
1471

Tuesday, 2 May 1995

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - STATE SCