same issue the Minister for Labour
Relations said that State Print workers had not suffered stress and had been offered
something. A survey was undertaken of the people at State Print which identified the
incidence of high blood pressure, depression, sleeping problems, excessive drinkting,
fatigue, skin rashes and overeating which are all symptoms of the anxiety of feeling out
of control. That is because of the way in which this whole matter of change has been
handled by this Government.
We have the wholesale destruction, the selling off, of public sector services and the
absolute destruction of people's sense of self-worth. They feel that their integrity and
skills and what they have contributed to the State are of no value at all. Many of the
services that are being destroyed - I am talking about the people employed by the Main
Roads Western Australia, in Westrail and the Metropolitan Transport Trust - are
operators in services, the skills for which have taken decades to build up. The services in
Westrail and the MTT are recognised across Australia as being very efficient. The
Government then asks us to accept that the changes are being made on the basis of
efficiency. I can tell you -
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! I ask the member for Armadale to direct her
remarks through the Chair.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I will give members a couple of examples which indicate quite
clearly that efficiency is not what this Government is about. It is about selling off jobs
and services to the private sector. One can only assume that we are seeing a shift of
finances directly from government expenditure into the private sector. Who does the
private sector support? The Government is building up its own support base. It is no
wonder the Government tries to cloud that with all sorts of rhetoric. There is no glory in
what the Government is doing. In my view the chances of that being made clear to the
Government at the next election are growing stronger day by day.
I bring to the attention of members that on 12 April there will be a very significant
community rally for all people who value government services. I ask members opposite
to tell constituents who come to see them about that rally. If they care about public
services, they could demonstrate that to the Government by attending the rally.
There is one heartening point I wish to make tonight: The Labor Party in New South
Wales has gained and retained 50 of the 99 seats in the State Parliament. Therefore,
hopefully, that community will not be exposed to the manic behaviour we experience
under a Court Government and the devastation of people's lives that is a direct result of
this Government's actions and policies.
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (20)
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr DL. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Thornas
Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Ms Warnock
Mr Grhamn Mr Riebeling Dr Watsn
Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mrs Hallahan Mrs Roberts
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Noes (26)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Johnson Mr W. Smith
Mr Cl. Barnett Mr Kieratli Mr Strickland
Mr Blaikie Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Boardl Mr Minson Mr Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mr Cowan Mr Osborne Mrs van de Kiashorst
Mrs Edwardes Mrs Parker Mr Wiese
Dr Hames Mr Pendal Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
Mr House Mr Prince

Pairs
Mr M. Barnett Mr Court
Mr Cunningham Mr Omodei
Mr Catania Mr Marshall

Amendment thus negatived.
Motion Resumed

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [9.43 pm]: I want to make a few general comments on the
Address-in-Reply, some relating to my electorate of Kimberley. The other area of my
contribution tonight will be to generalise the concerns of the State on a number of issues.
The Government is foolish to continue not to take account of some of the concerns that
have been genuinely and very appropriately expressed in this debate. There is a high
degree of concern in the community at present, for many reasons, and we as politicians,
and more especially the Government, must come to grips with those concerns. I say to
all members that the ineptness associated with this Government is not hard to track down
and establish. It is very evident to most people. Because of that, the views expressed
must be heeded and taken on board by the Government. I do not see why the
Government should run away from that. It is the responsibility and duty of all of us to
respond to the concerns supposedly expressed on behalf of the people.
If members want to look at the state of disarray in Western Australia they need go no
further than the backyards of suburban homes and the verges of most city streets. We see
out there the most beautiful city in the world turning into a dust bowl. Millions of tonnes
of topsoil are being lost because of our inability to deal with times of drought and low
rainfall. The Government is executing a plan in this State which tells residents that they
must accept rigid water restrictions, and the suggestion is that further restrictions are to
come to enable us to cope with these climatic factors. This demonstrates our inability in
this country to come to grips with drought. We have struggled with it for 200 years and
we still have a heavy reliance on rainfall. When we do not get rain, all sorts of
environmental problems emerge.
The Government is presiding over the water policy that is in place and advocating it. Th1e
Water Authority is remiss in its duty to the community. The Government should be
saying to the Water Authority that if there is some doubt about the availability of water,
the authority should make sure that it makes provision to deal with that problem in its
funding and programming. In my time as a Minister I presided over an Administration
which had a commitment to six major dams in seven years. That is the sort of
development that should take place in Western Australia. I will bet that if the. ministry's
records were searched for the period since my departure from that portfolio, we would
see that no consideration has been given to major water supply arrangements. That is
where we are falling down, and the Government is allowing it to happen. It not only is
presiding over arrangements that allow the Water Authority to get away with it, but also
is asking the public to accept water shortages. As a consequence we have to tighten our
belts.
Mr Trenorden: Do you ever read News Weekly?
Mr BRIDGE: Not often.
Mr Trenorden: You should get this month's edition. Your pipeline features prominently.

307



Mr BRIDGE: Whatever that document might reveal - I will read it and find out - in a
country like Australia there is no need for a desert state resulting from the climatic
factors we have in the State at present.
Mr Trenorden: The article refers to your scheme, and also to turning the water away
towards the Eastern States through the ranges to make it run inland through Western
Australia.
Mr BRIDGE: That is the national scheme which I have now developed. When I look at
Perth I feel saddened because this city is ordinarily a magnificent city; one of the most
beautiful in the world. Can we say that about the suburbs today? No. If members have
any feeling of pride, they will feel saddened to see how the city looks at the moment; yet
the chiefs of our water supply advocate that there should be further restrictions. That is
not the way to go. It is an indictment of that administration that the people should still be
required by a set of rules to act in such a manner and allow their lawns and gardens to
die. That is bad enough for the visual sight of the city. However, the more horrendous
feature of it is the high degree of valuable topsoil that is dissipating now. It is something
that we must be worried about. As the member for Avon would know, once that topsoil
is lost, it is not recovered.
Mr Trenorden: In a country such as Australia we cannot afford to lose it.
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: I must remind members that it is very difficult for Hansard
to hear, particularly when there are several conversations within earshot of Hansard. If
members want to have a conversation in a loud voice, I ask them to move outside the
Chamber.
Mr BRIDGE: Another matter that is worthy of examination - it brings home the message
very quickly - is the lakes within our city. Only two minutes from here is a good
example - Lake Monger. I make an appeal to everybody here, if they only half believe
what I am saying, to hot trot it to Lake Monger and look at the scene there. They will see
a sad situation. I have said to the media that if they were really interested in promoting
useful information about our State, they would hot trot it to places such as Lake Monger
and tell a story on the television or in the newspapers. That would be a useful exercise to
perform, as the journalists in this State should if they were interested in preserving their
integrity. However, I walk around that area every day and I do not see too many people
looking at the state of disarray of that lake; yet it should be something that most of us are
concerned about. It graphically ilustrates the shortcomings that exist in this State at the
moment I become angry when I see that area and I am defiant of those who try to
convince me that restricted water practices need to be in place.
Through the analysis and studies conducted on the big water schemes which I have long
advocated - the Kimberley scheme, and now the Clarence scheme in New South Wales,
the Burdekin-Bradfield scheme in Queensland, and the Daly scheme in the Northern
Territory - it has been found that we can essentially drought proof Australia as a nation
by drawing only 7 per cent of the safe yields of the river systems. That is merely a little
cream off the top of our big river systems to provide all the water that we want for ever
and a day in this country, to recapture the moisture, and to do all the things that are
necessary environmentally. However, we are not doing that because we are told that
there are other more satisfactory methods to deal with the problem.
As we are prepared to accept that, we see an environment in disarray as a result. The
conservation people in Western Australia and other places should recognise also that the
argument in support of strict water conservation technology is not the way to go. They
do not have it right either. This is a dry continent because we have made it dry, not
because there are no natural ways in which this country can be different We have
imposed dry farming methods on Australia; as a result, it is generally recognised as the
driest continent on earth. That illustrates the degree of short-sightedness in this country
and our inability to plan realistically. As a consequence the environment of our nation is
in tatters. Members in this place can ignore me and say that Bridge is on his soapbox
again, talking about this big vision; but I am right. That is the important point to bear in
mind.
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During a condolence motion for the late Sir Crawford Nalder the other day the Minister
for Police commented on the importance of water. He said that Sir Crawford predicted
that 20-odd years down the track the importance of water conservation would emerge in
the State. He said that it seemed at that stage that that was happening. People have an
ability to analyse matters well in advance of today and tomorrow. It is the responsibility
of all members to understand that a visionary approach, a lateral approach, to the long
term planning of this country is not a joke; it is a serious matter that should be embraced
by most, rather than be approached in the lukewarm way in which most of it is taken on
board by people generally. How many other politicians in Australia have walked with
me on my proposed water scheme?
Mr Taylor: I have.
Mr BRIDGE: Two or three people in Australia have done that. How many politicians in
Australia stand up and say that they are elected to represent the interests of the people
and the wellbeing of this country? How many of them have stood up on this point? The
most fundamental single issue confronting Australia is the provision of a reliable water
scheme; yet we are so remiss that we have water restrictions in Perth, lakes that are
drying up, and millions of tonnes of topsoil being lost. There is not even a yelp from
most people. Even the media are not taking a big enough interest in this matter,
otherwise journalists would trot their cameras to Lake Monger to see what was occurring
there, and would get their journalistic pens into place to write a story or two about the
devastation. When we talk about what the Address-in-Reply represents, let us get down
to some basic truths about where we are going in this State.
The proposed selling off of instrumentalities of the Government, such as sections of the
Water Authority, also bothers me considerably. The end result of any selling off of the
Water Authority's operation does not spell good things for the rural sector; it spells
danger because services cannot always be put into the country area on the basis of
economic justification. When the Minister starts talking about the commercialisation of
operations such as the Water Authority, he is bringing about a bad end result for the rural
sector of our State. I do not like it. I will give a good example of how dangerous it can
be. Take places like Bindi Bindi and Miling when I was Minister for Water Resources.
They had been 100-odd years in existence in 1988 and those towns were still getting their
water supply carted in by a 1300 cwt truck. That is only a few years ago in our
supposedly modern times. Do you know why that happened, Mr Deputy Speaker? It was
because they were always told by successive Governments prior to my elevation to the
Water Resources portfolio that they could not economically justify the expenditure for
the necessary water supply to the towns of Bindi Bindi and Miling. If we talk strictly
about dollars, as has been beaten about here every night, that is a fair comment.
Mr House: How did you do it?
Mr BRIDGE: When I went out with the managing director of the Water Authority and
saw that situation, I said, "We have to give these people a water supply." He said, "You
cannot do it, Minister. We have looked at it over countless years." He produced a file
which showed that this issue had been raised for so many years that a big old bull
kangaroo could not jump over it. Every time the word back to the progress association
with regard to Bindi Bindi was, "We feel very sympathetic about your position. We
would like to do something, but economics do not justify the provision of a water supply.
However, we will look at it next year." That went on for 40-odd years. I said to the
managing director, "You have to give these people a water supply. I do not want to hear
anything different." He said, "We cannot justify it." I said, "You can because I am
saying you have to provide a water supply." He said, "On what basis?" I said, "On a
needs basis. I do not want to hear this rubbish about economic justification. Get down
there, draw them up a plan and give them a water supply." That is how they got it.
Mr House: Where did the money come from?
Mr BRIDGE: It came out of the rural water strategy.
Mr House: It was state money?
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Mr BRIDGE: Yes.
Mr House: I thought it came out of federal money.
Mr BRIDGE: There was very little federal money in respect of that scheme. That
scheme came about by state funds and the contribution that community made. It was a
joint exercise.
Mr House: There was no federal money in there?
Mr BRIDGE: No, it came under that rural scheme. This illustrated how if one looked at
the strict economic analysis one may not be able to provide these sorts of communities
with that kind of necessary service. Those are the dangers I see associated with this
move. Quite apart from the devastation it might bring families because of uncertainty of
jobs, there is a lot to be concerned about with the supposed corporatisation of these
agencies, and in particular the Water Authority. It is proper to say that an agency like the
Water Authority should always be retained because a social obligation will always have
to be met by somebody and that somebody simply has to be the Government. That is
what it amounts to. It is not right or realistic for us to be saying that there will be an
inbuilt component in our negotiations where some of those social obligations will be
picked up by the private sector. What a joke! The private sector does not operate like
that, and nor should it be expected to, and it simply will not. It makes the dollar work
and in doing so operates in a very different way from committing itself to social
obligations. The Government has obligations because taxpayers' money is designed to
provide those sorts of services to those who need them in circumstances in which the
execution of those funds is a justifiable and proper course of action.
With this so-called sell off and the demise of large numbers of workers from the work
force I am worried about the loss of skills acquired over a long period. Nowadays we do
not seem to put a price on this, yet it is very important. Skills acquired over a lengthy
period can suddenly be lost because we decide through an efficiency drive to reduce
numbers within the work force. Many skilled people who have acquired skills over a
long time may suddenly find themselves no longer in a position of employment.
Therefore, the community generally loses the very vital asset of those skills that have
been acquired by those employees over the long term in the execution of the work they
have undertaken for their employers.
In the remaining few minutes of my speech I refer to the task force report which the
Government more or less looks upon as the bible in guiding it towards the development
of realistic policies, strategies and plans to deal with Aboriginal affairs. I bring to the
Minister's attention my opinion that the report is incomplete. He needs to be very careful
in relying heavily on it when considering the future of Aboriginal affairs. It does not
reflect on him because the basis of the approach was before his time. As a result of that I
want to work through this with the Minister rather than being critical of it. However,
when I was told a directive was given to the authors of that document that they were not
to include in the debate or input from the communities any consideration of the Mabo
issue I realised that it was based on a false premise. No aspect of Aboriginal affairs in
any State of Australia can be reliably seen to be responsibly considered if no account is
given of the High Court decision and the follow up procedures embarked upon by the
Federal and State Governments.
Mr Prince: It is almost certain that the Mabo decision would not apply - I mentioned this
last year - west of a line between Geraldton and Esperance. All that sounds as if it has no
relevance to those people.
Mr BRIDGE: It applies in terms of the procedural position in which we would find
ourselves in this State. Quite clearly certain areas of Western Australia fall outside the
range of any contemplated success by Aboriginal people under Mabo, but at the same
time it was improper that a directive called upon the authors not to permit such input into
the deliberations on that report. As a result of that I labelled it an incomplete report. I
still have grave reservations about its ability to guide the Minister in the way in which the
Minister confidently tells us it will guide him. I caution the Minister to be careful of that
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and to question whether the Government acted appropriately before he took on that
portfolio in directing that course of action.
On reflection members opposite should give recognition to the deficiencies in that report.
Whenever the Opposition raises the issue of Aboriginal affairs the Government draws
that document to its attention and says that it will follow the policies contained in it. I
suggest to members opposite that they be careful about doing that. I do not know
whether it was designed to be wrong. I anm not saying it was a deliberate attempt to
produce a document which is less than honest. I hope members will consider what I have
said.
Irefer now to the interjection by the member for Avon in which he made reference to the

water scheme which was highlighted in a newspaper. I ask him what newspaper that
was.
Mr Trenorden: It was the News Weekly.
Mr BRIDGE: I inform the House that over the past six months I have mounted an
Australia-wide campaign to rekindle the value and virtue of this water scheme and I did
that in the context of the drought. I have received a high degree of support and I advise
members that only 10 days ago I was invited to speak at the western division of the New
South Wales' Country Shire Councils Association in Cobar which was attended by
representatives from 40 per cent of the local authorities in that State. The conference
passed a resolution to give total support to my concept and it called on all local
authorities in that State to endorse it. I have been invited to speak at the New South
Wales shires conference in Sydney in June to outline my scheme. Next week I will visit
North Queensland where I have been invited to address a group of shire councils on this
proposal and I expect a similar outcome from that meeting.
Only last week the Kimberley division of the Western Australian Country Shire Councils
Association gave my proposal its full support and indicated its desire for a serious
examination of the scheme. It highlights the shortsighted decision of this Government a
year or so ago to discontinue the work of the committee that I set up to look at ways to
best utilise the waters of the Kimberley for the needs of this State and other parts of
Australia. In the context of the high degree of public support that I am gaining Australia-
wide, I call upon the Government to reassess its decision to abandon the operations of the
Kimberley water resources board. The national water distribution scheme has its origins
in Western Australia and it is being driven by me. We face losing it if we do not
maintain the high degree of support for it. I sincerely ask the Government to reassess its
decision.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [10.15 pm]: I take this opportunity to make some brief
remarks about the 50th anniversary of the United Nations this year. This year marks the
International Year of Tolerance and there has been a deafening silence from. governnment
members on how the community is expected to join in the celebrations of diversity. Thbe
International Year of Tolerance is all about developing a means of social cohesion in a
diverse society and valuing diversity as an economic, social and cultural asset. Unlike
many members opposite I believe the United Nations is a force to support. The
conventions and declarations framed by it and its work generally should be an inspiration
to all citizens of Australia in the same way as they are in those countries which need the
hope that the framework of those conventions can provide.
Some members may have read Frank Moorehouse's novel Days of Glory which is a
fictionalised account of the League of Nations. I have an interest in that period since I
did some research on May Holman who was the Australian delegate at the Conference of
the League of Nations in 1927. She wrote a remarkable series of her observations for The
Melbourne Age and I refer the interested amateur historians opposite to those
observations because they were made by a Western Australian author about the world
that was emerging at that time.
The United Nations came into existence in October 1945 and the preamble to the charter
reads -
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We the peoples of the United Nations determined
to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war, which twice in
our lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankind, and
to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of
the human person, in the equal rights of men and women and of nations
large and small, and ...
to promote social progress and better standards of life in larger freedom,
and..
to employ international machinery for the promotion of the economic and
social advancement of all peoples,

Today the United Nations has come into some disrepute, but I will not canvass all the
reasons for that now. The United Nations, a wonderful organisation, has initiated the
greatest programs for social justice and human betterment that have ever been attempted
and can be achieved only by the international cooperation which it provides. Before I
return to the Australian context, I remind -members of the enormous tasks facing the
United Nations on its 50th anniversary. For example, more than one billion people in
this world live in absolute poverty. More than 30 million people are refugees within the
terms accepted by the United Nations High Commission on Refugees. Almost one
billion people in this world are illiterate, most of whom are women. Each year 13 million
children under the age of five years die from hunger, malnutrition or easily preventable
disease. In the few years since AIDS has been recognised, more than one million
children have been born affected by HIV.
In 1948 Dr Herbert Vere Evatt, who was President of the General Assembly of the
United Nations, pleaded for Governments to keep faith with their people. He said they
wanted "not very much, just peace and justice and decent standards of living for
themselves perhaps, but mainly for their children". Senator Gareth Evans said last year
that the United Nations is not about the powerful or the wealthy, but belongs to ordinary
men, women and children all over the world. Some people on the other side -
conservatives throughout Australia - have been most concerned about treaties that have
been signed by successive Federal Governments in Australia. A treaty, of course, is an
agreement between the signatory States and countries, and it binds those States at
international law. A treaty might be known as a convention, protocol or covenant.
Declarations are not treaties. They are not binding but they might be part of a long
process which leads to the negotiation of a United Nations convention. For instance,
along the way to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child there was for
some years a Declaration on the Rights of the Child. Some of those binding agreements
include the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, which is the framework against which many Governments
set their own human rights agendas.
My shadow portfolios are concerned very much with the promotion and protection of
human rights, people with disability, women and children. I take this opportunity to
speak about the contribution United Nations instruments have made to the wellbeing of
people with disabilities, and women and children in Australia, particularly in this State.
After a period in which we heard many reservations expressed about these treaties, it was
an absolute pleasure to go to a conference last year and hear the father of a young woman
with a gross disability say that he thanked heaven for the international and national
benchmarks of progress in disability. All of that has been set through the United Nations.
I take this opportunity to remind the House that in 1971 some nations agreed to a
Declaration on the Rights of Mentally Retarded Persons, and in 1975 there was a
Declaration on the Rights of Disabled Persons. People will remember that in 1981 we
celebrated the International Year of Disabled Persons, which started a decade of
advancement for people with disabilities. In 1982 the world program of action
concerning disabled persons was adopted by the United Nations. I will jump some of
those particular declarations and statements and go to 1993, when the United Nations
Standard Rules on the Equalisation of Opportunities for Persons with Disabilities were
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published. This guide to Governments indicated how to prepare policies and legislation.It was not binding on the States, but nevertheless provided both a political and moralimperative. It is available here through the United Nations. One of the principles it holdsis that people with a disability, if provided with an appropriate environment, will not behandicapped by that disability. I do not want in this debate to describe the differencesbetween levels of impairment, disability or handicap, but, particularly this week, it issalutary to remind ourselves that the physical environment that provides access forpeople with disability to various services, including accommodation, is critical inensuring their wellbeing and, indeed, that of their carers. The United Nations standardrules set standards for equal opportunities, outline the action to be taken by Governments,give guidance to those engaged in the disability field and, importantly, include peoplewith disabilities, their families, carers and organisations, in decisions which improve thequality of their lives. A number of measures for implementation by Governments havealso been provided as guidelines.
When Stan Kelly, one of the members of the federal Minister's national committee ondisability, sang the praises of the United Nations and what it had provided for peoplewith disabilities, many people in that audience by their own experience were in fullagreement with him. People with disabilities do not want charity, they want their rights.They want to be able to live with their disability in a community that accepts themcompletely for the human beings they are. The challenge for the words in theconventions published by the United Nations is to convert the rhetoric into a positive planfor government action. Perhaps the best known United Nations convention for women isthat on the elimination of all forms of discrimination against women, otherwise known byits acronym CEDAW. That has been the primary instrument, certainly in Australia, forensuring appropriate equal opportunity legislation has been enacted, affirmative action ispart of the Government's plan, protection is provided for women seeking maternity leave,equal employment opportunities, and that women in principle are equal before the law.CEDAW has been ratified by approximately 121 countries, but other instruments thatprovide that framework of protection for women include the United Nations Declarationon Violence against Women, which was framed at the Vienna conference in 1993. Itstated that violence prevents women from being able to access all of their entitlements ofequality before the law, and detracts from the human rights that are essential for womento be included as proper partners in decision making and public participation programs intheir own countries.

In 1985 at the Nairobi conference a set of forward looking strategies were drafted for theadvancement of women into the year 2000. Member countries agreed to go back to theircountries and implement those strategies. Unfortunately, most countries have not yetbeen able to do that. Those strategies remain the main impetus for the conference laterthis year in Beijing that both the member for Swan Hills and I will be attending. Theagenda for that conference comprises 10 plans for action, the critical areas to improve thestatus of women throughout the world. Even though they happen to be listed from 1 to10 the planners make the real point that none of them is more important than the others.They all have equal importance.
Those 10 critical areas of concern for women all around the world are poverty; educationand health; violence; armed conflicts; economic disparity; politics, particularly thepromotion of women's participation in decision making; national and internationalinstitutions such as the World Health Organisation and the International LabourOrganisation and the way in which those organisations can have a proper and appropriateimpact on the lives of women; human rights, because more often than not it is women'shuman rights that are violated; the mass media, where the point is made very well thatwomen are rarely placed in top media jobs - studies by UNESCO of 200 mediaorganisations in 30 countries worldwide show that only seven of them are headed bywomen; and finally, environment and development.
Only today, news came through about Australia's involvement in a trade that involvestrafficking in women. It is most important that although one might think this is aconsideration for countries other than Australia, it is very clear that people here are
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linked to Asia and are now bringing Asian women, particularly Thai women, into
Australia in what is estimated to be a $30 million, five year racket. These women enter
into a contract with the men involved. Their air tickets are paid, they are provided with a
passport and accommodation, and they must work off that contract worth somewhere
between $15 000 and $30 000 in the sex industry. I do not know if this racket is
flourishing in Perth, but it is certainly reported as being very active in Sydney and
Melbourne. The pay to those women is less than for Australian women who are sex
industry workers. They see more clients because it takes them 500 clients to pay off a
$15 000 debt. More often than not they are persuaded by the man that he does not need
to wear a condom. It is about seven years since I discussed sex tours to South East Asia
in this place. I am appalled to think that whatever has happened since then we have seen
only a flourishing of trade by men we know are mainly paedophiles going to South East
Asia. Probably the same kind of men are engaged in importing women here to Australia
for the purposes of the sex industry in a very dangerous game. Incidentally, one of the
interests of May Holman when she went to the League of Nations in the late 1930s was
the trafficking of women.
The last point I want to touch on is the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child. I acknowledge that there has been a campaign, not just a controversy, occurring
primarily on the grounds that the convention removes parental rights. Nothing could be
further from the truth. In 1990, not long before the convention was signed by the
signatory states in New York, I was privileged to be in Zimbabwe and to participate in
two or three ceremonies leading up to the departure of the official delegates to the United
Nations in New York along with some Zimbabwean children. The mood was one of
celebration and expectation. A number of the articles of the convention, of which I think
there are 54, set rightful standards for the way in which children's rights should be
respected. Some of the articles are 'Qery progressive and some are seen to be quite
radical - it depends on the perspective of the critic. All I want to say tonight is that in a
country such as Australia we should be considering the rights of children and the
responsibility of parents and adults.

A child, everybody will agree, has the right to health, care and to social security, a right
to education and a right to freedom from work. Many people in the House will be
conicerned about recent reports of children being engaged in out-work in the clothing
industry and in contract-work in the cleaning industry. We need to debate that in this
place at another time. A child has the right to a name, a nationality and an identity.
These issues touch not only on our migrant children but also too often, and wrongly - the
issue must be brought to notice - on our Aboriginal children. Children must be free from
sexual exploitation and physical abuse, and handicapped and sick children must be cared
for.
I turn now to corporal punishment. The basic rule of common law is that the least
touching of another person in anger is assault and can be punished at law as a criminal
offence. However, that does not apply to children because the law assumes that children
are incapable of making choices which affect the quality of their lives. However,
children have rights and parents have responsibilities and duties to protect those rights.
A newly formed organisation called EPOCH, which is an acronym for Ending All
Physical Punishment of Children, has been formed in Australia, sponsored by Oz Child.
In the United Kingdom, a three year campaign called "A Cry for Children" has been
launched to encourage parents and carers to stop smacking their children, to respect
them, and to use nonviolent methods of discipline.

In November 1669 a boy presented a petition to the British Parliament on behalf of
school children which sought to stop school beatings and spoke of the "intolerable
grievance suffered by school children as a result of the severity of school discipline" in
that nation. The long path toward the abolition of corporal punishment had begun, but
more than 300 years later Australian school children are still being subjected to physical
punishment as part of school discipline.

Recently, one of the Politics in the Pub evenings that are regularly conducted in Sydney
hotels had as its theme corporal punishment. Surprisingly little social science research or
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serious debate has been conducted on this issue. Some of the language used to describehitting children, such as "a good smack" or "six of the best" suggests that it is good forchildren to be hit. The main speaker, a woman by the name of Judy Cashmore, referredto the variety of views about smacking expressed in child rearing manuals. In 1978,Dobson said that spanking was necessary and proposed that it be administered with aswitch or belt but rarely with a hand. He argued that spanking must hurt or it will haveno influence. Spock, on the other hand, regarded corporal punishment as having aninfluence on society's acceptance of violence. I too hold that view and further agree withPenelope Leach, who recently visited Australia, who argues that learning how to behavedepends upon parental influence rather than power, the warmth of the relationship whichadults offer and the clarity of the orders which parents impose.
These issues have not been debated in this House since I have been here, and they shouldbe. Too often we assume that we can smack children and behave violently towards thosewho are regarded as having no rights. Parents do not have the right to do what they wantto their children. Children need protection. The United Nations Convention on theRights of the Child aims to provide a framework for protection in a range of ways. Wehave an obligatory responsibility towards children. I have put on record some of theissues that impinge upon my portfolio as they are framed by a range of United Nationsconventions in this its fiftieth year.
Debate adjournied, on motion by Mr Riebeling.

House adjourned at 10.45 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - NON-GOVERNMENT
ORGANISATIONS

New Funding Arrangements

2. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) Does the Minister intend to write to, all non-government organisations
provided with funds through the Department for Community Development
to formally advise them about the new funding arrangements for the
1995-96 financial year?

(2) If so, when will such letter be sent?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Before 30 June 1995.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - NON-G3OVERNMENT
ORGANISATIONS

Competitive Tendering

3. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) Has the Government abandoned the idea of introducing competitive
tendering for non-government organisations funded through the
Department for Community Development?

(2) If so, precisely what arrangements will the Government use to allocate
funds to non-government organisations?

(3) When will details of these arrangements be released to non-government
organisations, and the public generally?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) Current funding agreements for the non-government sector are not subject

to competitive tendering. However, future new services to be funded by
the Department for Community Development will be based on expressions
of, interest.

(2) 'The Department for Community Development will call for expressions of
interest of new services.

(3) Several public statements and a brochure relating to funding service s have
been made public since July 1994.

MINIMUM CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT ACT - EMPLOYER
PROSECUTIONS

17. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) How many prosecutions have been launched against employers for failing
to comply with the employment conditions specified in the Minimum
Conditions of Employment Act?

(2) What was the nature of each breach of the Act?

(3) How many prosecutions have been successful?

(4) What penalties have been imposed by the court in relation to each breach?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(l)-(4) The Department of Productivity and Labour Relations has not launched

any prosecutions against employers for failing to comply with the
employment conditions specified in the Minimum Conditions of
Employment Act.
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MINING INDUSTRY - AUSTRALIAN MADE GOODS AND SERVICES,

PURCHASING STRATEGY
Imported Manufactured Products Expenditure

23. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Resources Development;
(1) Does the State Government have any strategy for encouraging the mining

sector to purchase Australian made goods and equipment?
(2) Is the Minister aware of the total amount spent by the mining industry on

imported manufactured products in the financial years -
(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95 to date?

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:
(1) Since the mid 1960s, state resource agreements have contained a clause

requiring the developer, where it is reasonable and economically
practicable so to do, to give preference to Australian supply when goods
and services are competitive as to price, quality and delivery.

(2) Not available.

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES, WAGE RATES
PAYMENT OFFER

29. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Has the Government endeavoured to entice government employees into

signing a workplace agreement by offering to pay the wage rates
contained in the workplace agreement prior to the agreement being
registered with the Workplace Commissioner?

(2) How many employees was this offer made to?
(3) Was the offer accepted?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No. However, I am aware of an instance in which a contract purporting to

be a workplace agreement was offered and put into effect before it had
been approved by government or registered by the Commissioner of
Workplace Agreements. This is contrary to government policy and
measures have been taken to rectify this situation.

(2) In the case to which I refer, four employees.
(3) Yes.
IRON ORE - DIRECT REDUCED IRON (DRI) PLANT, MINERALOGY

PROJECT
41. Mr GRILL to the Minister for Resources Development:

(1) In view of the publicity blitz in relation to the direct reduced iron
mineralogy project, will the Minister indicate whether the Government has
a position on the feasibility of this project?

(2) Will the Government or any of its agencies be providing any kind of
support to the project, including a state agreement?

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:
(1) The Government does not comment on the commercial feasibility or

otherwise of particular projects as this is the responsibility of the private
sector.

(2) The Government is providing the normal project facilitation service
through the Department of Resources Development to this project as with
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any other. There is no suggestion of financial support. The Government
has held discussions with the company in regard to a possible state
agreement for this project and those discussions are ongoing.

HOMESWEST - EVICTIONS

53. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many Homeswest tenants have been evicted in 1995?

(2) How many were evicted in 1992, 1993, and 1994?

(3) Has there been an increase in the rate of evictions in the last 12 months?

(4) What were the reasons listed for the evictions?

(5) Were any of these evicted Homeswest tenants rehoused by Homeswest?

(6) How many of these evicted tenants were Aboriginal?
Mr PRINCE replied:
Eviction is defined as the bailiff removing the tenant from the premises.

(1) Eight.
(2) 75 in 1994, 15 between 1 July 1993 and 31 December 1993. Formal

records not previously kept.
(3) Yes.
(4) (i) Non-payment of rent.

(ii) Property damage.
(iii) Antisocial behaviour.

(5) Yes.
(6) This information is not kept.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - MAMMOGRAPHY
SERVICES

Kimnberley Program

55. Ms WARNOCK. to the Minister for Health:

(1) Will the Government's mammography program be going to the
Kimberley?

(2) If so, when?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) *Broome . 26 June 1995

Derby 19iJuly 1995
Fitzroy Crossing 2 August 1995
Halls Creek 15 August 1995
Wyndhain 23 August 1995
Kununurra 29 August 1995

ABORIGINAL WOMEN'S TASK FORCE - FUNDING; BRIEF

58, Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) -How much funding has been allocated to the Aboriginal Women's
Taskforce for this year?

(2) What is its brief for this year?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) $40 000.
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(2) The Aboriginal Women's Task Force is a consultative body on Aboriginalw omen's issues. It has identified its three priority issues: Familyviolence; alcohol abuse; and sexual and reproductive health.

SPORT AND RECREATION, MINISTRY OF - SERVICES CONTRACTED OUT
67. Mr TAYLOR to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Sport andRecreation:

(1) In relation to the Ministry of Sport and Recreation, which services and/orfunctions have been identified for future contracting out to the private
sector?

(2) Have documents been prepared for the tender of these services?
(3) Will the Minister table these documents?
(4) Does the Minister plan to advertise for expressions of interest or tender

bids for these services?
(5) If so, when will such advertisements be placed?
(6) Who will make recommendations as to the successful bidder?
(7) How many public sector positions will be abolished as a result of this

process?
Mrs PARKER replied:
The Minister for Sport and Recreation has provided the following response -
(1) Nil.
(2)-(7) Not applicable.

HOUSING - INNER CITY RESIDENTS, LACK OF FACILITIES COMPLAINTS
81. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Have a number of complaints been raised regarding the lack of facilities in
inner city areas?

(2) Do people in inner city areas have problems accessing facilities that areopen after hours, such as delicatessens for small goods such as milk and
newspapers?

(3) Has the Minister taken any action to address this need?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) The complaints received by Homeswest relate to the lack of playgroundequipment at its Wellington Street complex. Homeswest will beproviding equipment in the near future.
(2) Homeswest has not received complaints about the lack of these facilities.
(3) Not applicable.

HOUSING - INNER CITY RESIDENTS, NOISE COMPLAINTS
82. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many complaints has the Minister received from inner city residents
about noise?

(2) What has been the source of most of these complaints?
(3) What action has the Minister taken to address these complaints?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) One written complaint has been received on behalf of a group of residents.
(2) Vermouth Nominees Pty Ltd trading as Gobbles Night Club.
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(3) Negotiations with local government authority and the adjoining lessee to
upgrade the buildings.

HOMESWEST - INNER CITY HOUSING
Occupancy Rate; Waiting Period; Construction Program

83. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What is the current Homeswest inner city occupancy rate?

(2) What is the average waiting period for tenants to get into Homeswest
inner city housing?

(3) What is the construction program for inner city housing for 1994-95?

Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Full or near full occupancy, with five vacant units under maintenance and

under offer.
(2) Homeswest is allocating housing in the Perth zone to those persons who

applied on the following dates -

Bedsitter accommodation January 1995
I bedroom seniors July 1988
2 bedroom seniors May 1990
Singles March 1987

Townhouse March 1989
Duplex March 1989
Single detached house September 1987

(3) Homeswest is currently constructing l~xi and 4x2 bedroom units in East
Perth, under the community housing program.

HOMESWEST - WAITING LISTS FOR ACCOMMODATION
Families Struck off List for Refusing First Offer; Evictions; Assistance before Eviction

84. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many families are currently waiting for Homeswest accommodation?

(2) How many families have been struck off the Homeswest waiting list for
refusing the first offer of accommodation?

(3) How many families have been evicted from Homeswest accommodation
under the new policy of evicting tenants with arrears?

(4) What financial assistance/counselling is offered by Homeswest before
eviction?

Mr PRINCE replied:

Eviction is defined as the bailiff removing the tenant from the premises.

(1) The cutrent number of rental applications received for family type
accommodation is 8 791. This figure excludes transfer.

(2) This information is not kept.

(3) Since January 1994, 76 Homeswest tenants have been evicted for non-
payment of debts.

(4) Eviction action is a last resort and in all instances Homeswest offers
assistance to reduce a tenant's outstanding debt by payment through direct
debit of their bank account, Homneswest card or through the Department of
Social Security direct deduction scheme. Arrangements are also made for
financial counselling if agreed to by the tenant.
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HOMESWEST - MAINTENANCE SERVICES CONTRACTED OUT
Contractors Warned; Fired

85. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many Homeswest maintenance services have been contracted out?
(2) Were the contracts tendered?
(3) How many contractors have received first warnings from Homeswest in

the last 12 months?
(4) How many contractors have received second warnings from Homeswest in

the last 12 months?
(5) How many contractors have been fired in the last 12 months by

Homeswest?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Since January 1994, Homeswest has contracted out 512 maintenance

services.
(2) Yes.
(3)-(4) These records are not kept and would require extensive research.
(5) One contract has been terminated. However, since 1 January 1994 there

have been 13 mutually agreed terminations.
HOMESWEST - PUBLIC TRANSPORT, RESCHEDULING AND REROUTING

COMPLAINTS
86. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:

How many complaints has Homeswest received in the last 12 months about the
rescheduling and rerouting of public transport services?
Mr PRINCE replied:
The department does not keep a record of this type of information.

HOMESWEST - NEW HOUSES CONSTRUCT'ION UNDER CAPITAL WORKS
PROGRAM

Victoria Park, East Victoria Park, Lathlain, Carlisle, etc.
90. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Housing:

How many new houses are planned to be built in 1994-95 under Homeswcst's
capital works program in the suburbs of -
(a) Victoria Park
(b) East Victoria Park
(c) Lathlain
(d) Carlisle
(e) St James
(f) Bentley
(g) Wilson
(h) Welshpool?
Mr PRINCE replied:
These figures are commencements -

(a) 10 units
(b) -6 units
(c) 6 units
(d) 7 units
(e) 14 units
(f) 16 units
(g)-(h) Nil.
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HOSPITALS - ROEBOURNE; WICKHAM
Northern Health Authority Review

96. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Northern Health Authority completed a review of Roebourne and

Wickham Hospitals?
(2) If yes, what are the options outlined in the review?
(3) Has the Government made a decision on what option it proposes to choose

for these towns?
(4) If so, when will a decision be made?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The review outlined a number of suggested options and these are as

follows -

(i) Change the model of service delivery at Roebourne Hospital to a
multipurpose service style and incorporate all in-patient services
for the Roebourne/WickhamlPoint Sampson areas into it. Such
services would be complemented by the Nichol Bay Hospital.

(ii) Along with the above, convert the Wickham Hospital into a
daytime medical and community based services centre.

(iii) Same as option (i) but set Wickham Hospital up as the
comprehensive m ultipurpose service for all in-patient services.

(iv) Along with the above, consider contracting out to an alternative
provider the services to be delivered from the Roeboume facility.
This option would require some rationalising of services between
Roebourne and Wickham.

(v) Do nothing and leave both facilities as they are. The
disadvantages of this option were highlighted as follows -

(a). both hospitals would remain underutilised as they are now,
resulting in low outputs and high cost;

(b) there would be minimal capacity for health services in the
area to adapt to meeting the unmet need for health care
which exists.

(3) No.
(4) This will depend Upon the outcome of community consultation.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ELECTIVE SURGERY
BULLETINS, CESSATION; SURGERY, TEACHING HOSPITAL WAITING LISTS

97. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Why has the Health Department stopped publication of its elective surgery

bulletins?
(2) How. many Western Australians were awaiting surgery on teaching

hospital lists at the end of December 1994?
(3) What is the median waiting time for patients on this list?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Publication of the elective surgery bulletin, an initiative of the previous

government, was discontinued more than a year ago, partly because there
was no evidence that it was contributing to the resolution of issues
associated with waiting times for elective surgery and partly because of
the significant changes made to the way in which additional throughput
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procedures were purchased. Figures on the number of people waiting for
elective surgery and the median waiting times for particular procedures
are available upon request and frequently supplied to the media and other
organisations.

(2) 13079.
(3) 3.75 months.

PSYCHOLOGISTS BILL - THIRD DRAFT
98. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Government produced a third draft of its proposed Psychologists
Bill 1994?

(2) If yes, when will it be sent to interested parties for comment?
(3) Will the Government consider removing from the Psychologists

Registration Act 1976 those sections which deal with hypnosis?
(4) If not, why not?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No. A third draft has not been produced. Submissions are still being

reviewed in relation to the second draft of the Bill.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The regulation of hypnosis is being reviewed at a national level. The

Australian Health Ministers Advisory Council is currently reviewing the
regulation of hypnosis. The findings of the review will be considered and,
where appropriate, implemented.

(4) This depends on the findings of the review.
HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH

Patient Care Assistance Program Implementation
101. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Will the patient care assistant program be implemented at Royal Perth
Hospital?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Royal Perth Hospital is continuing to train and roster patient care

assistants in patient areas in accordance with government policy.
(2) Answered by (1).

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - STATE HEALTH
PURCHASING AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
102. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the State Health
Purchasing Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
I refer the member to my letter to him of 14 March 1995.
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HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - EAST
METROPOLITAN HEALTH AUTHORITY

Consultrants Employment
103. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the East Metropolitan
Health Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these cons ultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SOUTH
METROPOLITAN HEALTH AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
104. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the South Metropolitan
Health Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - NORTH
METROPOLITAN HEALTH AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
105. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the North Metropolitan
Health Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) *Who were the cornsultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - CENTRAL HEALTH
AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
106. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the Central Health
Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
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(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - NORTHERN HEALTH
AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
107. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the Northern Health
Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SOUTHERN HEALTH
AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
108. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the Southern Health
Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - WESTERN HEALTH
AUTHORITY

Consultants Employment
109. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the Western Health
Authority since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these consultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.
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HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - STATEWIDE
PURCHASER

Consultants Employment
110. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many external consultants have been used by the Statewide
Purchaser since 30 June 1994?

(2) Who were the consultants engaged?
(3) What was the work undertaken by each of these consultants?
(4) What was the total cost of each of these con sultancies?
(5) Of the above, which consultancies are still in progress?
Mr KIERATH replied:
Refer to my answer to question on notice 102.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - PURCHASING
AUTHORITIES
Staff Allocation

111. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
What is the 1994-95 staff allocation for each of the following purchasing
authorities -

(a) State Health Purchasing Authority;
(b) East Metropolitan Healtli Authority;
(c) South Metropolitan Health Authority;
(d) North Metropolitan Health Authority;
(e) Central Health Authority;
(f) Northern Health Authority;
(g) Southern Health Authori ty;
(h) Western Health Authority;
(i) Statewide Purchaser?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The State Health Purchasing Authority is a single organisation which incorporates
the other purchasers referr ed to in (b) to (i).
(a) The overall staff allocation for the management of the State Health

Purchasing Authority is 167.0.
(b) 13.
(c) 13.
(d) 14.
(e) 12.
(f) 12.
(g) 12.
(h) 12.
(i) 14.
In addition, the authority manages a number of other support programs, including
health statistics, Aboriginal policy and programs, and the rural health policy unit.
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HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - PURCHASING
AUTHORITIES
Budget Allocation

112. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
What is the 1994-95 budget allocation for the administration of each of the
following purchasing authorities -

(a) State Health Purchasing Authority;
(b) East Metropolitan Health Authority;
(c) South Metropolitan Health Authority;
(d) North Metropolitan Health Authority;
(e) Central Health Authority;
(f) Northern Health Authority;
(g) Southern Health Authority;
(h) Western Health Authority;
(i) Statewide Purchaser?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The State Purchasing Authority is a single organisation which incorporates the
other purchasers referred to in (b) to (i).
(a) The overall management costs of the authority in 1994-95 are estimated at

$10 678 300.
(b) $791 000
(c) $791000
(d) $861 000
(e) $770000
(f) $1.044m
(g) $750000
(h) $872 000
(i) $841000
In addition, the authority manages a number of other support programs, including
health statistics, Aboriginal policy and programs, and the rural health policy unit.

HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL, NEW
Project Director Appointment

114. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has a project director been appointed for the proposed replacement of

Bunbury Regional Hospital?
(2) If yes -

(a) who was appointed; and
(b) when was he/she appointed?

(3) To whom does the project director report?
(4) When does the Government expect a decision to be made on the nature of

the services to be developed on the greenfields site?
(5) Who will make that decision?
(6) If it is the Bunbury health service board, will it have to work within any

guidelines laid down by the Government?
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Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Len Dockrill

(b) January 1995.
(3) Bunbury health service board of management.
(4) June 1995.
(5) The Bunbury health service board of management in collaboration with

the Minister for Health.
(6) Yes - to build a facility that is publicly owned and operated within

contestability guidelines, and collocated with the private sector.
HEALTH PORTFOLIO - AGENCIES' FUNCTIONS, PRIVATISATION

115. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
I refer the Minister to his predecessor's answer to Legislative Council question
1305 of 6 December 1994 and ask, with reference to all agencies within the
Minister's health portfolio -

(i) what functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 6 February
1993;

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

Mr KIERATH replied:
This question is the same as Legislative Council question 1305 of 22 November
1994. A list of functions and full time equivalents were provided at that time.
Updated information is being sought from the public health sector and the
information will be provided to the member as soon as it is collected.

HOSPITALS - INFECTION CONTROL GUIDELINES
116. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are infection control guidelines applied and implemented in Western
Australia's public hospitals?

(2) How are the guidelines implemen 'ted and monitored?
(3) Do hospitals have to report on the operation of the guidelines?
(4) Have there been any breaches of the guidelines?
(5) If yes -

(a) how marly; and
(b) what action was taken in relation to the breaches?

Mr KIIERATH replied:
(1) Guidelines have been circulated to all health care units for implementation

at local level.
(2) This is the responsibility of each health care unit manager.
(3) No.
(4) Not known.
(5) Not applicable.

HEALTH SERVICES - FUNDER-OWNER-PURCHASER-PROVIDER SYSTEM
117. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How does the Government intend to deliver public health services in its
funder-owner-purchaser-provider system?
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(2) Will services be purchased centrally or regionally or both?
(3) If both, which services will ,be purchased -

(a) centrally; and
(b) regionally?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Public health services will be delivered by those hospitals and other health

service units which are contracted to do so.
(2) Both.
(3) It is not possible, at this stage, to be definitive about which services will

be purchased centrally or regionally in 1995-96.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - HEALTH OUTCOMES

STRATEGY
118. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) What are "health outcomes"?
(2) What is understood by the- health outcomes approach to the delivery of

health services?
(3) Does the Health Department have a strategy to develop a health outcomes

approach?
(4) If yes -

(a) what are its features;
(b) who will administer it; and
(c) how will it be monitored?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) A change in the health of an individual, group of people or population

which is attributable to a treatment or intervention or a series of
interventions.

(2) The health outcomes approach is characterised by a process of identifying
and measuring the effect of particular interventions. The development of
outcome measures is essential to enable a comparative evaluation of the
relative benefits to individuals and populations of different interventions.
This includes the prevention and management of chronic illness
conditions, which are responsible for a significant proportion of ill health
in the community.

(3) Yes.
(4) (a) As outlined in "Improving Health. Directions for Healthcare in

Western Australia", the State Health Purchasing Authority will- *
comnmission a program to develop and enhance outcome
indicators for clinical and preventive health services, with
input from clinicians, consumers, managers and
epidemiologists;
require outcome indicators to be contained in contracts,
wherever possible.

(b) The State Health Purchasing Authority.
(c) As part of its monitoring role, the authority will -

publish reports on performance against outcome oriented
indicators for all organisations contracted to provide
services to Western Australians; and
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identify targets for specific conditions and population
groups and report on performance against these targets.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - COM[MUNITY
NURSES EMPLOYMENT

119. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many community nurses are employed by the Health Department of

Western Australia?
(2) How many are employed in -

(a) metropolitan Western Australia; and
(b) non-metropolitan Western Australia?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) 691 including 78 community mental health nurses.
(2) (a) 388 including 52 community mental health nurses.

(b) 303 including 26 community mental health nurses.
HOSPITALS - WAITING TIMES FOR TREATMENT IN CASUALTY UNITS

121. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Are the State's public hospitals required to provide records of waiting

times for treatment in casualty units?
(2) If not, why not?
(3) If yes, what is the average waiting time for treatment in -

(a) metropolitan hospitals; and
(b) non-metropolitan hospitals?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No, but most hospitals would keep such records as part of their internal

management process.
(2) Median waiting times for treatment in casualty units am currently being

considered as part of a range of measures of hospital performance.
Consideration is being given to the development and implementation of
appropriate information systems that will collect the waiting time in public
hospital casualty units.

(3) Not applicable.
WHOOPING COUGH - NOTIFICATIONS

124. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

How many whooping cough notifications have there been in Western Australia
in -

(a) 1991;
(b) 1992;
(c) 1993;
(d) 1994;
(e) 1995 to date?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(a) 44;
(b) 92;
(c) 238;
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(d) 570;
(e) 251.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - AUSTRALIAN

MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, AGREEMENT OVER NON-TEACHING HOSPITAL.S
AGREEMENT

125. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Health Department reached agreement with the Australian

Medical Association over the non-teaching hospitals agreement?
(2) If yes, what are the terms and conditions of the agreement?
(3) If no, when is it expected that agreement will be reached?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No, negotitions are continuing.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Negotiations on the detail for a possible agreement is ongoing. I am

unable to say when agreement will be reached as it is subject to the
negotiation process.

AGED CARE SERVICES - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN HEALTH POLICIES FOR
AGED CARE, SUBMISSIONS

127. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the State Government received submissions in respect of its proposed

Western Australian Health Policies for Aged Care, March 1994?

(2) If yes -
(a) how many; and
(b) from whom?

(3) When will the State Government conclude its deliberations on aged care
policies?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) 34 submissions were received;

(b) a list of those who have made submissions is attached. [See paper
No 178.]

(3) A revised policy document will be completed after negotiations with the
Commonwealth Government regarding the State Government nursing
home beds has been concluded, about the middle of the year.

SCHOOL DENTAL SERVICES - AUTOCLAVABLE HANDPIECES;
128. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

Are autoclavable handpieces now available in all school dental clinics?
Mr KIERATH replied:
All school dental clinics will have autoclavable handpieces by 31 March 1995.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - COLORECTAL

CANCER PROJECT
129. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Health Department set up a strategy to tackle colorectal cancer as
recommended in "Clinical Health Goals and Targets for Western
Australia"?
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(2) If yes -
(a) who developed-,
(b) who will administer the strategy?

(3) Which public hospital was chosen to pilot the strategy?
(4) Were other hospitals invited to tender for that project?
(5) If not, why not?
(6) What steps will be taken to make this a statewide project?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) The "Clinical Health Goals and Targets for Western Australia" are

based on recommendations from its working parties. The Cancer
Working Party further described broadly agreed strategies to
reduce morbidity and mortality from colorectal cancer. The
working party consisted of -
Dr Neville Hoffman (Chair), Head of Gastroenterology, Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital
Dr Michael Byrne, Head of Department, Medical Oncology, Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital
Mr Ian Hill, urologist, private practice
Miss Susan Hyde, Clinical Nurse Specialist, Oncology
Department, Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
Associate Professor David Ingram, University Department of
Surgery, QEII Medical Centre
Dr Konrad Jamrozik, Department of Public Health, University of
Western Australia
Professor Con Michael AM, Professor of Obstetrics and
Gynaecology, King Edward Memorial Hospital
Mr Harry J. Sheiner, general surgeon, Mount Hospital.
Dr Judith Straton, Department of Public Health, University of
Western Australia
Dr Neil Thomson, Manager, Analysis, Consultancy and
Information Unit, Epidemiology and Health Statistics Section,
Health Department of Western Australia
Implementation of the pilot project has been developed by
Professor David Fletcher MBBS (WA), MD (Melb), FRACS,
Professor of Surgery, University of Western Australia, based at
Fremantle Hospital. Dr John Olynyk, Director of
Gastroenterology, has had primary carriage of the project. In the
four months to date of the pilot project, both Professor Fletcher
and Dr Olynyk have consulted and liaised extensively to achieve
support and agreement to ensure this pilot project has statewide
applicability and ownership. Discussions have involved Dr
Neville Hoffman (Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital) and Chairperson
of the Cancer Working Party; Dr Brendlon Collins (Royal Perth
Hospital); Dr Brian Williams, Director of the Centre for Remote
and Rural Medicine, Division of General Practice at Fremantle;
Professor D'Arcy Holman (University Department of Public
Health); Dr Andrew Penman (Chief Health Officer, Health
Department of WA); and Dr Ian Rouse (D~irector of Epidemiology,
Health Department of WA), among others.
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(b) The pilot project is being administered by the Fremantle Hospital
and Health Service. They are accountable for specified outcomes
throughout the pilot project to the South Metropolitan Health
Authority on behalf of the Health Department's clinical health
goals and targets committee.

(3) The University of Western Australia's Department of Surgery, in
conjunction with Fremantle Hospital and Health Service, has initiated the
pilot project.

(4) All hospitals have been made aware of the "Clinical Health Goals and
Targets for Western Australia", and the funds which were set aside to
progress them. An extensive process was undertaken by Health
Department officers to raise the awareness of hospital clinicians to the
recommendations and proposed strategies. Each teaching hospital was;
visited and proposals sought for this and other projects.

(5) Expressions of interest were sought in preference to a formnal tendering
process as it was necessary within a limited time frame to achieve a
statewide, rather than institutional based, ownership to the pilot project,
with a significant degree of collaboration across major hospitals and
statewide databases.

(6) The pilot project has already achieved the critical elements of statewide
applicability in that the data collection process is based on cancer
registries already available statewide. Implementation policies and
procedures have statewide agreement and applicability. Non-metropolitan
applicability has been achieved through the priority involvement of the
Centre for Rural and Remote Medicine. A formal evaluation of the pilot
will be undertaken at which time recommendations will be made
regarding the progression of this strategy to a statewide priority initiative.

HEALTH SERVICES - STATE HEALTH PLAN FOR CHILDREN AND
ADOLESCENTS, PROGRESS

131. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) What progress has been made in implementing the state health plan for

children and adolescents, September 1994?
(2) Who has responsibility for ensuring that this plan is properly carried out?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) The following progress has been made in implementing the state health

plan for children and adolescents -

In their health services purchasing plans for 1995-96 the regional health
authorities have addressed the priorities and key strategies set out in the
state health plan for children and adolescents, in ways appropriate to the
specific health priorities for particular regional populations.
Particular initiatives in mental health are putting into action the plan's
priority to improve the standards of health care for children and
adolescents -

The development of early episode psychosis services in the
metropolitan area. These services will improve mental health care
and enhance the health outcomes for young people in their late
teenage and early adult years.

South Metropolitan Region $400 000 over 3 years
East Metropolitan Region $360 000 over 2 years

The establishment of suicide prevention programs in metropolitan
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and country areas. A total of $670 100 has been allocated in
1994-95 under the state health goals and targets program.

Mental health clinic services for children and adolescents have been
established in the South Metropolitan Region, based at Fremantle and with
outreach services to Armadale and RockinghamlKwinana.
The findings of the WA child health survey, shortly to be published, will
guide the evidence based purchasing of health care for children and
adolescents. The survey, conducted by the Institute for Child Health
Research, was funded through Healthway and the State Health Purchasing
Authority.

(2) The State Health Purchasing Authority has responsibility for ensuring that
health services purchased for children and adolescents in WA are cost
effective and are directed to bringing about the health outcomes set out in
the state plan.

GRACE VAUGHAN HOUSE - COMMUNITY GROUPS, ALTERNATIVE
FACILITIES

132. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
What facilities have been made available to community groups who previously
had access to Grace Vaughan House?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The theatrette, a large seminar room and dining room area at Grace Vaughan
House continue to be available for bookings by community groups. Minor
modifications have also been carried out to allow the dining area to be used as an
additional after hours meeting venue. Community groups may book these
facilities up to six months in advance. It is understood that most requests are still
being met by these remaining facilities in GVH. However, if a community
group's request for a booking is unable to be accommodated at GVH due to other
commitments, they are referred to alternative Health Department venues. Some
of the alternative facilities include those located in the Selby/Lemnos complex
(on the same site as GVH), QEII Medical Centre, and East Perth government
offices.

HEALTH AND) COMMUNITY SERVICES - HEALTH AND COMMUNITY
SERVICE MEETING PEOPLE'S NEEDS BETTER, GOVERNMENT'S ATTITUDE

133. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
What is the State Government's attitude to "Health and Community Service
Meeting People's Needs Better - A Discussion Paper", published by the COAG
Task Force on Health and Community Services in January 1995?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The COAG discussion paper "Health and Community Services Meeting People's
Needs Better" provides a basis for fturther work under the auspice of the Council
of Australian Governments into an appropriate long term strategy for Australia's
health system. The State Government, along with all other State and Territory
Governments, supports the urgent need to develop a long term health strategy for
Australia which includes -

(a) equity of access;
(b) increasing demand of an ageing population;
(c) better coordination of funding for health services delivery between all

responsible bodies;
(d) roles and responsibilities and removal of duplication; and
(e) the cost impact of introducing new technology.
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State Premiers have recommended the establishment under the auspice of the
Council of Australian Governments of a high level, independent "Australian
Health Review Group" to develop a long term plan for the Australian health
system.

PATH CENTRE (WESTERN AUSTRALIAN CENTRE FOR PATHOLOGY AND
MEDICAL RESEARCH)

135. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Western Australian Centre for Pathology and Medical Research

been set up as an "Agency" under the Hospitals Act?
(2) How will PathCentre be managed?
(3) Is it intended that PathCentre will enter into a joint venture with the

private sector?
(4) If yes, how will this be done?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) The notice establishing the Western Australian Centre for Pathology and

Medical Research - PathCentre - pursuant to the Hospitals Amendment
Act 1994, was published in the Government Gazette on 3 March 1995.
This advised that PathCentre would be established on 10 April 1995.

(2) PathCentre will have a board of management of up to seven individuals.
The names of six of these were published in the same gazette. However, I
understand that one of the individuals named is not now in a position to
take up the appointment, despite a personal willingness, even enthusiasm,
to do so and a replacement is to be appointed. The Minister for Health
engaged a chief executive officer who will become the first employee of
PathCentre upon his appointment to the employment by the board of
management as soon as practicable on or after 10 April 1995.

(3) It is intended that PathCentre will pursue the potential for a joint venture
or joint ventures with the private sector. Expressions of interest were
called for in September 1994 in regard to some aspects of PathCentre's
work and responses were received. The process of assessing these
responses is still under consideration.

(4) A formal tender process would be carried out through Health Supply
Services. Detailed tender documents would be available and the process
of tendering advertised in the usual way.

HILLVIEW CHILD AND ADOLESCENT SERVICES - CLOSURE PROPOSAL
137. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Government still intend to close Hillview Child and Adolescent
Services at East Victoria Park?

(2) If yes, what is proposed for -
(a) Clinic Services;
(b) Robinson Unit;
(c) Hillview Hospital?

(3) How much capital will be required for the relocation of facilities and
services?

(4) Has money been allocated for that task?
(5) If not, why not?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
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(2) All services to move to Mills Street campus of Bentley Health Service.
(3) As yet undefined.
(4) Initial funding has been allocated.
(5) Not applicable.

HEALTH SERVICES - GOVERNMENT PLANS
138. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

Does the Government intend to set up a market for the delivery of health services
in Western Australia?
Mr KIERATH replied:
It is the Government's intention to establish a managed market for the delivery of
health services in Western Australia. The use of benchmarks, involving issues of
quality and access as well as price, will influence purchasing decisions as will, in
particular cases, direct competition between provider units.

SCHOOL DENTAL SERVICES - FREE DENTAL CARE, YEAR I1I AND YEAR
12 STUDENTS

142. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
Is free dental care available to year 11 and year 12 students from the School
Dental Service?
Mlr KIERATH replied:
Free dental care from the School Dental Service is available to year 11I students.
Some year 12 students in remote areas also access free dental care.

HOSPITALS - GERALDTON REGIONAL
Rape Victims, Admission Policy

143. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) What is the Geraldton Regional Hospital's policy on admitting rape

victims?
(2) Have any women been denied entry to the hospital on the basis that they

do niot meet "acute" criteria for admission?
(3) If yes, where are they referred?
(4) Are adequate medical skill and facilities available at alternative venues?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Rape victims are admitted to Geraldton Regional Hospital at the request of

medical practitioners, as are all other patients who need inpatient
care/observation.

(2) Not to my knowledge.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) I am unable to comment as some victims may attend their private medical

practitioners, and may choose to be admitted to private hospitals.
HOSPITALS - GERALDTON REGIONAL

Mental Health Patients, Admission Policy
144. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) What is the Geraldton Regional Hospital's policy on admitting mental
health patients?

(2) If mentally ill people presenting to the hospital are not admitted where are
they sent?

(3) Are the alternatives available adequate for the task at hand?
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Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Mental health patients are admitted to Geraldton Regional Hospital at the

request of a medical practitioner, as are all other patients.
(2) If mental health patients do not wish to be admitted or they do not require

admission, they are referred to the mental health team, who provide a
comprehensive community based service.

(3) Patients who are certified under mental health legislation or require
intensive psychiatric treatment are transferred to Graylands Hospital.

HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL
Orthopaediic Surgery, Waiting Time; Orthopaedic Surgeons, Bunbury

145. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many orthopaedic surgeons operate in Bunbury?
(2) What is the waiting time for orthopaedic surgery at Bunbury Regional

Hospital?
(3) How many people are on the waiting list for orthopaedic surgery in

Bunbury?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) One.
(2)-(3) Not known. All patients are seen by the surgeon in his own facilities and

he determines their waiting time and establishes his list accordingly.

DENTAL SERVICES - COMMONWEALTH-STATE DENTAL SCHEME FOR
HEALTH CARD HOLDERS, WAITING LISTS

146. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
What waiting lists exist in relation to the commonwealth/state dental scheme for
health card holders?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The waiting times for health card holders varies across the State. In most country
areas the waiting time is four to Six weeks. In the metropolitan area and the larger
country centres, the waiting times vary between four and eight months.

MEDICAL ACT - "UNMET AREAS OF NEED" DECLARATION
149. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Minister declared any "unmet areas of need" under the terms of
the MedicalAct which was amended last year?

(2) If yes -

(a) which areas have been declared; and
(b) what action has been taken to meet these areas of need?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) The areas declared are as follows -

(i) Ab original medical services in any portion of the State outside the
metropolitan area;

(ii) individual arrangements approved by the Minister, including a
locumn tenens arrangement, under which a medical practitioner
ensures that any person who needs medical attention during the
absence of the medical practitioners is attended by a medical
practitioner in any portion of the State outside the metropolitan
area;
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(iii) general medical practitioner services in the localities of Laverton,
Ravensthorpe and Serpentine-Jarrabdale;

(iv) medical call services in the State;
(v) medical positions up to the position of Senior Registar in Princess

Margaret Hospital for Children and King Edward Memorial
Hospital;

(vi) psychiatric medical services for the purposes of section 19 of the
Mental Health Act 1962 in the State;

(vii) Royal Flying Doctor medical service in the State;
(viii) psychiatric medical services at a public hospital in any part of the

State.
(2) (b) Recruitment of appropriately qualified and experienced medical

practitioners is normally the responsibility of the providers of
medical services in the relevant declared areas. However, a
number of organisations, including the Health Department and the
WA Centre for Rural and Remote Medicine, are actively engaged
in strategies to meet the relevant areas of need.

HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH
Radiation Oncology Services, Perth Radiation Oncology Centre Contract

152. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) When radiation oncology services at Royal Perth Hospital were privatised

was any equipment purchased by Perth Radiation Oncology Centre?
(2) If so -

(a) what equipment was purchased;
(b) what price was paid?

(3) What amount is paid by Radiation Oncology Services for use of space at
Royal Perth Hospital?

(4) Will the Government guarantee that private patients using the previously
publicly owned and operated facility will be charged at the
Commonwealth Medical Benefit Schedule Fee rate?

(5) What procedures are in place to monitor the termis and conditions of the
contract?

(6) Will the Government make available to the public the contract between
Royal Perth Hospital and Perth Radiation Oncology Centre?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) I x ABOL cobalt radiotherapy unit;

1 x GE RT plan target computer;
I x Dicor block cutter;
I x chemical mixer,
I x X-ray film processor,
1 x. hit wire cutter;
1 x examination couch;
1 x TBI cot.

(b) $205 000. The value of the equipment sold was based on the cost
price less depreciation.

(3) The rental charge for use of hospital accommodation has been set based
on the recommendation of the Valuer General's Department for
commercial medical accommodation in the city. The rate is currently
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$56 095 per annumn and will increase to approximately $120 000 per
annum on the commissioning of the bunkers.

(4) Royal Perth Hospital patients that would have previously been classified
public outpatients or private inpatients prior to privatisation may only be
charged at the Commonwealth Medical Benefit Schedule Fee. This
requirement is a condition of the contract. Private patients other than RPH
patients that would have previously been treated in the private rooms of
Radiation Oncology Service and are now being treated on the hospital
premises are also subject to the contract and may be charged a fee that
shall not exceed the AMA fee. It is expected that the majority of private
patients falling into this category will be charged the Commonwealth
Medical Benefit Schedule Fee.

(5) Radiation Oncology Centre provides regular reports on patients treated by
category, diagnosis and waiting list times for the purpose of the hospital
assessing performance under the contract. The centre is also required to
assist in the monitoring of clinical indicators which are set by the hospital.

(6) No. In line with government policy (reference - State Supply
Commission), it is believed that the specific details of the contract should
be treated "commercial in confidence" to protect the interests of both
parties. However, I am prepared to give access to the member on a
confidential basis.

EPILEPSY SERVICES - COMPREHENSIVE EPILEPSY SERVICE
ASSESSMENT

153. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the assessment of the comprehensive epilepsy service been

completed?
(2) If yes, what proposals have been developed by the State Health

Purchasing Authority to improve the current position?

(3) Will extra resources be devoted to epilepsy services in our hospitals?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) The assessment of the epilepsy service has not been completed. An initial

discussion paper has been developed by the Tertiary Health Services
Committee which outlines a process to coordinate key stakeholders in
further developing the service.

(2) The State Health Purchasing Authority has taken carriage of this issue and
following consultation with stakeholders, including clinicians at Royal
Perth Hospital, Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, Princess Margaret Hospital
for Children, the Epilepsy Association and other key groups, will seek to
purchase a comprehensive service which will meet the needs of patients
with refractory epilepsy. The possibility of linking the WA services -to
other national comprehensive epilepsy centres will also be examined.

(3) It is the State Health Purchasing Authority's intention that the
comprehensive epilepsy service be continued and that, following the
detailed examination of the program, the necessary resources be allocated
to provide patients with the highest quality service.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - LAPAROSCOPIC
SURGERY, CONDUCT GUIDELINES

154. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Health Department have guidelines for the conduct of

laparoscopic surgery?
(2) In which public hospitals is laparoscopic surgery practised?
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(3) Have all coronial inquiries in relation to laparoscopic surgery mishaps
been completed?

(4) If so, have all recommendations from such inquiries been implemented by
the Health Department?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes,.
(2) ArmadalefKelmscott;

Bentley;
Bunbury;
Busselton District;
Geraldton Regional;
Kalgoorlie Regional;
King Edward Memorial Hospital;
Narrogin;
Northam;
Osborne Park;
Pinjarra (Murray District);
Port Hedland Regional Hospital;
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children;
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital;
Royal Perth Hospital
Royal Perth (Rehabilitation) Hospital;
Swan District Hospital.

NOTE: Laparoscopic sterilisation and arthroscopic surgery are practised
more widely.

(3) No.
(4) Recommendations from completed inquiries have been implemented.
HEALTH SERVICES - OOMB3ULGURRI COMMUN]TY, KIMBERLEY

156. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) What health services are currently available to the Oomnbulgurri

community in the Kimberley?
(2) How often are doctors' clinics held?
(3) How often do mental health nurses visit Oombulgurri?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) A resident remote area nurse provides a full time primary health nursing

service with after-hours on call for emergency medical problems. The
remote area nurse provides a range of primary health care and public
health programs such as -

immunisation;
disease control;
chronic disease surveillance and treatment;
antenatal care;
women's health programs;
maternal and child health;
early childhood development and screeningO-5 year-old program;
health promotion programs.
The resident nursing service is enhanced by twice yearly visits from a
school health nurse and a child health nurse from Wyndham/Kununurra
Community Health.
'Pharmacy supplies for the remote area clinic are provided on imprest from
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Derby Regional Hospital; pharmacy supplies to the community store are
provided by arrangement with Kununurra Hospital, and the store has a
licence to carry second schedule medications for sale. Repeat prescription
medications are provided through an arrangement between the community
and the Kununurra private pharmacy.
RFDS provides emergency medical evacuation services to Qombulgurri in
addition to charter aircraft services to transport the visiting doctor to and
from Wyndham for the regular clinics.
School dental therapy services visit the community twice yearly and
general dental services are provided twice yearly on a visiting basis from
Derby.
Visits to the community from an occupational therapist and speech
pathologist from Wyndham and Kununurra are programmed on an as-
needs basis'as arranged by the remote area nurse.
The physiotherapist from Wyndham/Kununurra provides a visiting service
twice yearly for clinical work and for in-service to the remote area nurse.
Otherwise, visits are on an as-needs basis.
Secondary hospital care is provided through Wyndham and Kununurra
Hospitals for general/low risk cases and by Derby Regional Hospital for
more complex or specialist cases. Transfer to tertiary level care is to
Darwin or Perth teaching hospitals either under the interhospital transfer
arrangement and/or via REDS emergency medical transport Transfer of
non-inpatients for specialist consultation and which in some cases leads to
admission to hospital is provided under the PATS scheme. Return of
patients in these cases is via the PATS scheme.
Environmental health services are provided by a trained community
worker employed under the Community Development Employment
Program funds administered, by the community. This worker is supported
for ongoing education and training through the program education
coordinator based in Kununurra and for supervision through the
environmental health worker supervisor and regional environmental health
officer in Derby.

(2) A doctor from Wyndham visits the community every fortnight.
(3) At the present time the community mental health nurse visits the

community on an irregular or as-required basis. The Northern Health
Authority has purchased additional community mental health nursing
services for people in the East Kimberley during the second half of
1994-95. The capacity to provide more regular visits to Qombulgunri will
be enhanced.

NURSING HOMES - NON-METROPOLITAN, CAM-SAM FUNDING
(COMMONWEALTH)

157. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Will Commonwealth based care aggregated module/standard aggregated

module funding be introduced for State Government nursing homes in
non- metropolitan Western Australia?

(2) If so, will this model be appropriate for the range of needs and disabilities
represented in non-metropolitan nursing homes?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The State Government will ensure that State Government nursing home

services in country Western Australia are not compromised because of
limitations in Commonwealth CAM/SAM funding.
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NURSES - WAGE CLAIM, GOVERNMENT OFFER
158. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

When will the Government indicate to the nurses what their "offer" is in respect
of their 8 per cent wage claim?
Mr KIERATH replied:
On 17 February 1995 I indicated that a model agreement would be on the table
for nurses to examine within 12 weeks. I also indicated that pay rises of between
5 and 10 per cent would be offered in return for productivity improvements. It is
my intention to keep to this timetable.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - RESOURCE
ALLOCATION MODEL, REVENUE FOR PURCHASING AUTHORITIES

159. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
What does the resource allocation model indicate ought to be the revenue for each
of the following purchasing authorities -

(a) State Health Purchasing Authority;
(b) East Metropolitan Health Authority;
(c) South Metropolitan Health Authority;
(d) North Metropolitan Health Authority;
(e) Central Health Authority;
(f) Northern Health Authority;
(g) Southern Health Authority;
(h) Western Health Authority;
(i) Statewide Purchaser?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The actual value of each health authority's RAM allocation is subject to
finalisation of the Health Budget for 1995-96.

MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES - CONSULTANT PSYCHIATRISTS, VACANT
POSITONS

Graylands Hosptal, Consultant Psychiatrists
160. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many vacant positions for consultant psychiatrists are there, in the
State Mental Health Service?

(2) When will these be filled?
(3) How many consultant psychiatrists are there at Graylands Hospital?
(4) Are there any vacant positions for consultant psychiatrists at Graylands

Hospital?
(5) If so, how many?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Approximately 20, including Graylands Hospital.
(2) A comprehensive attraction and retention strategy is in place that has been

developed in consultation with the profession. Recruitment of overseas
trained psychiatrists has commenced. Until this process is more advanced
it is not possible to say when these positions, or how many, will be filled.

(3) 15 consultant psychiatrist positions plus an additional 0.6 FTE sessional
position.
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(4) Yes.
(5) There are currently 7.7 FTE vacant positions.
MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES - ADOLESCENTS WITH PSYCHIATRIC

PROBLEMS, FACILITIES
161. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Health:

(1) What services or facilities are provided in the metropolitan area for
adolescents with psychiatric problems or personality disorders?

(2) How many can be accommodated in these facilities?
(3) What facilities or services are provided for adolescents suffering trauma

from drug abuse?
(4) How many can be accommodated in these facilities?
(5) Is any counselling available to youth with psychiatric problems?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) In the metropolitan area the following facilities provide services for

adolescents with psychiatric problems or personality disorders -

Youth Link;
South Metropolitan Child and Adolescent Mental Health Service;
H-illview Child and Adolescent Clinic;
Hillview Hospital;
W.E. Robinson Unit;
Selby Child and Adolescent Clinic;
Stubbs Terrace Hospital;
Princess Margaret Hospital/Outpatient Clinic; and
Warwick Child and Adolescent Clinic.

(2) Accommodation for children/adolescents with psychiatric problems is
provided at -

Hillview Hospital 14 beds;
W.E. Robinson Unit 6 beds;
Princess Margaret Hospital 8 beds;
Stubbs Terrace Hospital 15 beds.
In addition Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, Fremantle Hospital, Royal Perth
Hospital and Bentley Hospital admit older adolescents.

(3) Services for adolescents suffering trauma from drug abuse are provided
by -

Youth Link
The Western Australian Alcohol and Drug Authority
Palmerston Centre (Palmerston Farm)
Perth City Mission (Yirra)
Step One
Drug Arm
Teen Challenge (Esperancho)

(4) Accommodation for adolescents with drug use related problems is
provided at -
Palmerston Farm (Wellard) 12 beds
Yirra (Mt Lawley) 8 beds
Esperancho (Esperance) 16 beds

(5) Counselling is available to youth with psychiatric problems from -
the services listed at (1) above
school guidance officers
general practitioners
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youth health services
private mental health practitioners
HIV (HUMAN IMMUNODEFICIENCY VIRUS) - CASES

166. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many new cases of human inmmunodeficiency virus have been

reported in 1995?
(2) What is the total number of cases reported in Western Australia, to date?
(3) How many of the new cases have been reported among heterosexuals,

Aborigines and drug users?
(4) What is the rate of increase?
(5) Does the Minister intend to follow the National Health Policy on acquired

immune deficiency syndrome prevention, and extend the needle exchange
program throughout the State as a matter of urgency?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Nine.
(2) Eight hundred and eighty seven.
(3) Heterosexuals 2, one of whom ~is Aboriginal

Drug users 2
Others 5

(4) The number of new cases of FHV is not increasing
1983 2
1984 15
1985 103
1986 109
1987 83
1988 73
1989 94
1990 93
1991 106
1992 68
1993 64
1994 67

(5) The needle and syringe exchange program is being extended by increasing
the number of pharmacies engaged in the sale of Fitpacks and by
extending the range of the mobile needle and syringe unit operated by the
WA AIDS Council under contract to the Health Department. Alternative
strategies such as the use of vending machines are currently under
consideration.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - HEAD OFFICE,
REVIEW COMMrITEE APPOINTMENT

199. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) How was the three man committee to review the structure and size. of the

Health Department's head office appointed?
(2) What are the terms and conditions attached to the appointment of each

member of the committee?
(3) What is the specific brief for the committee?
(4) How will the committee perform the task at hand?
(5) When is the committee expected to report its findings?
(6) To whom will it report?
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Mr KIERATH replied:
The composition, terms and conditions of appointment for the team to review the
structure and size of the Health Department has not been finalised.

HOSPITALS - FREMANTLE
Gardening Services Contracted Out

201. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Have gardening services at Fremantle Hospital been contracted out?
(2) If yes, is the price of the contracted service more or less than that of the

in-house service it replaced?
(3) Is there any difference in the nature of the work to be performed?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) A contract for the gardening services at Fremantle Hospital will be

recommended to the Fremantle Hospital Board of Management at its
meeting scheduled for 28 March 1995.

(2) The service is not currently provided on an in-house basis.
(3) The contract is a comprehensive gardens and grounds contract for

Fremantle Hospital and Health Service.

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT - CHAIRMAN, COMMISSIONER GREGOR
Speaker or Staff, Meetings

268. Mr GRAHAM to the Speaker:
(1) Has the Speaker, or any member of his staff, had any meetings, either

formal or informal, with the Chairperson of the Commission on
Government, Commissioner J. Gregor?

(2) If so -
(a) for what purpose was/were the meeting/s held;
(b) what matters were discussed at the meeting/s?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1)-(2) Questions may not be directed to members chairing committees, but it is

permissible to ask the Speaker a very limited range of matters in relation
to committees of the House. The only questions which may be asked are
of a limited procedural nature, as to permit any other question would be to
allow the questions procedure to interfere with the operation of
committees. For example, questions asking what contacts the committee
has made or intends to make can easily be seen to have the potential to
interfere in the operations of the committee and will normally be ruled out
of order. The exception to this is that members may ask questions about
matters which have been discussed by the domestic committees of the
House as these committees are advisory committees to the Presiding
Offers and the information is rightly in the hands of the Speaker.

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT - COMMISSIONERS
Speaker or Staff, Meetings

269. Mr GRAHAM to the Speaker:
(1) Has the Speaker, or any member of his staff, had any meetings, either

formal or informal, with any of the Commissioners of the Commission on
Government?

(2) If so -
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(a) with whom have meetings been held;
(b) what matters were discussed at the meeting/s;
(c) for what purpose was/were the meeting/s held?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1)-(2) See answer to question 268.

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT - STAFF
Speaker or Staff, Meetings

270. Mr GRAHAM to the Speaker:
(1) Has the Speaker, or any member of his staff, had any meetings, either

formal or informal, with any of the newly appointed staff of the
Commission on Government?

(2) If so -
(a) with whom have meetings been held;
(b) what matters were discussed at the meeingts;
(c) for what purpose was/were the meeting/s held?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1 )-(2) See answer to question 268.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION - JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
COMMISSIQN ON GOVERNMENT

Next Meeting
271. Mr GRAHAM to the Speaker:

When is it envisaged that the Joint' Standing Committee on the
Commission on Government will next meet?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1)-(2) See answer to question 268.

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT - JOINT STANDING COMM1ITEE ON THE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT
Speaker or Staff, Requests for Meetings

272. Mr GRAHAM to the Speaker:
(1) Has the Speaker, his representative or any member of staff made any

requests to the -Commission on Government for any meetings/briefings
between the commission and the Joint Standing Committee on the
Commission on Government?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so -

(a) by whom were the requests made;
(b) to whom were the requests made;
(c) when were the requests made;
(d) were the requests made in writing;
(e) what was/were the result/s of the requests?

The SPEAKER replied:
(l)-(2) See answer to question 268.
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COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT - JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT

Speaker or Staff, Requests for Meetings Received
273. Mr GRAHAM to the Speaker:

(1) Has the Speaker, his representative or any member of his staff received
any requests from the Commission on Government, its representative or
any member of its staff for any meetings/biefings between the
commission and the Joint Standing Committee on the Commission on
Government?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so -

(a) by whom were the requests made;
(b) to whom were the requests made;
(c) when were the requests made;
(d) were the requests made in writing;
(e) what was/were the result/ls of the requests;
(f) what action/s did the Speaker take as a consequence of the

requests?
The SPEAKER replied:
(1)-(2) See answer to question 268.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - CRICHTON-BROWNE, SENATOR NOEL
Personal Matters between Couples

20. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Women's Interests:
I refer to the Minister's failure to condemn the preselection of her political patrn,
Senator Noel Crichton-Browne, yesterday by claiming that the restraining order
taken out against him after a physical assault on his wife was a "personal matter'.
(1) Does the Minister believe, and is it State Government policy, that all cases

of domestic violence are personal matters between couples, or is it a
personal matter only when the State's most powerful Liberal MP bashes
his wife?

(2) Is the Minister concerned that her failure to condemn Senator C2richton-
Browne for his violence towards his wife could be seen by the community
as support for men who bash women?

Several members inteirjected.
Mr Ripper interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The shadow Leader of the House!
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
It was interesting to hear Ron Edwards on 6PR earlier today describe this whole
question as a total abuse of parliamentary privilege. Members opposite should be
condemned for continuing to run personal attacks. I thought the member opposite
who asked the question would have had a little more compassion for the woman
who is being brought into this matter and who has asked for this matter not to be
raised any further in a public way.
Several members interjected.
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Dr Watson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kenwick will come to order.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DRINKING WATER,
ALUMINIUM LEVELS AND ALZHEIMER'S DISEASE RESEARCH

21. Dr HAMES to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Water
Resources:
An article in The West Australian on Tuesday, 29 March shows that recent
research confirms the link between dissolved aluminiumn in drinking water and
Alzheimer's disease. It states also that Australian levels of aluminium in drinking
water are far higher than maximum requirements in America. What action does
the Minister intend to take in the light of this new information?
Several opposition members interjected.
Mr McNEE replied:
Members opposite are an impatient bunch! They would be the most affected by
this, so they should listen. They have demonstrated clearly that their memories
are pretty short.
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Water
Resources has provided the following reply -

The Water Authority of Western Australia doses water treatment chemicals as
required in accordance with guidelines endorsed by the National Health and
Medical Research Council, which sets and reviews guidelines after consideration
of all available data. Until the. National Health and Medical Research Council
establishes new guidelines, the Water Authority will continue to operate in
compliance with the existing guidelines.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - CRICHTON-BROWN, SENATOR NOEL
22. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

I refer the Premier to his outrageous remarks in The West Australian this morning
where he dismissed concerns about Senator Noel Crichton-Browne's record of
domestic violence in being selected for the number one spot on a Liberal senate
ticket.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Shave: We should have a look at some of your families.
Mrs Hallahan: Let us go through yours.
The SPEAKER: Order! I call on both members.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Melville.
Mr McGINTY: The Premier said of Senator Crichton-Browne, "He has made a
huge contribution to the party in a number of roles." He also said that Senator
Crichton-Browne has his full support.
How does the Premier justify giving his full support to a person who seeks high
political office when that person has a record of violent assault on his wife?

Mr COURT replied:
In case the Leader of the Opposition has any different views, neither I nor my
Government have ever - and never will - condoned domestic violence.

Mr Ripper: Tell that to the Minister for Women's Interests.
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Mr COURT: The Minister for Women's Interests has done a great deal in this
regard. The member for Swan Hills is actively involved at present in helping to
develop a further campaign to tackle this issue. Those allegations were made last
week in a pretty high profile way. The lady involved urged that this was their
personal business and a private matter. She asked that it should not be put around
in the public arena. If the Leader of the Opposition wants to be involved in trying
to obtain some short term political gain from this issue -
Mr McGinty: It was raised internally by members of your own Liberal Party.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition must consider the damage it does tothe families involved. I thought he might have learnit his lesson from the Penny
Easton affair.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

NATIONAL FISCAL OUTLOOK - FEDERAL PUBLICATION
23. Mrs PARKER to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware that the Federal Government publication National
Fiscal Outlook was released in Canberra today?

(2) Would he care to comment on the economic summary of the Australian
governments provided in the publication?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2) The National Fiscal Outlook report usually comes out just prior to the

Premiers' financial conference. We have received notification today that
the Prime Minister intends to delay that conference for a week because of
the lack of a definite outcome from the New South Wales election. We
have no difficulty with that. However, the outlook report is interesting in
that it shows in black and white exactly where the moneys are moving
inside this country. It shows that Western Australia will record a surplus
in 1994-95, as we have said previously, in the general government sector.
The only other State in such a sound financial position is Queensland.
The interesting part of the report in relation to the control of expenditures
says that the States are all keeping a very tight control on expenditure. It
says that Commonwealth outlays are forecast to continue to grow in real
terms. This is despite the favourable impact from reduced social welfare
costs as the economies grow. Revenues are projected to grow
significantly by more than $10b per annum over the projection period
under their current policy settings. The continued Commonwealth deficit
for most of the projection period will give rise to significant real growth in
net debt at the national level. Indeed, the Commonwealth will be
responsible for all growth in general government net debt over the period
1997-98. Therefore, we have a situation where the States have been
prepared to place tight controls on their expenditure to tackle the debt
problems but the Federal Government has gone the other way. It is
preaching one thing to us but not practising it itself. We have tight
controls on our road funding, education and health and yet the Federal
Government has a huge revenue growth in its own expenditures.

Mr Brown: You keep telling it to spend more. You want it to spend more money
on SBS television, on roads and on other things.
Mr COURT: The Federal Government is hardly the party to preach financial
management to the States. I suggest that, instead of members opposite continuing
to wholeheartedly support Mr Keating and his financial responsibilities, they
stand up for the State for a change.
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WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - CONSTRUCTION
BRANCH, JOBS REDUCTION PLANS; COMPEITTION POLICY REPORT

24. Mrs ROBERTS to the Premier
I refer the Premier to his comments before the 1993 state election when he gave a
series of undertakings in an interview with the Civil Service Journal. In
particular, he said -

We will review the public trading enterprise sector and where goods and
services currently sold by government enterprises can be adequately
provided by the private sector at less cost, their sale would be considered

I further refer the Premier to a report by Coopers and Lybrand (Securities) Ltd,
dated March 1995 and commissioned by the Government, which compares the
performance of the construction branch of the Water Authority with private sector
operations. This report, which I have here, details plans to slash jobs in the
construction branch from 250 to 75. How does the Premier justify plans to slash
jobs in the construction division when the report states that the construction
branch is competitive with the private sector the branch is expected to return a
profit of $2.6m, in 1994-95; and the branch has specialist expertise that the private
sector does not have?
Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr COURT replied:
Hear, hear, hear! The Labor Party has a few problems with this competition
policy. Let us talk about the Water Authority and the infill sewerage program.

Mrs Roberts: We are talking about the construction branch.

Mr COURT: I am talking about construction, als o. Quotes for the infill sewerage
program are coming in about 20 per cent below that which was estimated by the
Water Authority. That means we will get more sewerage for our dollar and more
work will be carried out for the same dollar. I was going to say something else.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER:" Order! The member for Glendalough asked her question. I
think she should allow the Premier to answer it. A number of people are
interjeting and the number of interJections should be reduced.

Mr COURT: The problem with the Labor Party is that it cannot accept that the
Hilmer competition policy actually brings competition into government
operations. We have brought competition into the Water Authority and the
supply of energy. On the one hand the Opposition says that its financial
management policies 'and economic credentials support more competition.
However, when we start putting government trading enterprises under the threat
of competition, members opposite cannot tell us quickly enough to stop. Do they
think the Government should run a laundry service?
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: There is a bit of confusion. They are not too sure whether the
Government should run a laundry business.
Mrs Roberts interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Glendalough.

Mr COURT: We do not believe Governments should run a laundry business. We
have no problems with a competition policy on the provision of energy and water
provided we get a better service at a lower cost to the taxpayers. That is the
criteria.
Mrs Roberts interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Glendalough for
the second time.
Mr COURT: I know that some of their friends in certain unions are telling them
to come into the Parliament and oppose this and that. However, what is
happening is that the former employees of the State Government who have set upmany of these businesses are telling us that they prefer being an employer in their
own organisations. The Opposition, when in government, put legislation through
the Parliament to sell the State Government Insurance Office.
Dr Gallop: That is right.
Mr COURT: Are there any problems with that?
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: Members opposite privatised it! It cut the work force at the Water
Authority by half.
Mr Kierath: It cut the work force at Westrail by 3 000.
Mr COURT: Yes, and the work force at the Water Authority was cut by 5 000
people because the previous Government contracted out some of the services
provided. The Opposition should not tell anybody what it did when it was in
government. Its credibility on these issues is zilch.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Armadale will come to order.
Mr COURT: If the Opposition wants to come into this Parliament and not
support a competition policy, it should say so.

SCHOOLS - RATIONALISATION PROCESS
Extension, Second Round

25. Dr CONSTABLE to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it the intention of the Education Department to extend the school

rationalisation process beyond the 59 schools named in September last
year?

(2) If so, when will the schools in the second round of school rationalisation
be made public?

(3) Can the department confirm that -

(a) the rationalisation processes; and
(b) the decision making roles of parents
will remain the same as for those schools currently undergoing
rationalisation?

Mr TUBBY replied:
I thank the member for the question.
(1) Yes, there will be another round.
(2) It will occur during the second term.
(3) No changes are proposed for either the process or the role of parents.
Mr Taylor: Tell us what you think.
Mr TUBBY: That would be dangerous! The cost per student calculations are
currently being updated. The cut off points will be adjusted by the same average
percentage increase in the cost per student.
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HOSPITALS - PRIVATISATION OF SERVICES, SUCCESS STORIES
26. MrW JOHNSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

Have there been any examples so far of successful privatisation of services in
public hospitals?
Mr KIERATH replied:
I thank the member for the question because there is a huge success story in the
privatisation of a government hospital. Unfortunately, it was not a State
Government initiative - I wish I could claim credit for it - but a Federal Labor
Government initiative. It had one hospital, known as the Hollywood Repatriation
Hospital, operating in this State and it sold it lock, stock and bedpan. Some very
valuable lessons can be learnt from the privatisation of that hospital. I will give
credit where it is due: It was the right move to privatise that hospital. This
Government has no plans to sell off any of its hospitals. It was a Labor
Government which sold the only federally owned hospital in this State.
One of the lessons that can be learnt from that exercise is that it saves the
taxpayers of this State in excess of $3m a year. Members opposite should
compare that saving with their performance when they were in government and
lost money from WA Inc deals. It is happy to lose money, but it is not keen to
save it: What does the Opposition object to? Could it be the improved service for
the veterans and their widows, the improved facilities - for example, the ramps,
wheelchairs and toilets - the 40-bed psychiatric unit that has been established or
the specialist medical centre? It does not matter which way one looks at the
Hollywood Repatriation Hospital, its privatisation has been an outstanding
success. The best is to come; that is, the comparison of waiting lists. When the
Federal Government managed that hospital the waiting lists for various surgery
averaged 12 months, but under private management it has dropped to six weeks.
The only exception is the six month waiting list for urology. The comparison
between a publicly and privately owned hospital is like comparing chalk and
cheese. A $lm CAT scan machine has been installed at the hospital. Previously
the 1 300 patients at the hospital had to change hospitals for that treatment. One
can see that the only people who are bogged down in ideology in this State are the
members of the Labor Party. They are hung up on public sector ownership at the
expense of the people of this State. They are happy to see long waiting lists, a
lack of valuable equipment and materials and people not being diagnosed
properly because of their silly hang up with the public sector. Sixty per cent of
the public sector are members of unions who pay their affiliation fees to the Labor
Party. In the private sector less than 20 per cent are members. That is the real
objection of members opposite; it has nothing to do with the services. They
object because they lose affiliation fees when people transfer from the public to
the private sector. The Opposition stands condemned for its action. It is
increasing the waiting lists and denying the people of this State the precious
services they require.

SOLOMON, -PAUL - WHITE, JAN, RELOCATION FROM HEALTH
DEPARTMENT

Minister for Health's Role

27. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
I refer the Minister to an answer by his colleague, Hon George Cash, in the
Legislative Council, in which it was claimed that the relocation of Paul Solomon
from the Health Department "was not at the request of the Minister". I ask -

(1) What role did the Minister play in the transfer from the Health Department
of Paul Solomon and Jan White?

(2) In particular, did the Minister, when taking up his position following the
reshuffle in February, indicate to the Commissioner of Health that such
transfers were necessary?
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Mr KIERATH replied:

The former Minister for Health will know that Ministers have all sorts of
discussions with their chief executive officers. Earlier today the member
for Victoria Park accused me of not knowing the provisions of the Public
Sector Management Act. I assume he knows the provisions of that
legislation. Therefore, he knows that I have no control or say whatsoever
in the allocation of those staff. Legislatively that responsibility lies solely
with the CEO, the Commissioner of Health, Dr Peter Brennan. He makes
all the decisions in relation to staff. If I wanted to transfer staff, I would
be prevented from doing so by the legislation. That is a very important
point. It is true I have had discussions with Dr Peter Brennan on a range
of issues in the health area, because on this side of the House we
unfortunately do not have enough money to spend on health. There are
waiting lists for health services in this State, and the Government wants to
make sure it uses the scarce health dollars available in the most effective
way possible.

Dr Gallop: Tell us what you did.
Mr KIERATH: Sure. I openly admit that I had discussions with Dr Peter
Brennan about a range of issues.
Mr McGinty: Answer the questions.
Mr KIERATH: Certainly one of the key areas we discussed was the lack of
reform in certain areas in the Health portfolio. There is no doubt that I have said
publicly that I held some bureaucrats to blame for that lack of reform.
Dr Gallop: Did you request the transfer?
Mr KIERATH: I have no authority whatsoever to transfer anybody in the Health
Department.
Mr McGinty: Stop squirming and answer the questions.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: I have had discussions with Dr Peter Brennan about people in the
Health Department.
Dr Gallop: That is against the law.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Mr KIERATH: I am sure I will have discussions with Dr Peter Brennan about
other people in the department in the future because I take a very active interest in
the Health portfolio. I meet officers from the major teaching hospitals on a
weekly basis.
Mr McGinty: Answer the question.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McGinty: What role did you play?
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr McGinty: Answer the question.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call the Leader of the Opposition to order for
the second time.
Mr KIERATH: I meet those officers on a weekly basis and discuss a range of
issues. I am sure other people will be part of my discussions in the future. The
member for Victoria Park knows the provisions of the Public Sector Management
Act, and the only person who has the authority to transfer those people is the
CEO.
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Mr McGinty interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.

SERVICES PORTFOLIO - MICROFILM SERVICES, PRIVATISATION
Confidentiality of Records Guarantee

28. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Services:
Is the Minister about to jeopardise the confidentiality of thousands of records held
by the State's microfilm services, covering such areas as hospital patients,
corrective services, police, mental health, state taxes and the Premier's
department, by privatising the government microfilm services?
Mr MINSON replied:
I can assure the member for Peel and the House that anything done in any area of
the Services portfolio or any area of government under my control in connection
with records will have a guarantee of confidentiality., With regard to any fear the
member may have in that area, I can assure him that the confidentiality of such
records will not be compromised.

DAWESVILLE CHANNEL - BEACH EROSION, FALCON BAY, CONCERN
29. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

Residents of Falcon are extremely concerned about the beach erosion at Falcon
Bay. Some believe the Dawesville Channel is prohibiting the natural northerly
flow of beach sand. Some say tbe erosion is a result of global currents.
(1) Can the erosion be explained?
(2) What is being done to correct the situation?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(l)-(2)

I thank the member for the question. I have received advice from the
Minister for Transport. 'It is probably known by the previous Ministers
that in the'planning of the channel it was well recognised that the training
walls would interrupt the natural transition of an along-shore drift of sand
from south to north. The sand is trapped on the south shore. To manage
that problem, the Department of Transport has called for tenders. It is in
the process of letting a tender for a five year contract for the tenderer to
move sand mechanically to bypass that trap that has resulted from the
training walls. The contract will mean the moving of 85 000 cubic metres

-annually across -the front of the channel to the north. The beach at Falcon
Bay has been renurtured on two occasions; in February and in November
1994 with the trucking of 5 000 cubic metres of sand. From this week a
further 7 000 cubic metres will be required to renurture the beaches to the
north of'the channel. I understand the trucking and shifting of that sand is
imminent.
Finally, it has been concluded that the loss of sand to the beaches to the
north is not as a result of global currents, but as a result of the physical
restraint the training walls have caused. It was recognised that an
engineering problem had to be resolved to cause that sand to be
renurtured. However, it has also been observed that the lateness of this
year's offshore-inshore currents that occur naturally, may have resulted in
some of the additional loss of sand on the north shore. The matter is under
constant monitoring and the Department of Transport will conduct further
research to ensure that in future the beaches will be renurtured by some
form of mechanical means.
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SOLOMON, PAUL - WHITE, JAN, RELOCATION FROM HEALTHi
DEPARTMENT

Minister for Health's Role
30. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

I refer the Minister to the article in The West Australian newspaper on 4 March,
1995 from which I quote -

Asked if he gave Dr Brennan any direction, Mr Kierath said, "I'm not
denying that, I'm simply saying my discussions with the commissioner are
normally confidential about internal operations.'

I also refer him to a comment he made with great bravado on ABC Radio on
10 March when debating health matters with my colleague, the member for
Kalgoorlie and I quote -

I have already been criticised by Ian -
That is, Ian Taylor.

- and others for "having some shake up at the top", if you like in the
Health Department.

Given those two comments, will the Minister for Health give a frank and honest
account of the role he played in the transfer from the Health Department of Paul
Solomon and Jan White?
The SPEAKER: Order! Before the Minister replies, it appears that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is repeating the question he asked before. However, I
will let the Minister go ahead.
Mr KIERATH replied:
This is almost a direct repeat of a previous question, with the addition of further
explanatory material. I have said publicly that I had discussions with Dr Peter
Brennan about a whole range of issues and about a whole range of people within
the Health Department. It is not my habit to release confidential details of
discussions. I certainly will not set that precedent now. I did have discussions
about the role of the bureaucracy, the role of the Health Department and the
reforms the Government wanted to implement. I did discuss the change in
direction. Even if I wanted to, I could not transfer people in the Health
Department. The person who has sole responsibility for that is the Commissioner
of Health. He is the chief executive officer, the employing authority. He is the
only one who can take that action.
Mr Brown interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Morley.
Mr KIERATH: He has taken that action in his own right. Perhaps members
opposite should direct their questions to Dr Peter Brennan.

CSDA FUNDS - UNDERSPENT
31. Mr BLOFFWITCH to the Minister for Disability Services:

(1) Are the claims that the State Government underspent Commonwealth
State Disability Agreement funds from the Commonwealth true?

(2) Is it true that $3.7m had to be returned to the Commonwealth by the State
last year?

Dr Watson: Yes.
Mr MINSON replied:
The person who would like to be the Minister for Disability Services wants to
answer the question but so far she is wrong about both parts. Let me explain the
situation to those who are making a noise about this matter. At the end of June
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1993 we received a large allocation of funding and in the fit few days of July
1994 we received another large allocation. For people to try to make out that all
that money had been kept for many months and unspent is a terrible twisting of
the truth.
Dr Watson: Just tell us whether you sent it back.
Mr MINSON: Since the member for Kenwick wants to butt in, perhaps she can
explain to me how much money goes in interest from both the Building
Management Authority and the Department of Conservation and Land
Management each year to service the debt that her lot ran up. That amount of
money would fix the entire disability services problems in this State. I was
surprised when I was made Minister for Disability Services to find that enough
interest is paid on the debt incurred by those opposite to build six primary schools
a year, the same amount applies to CALM. Members opposite should not make
too much noise. We do not have enough money in this State for disability
services.
Dr Watson: You signed the agreement.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Kenwick.
Mr MINSON: Of the total Australian population, 9.5 per cent lives in Western
Australia. However, Western Australia gets about 6.5 per cent of the funding
spent on disability services by the Commonwealth Government. Western
Australia gets $11 per head of population from the Commonwealth; South
Australia about $24; and Tasmania about the same. The other big States on the
eastern side each get between $15 and $16 per head.
Dr Watson: You got money which you did not spend.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Kenwick for the
second time.
Mr MINSON: I will just explain why we cannot throw money everywhere.
Money must be spent in a very sensible way.
Mr McGinty: That is why we are asking.
Mr MINSON: Members opposite should listen carefully because they might learn
something. If people are housed today, they must be housed the day after and the
day after that. If all the money is thrown away, there will be none left at the end
of the month. That money was tied in the early stages. We could not use it in a
sensible way.
The Disability Services Commission has been particularly responsible in the way
in which it has administered the CSDA funds. Since some of the strings have
been taken away - the -federal Government got embarrassed; it has gradually and
intelligently been sending the funding - that funding is all committed, and always
was. I will demonstrate to the House how it works. If we do not receive the next
payment from the Commonwealth by the end of June, we will have about zero. If
the Commonwealth decides to pay the 1 July instalment on 30 June, we will have
over $lm, and members opposite will stand up here and grizzle. We have to be
good financial managers, and I know members opposite find it hard to apply
themselves to that concept. All their ranting and raving will not hide their failings
in disability services provision and they do a great disservice to the disabled
people in the State by carrying on in the way in which they do.


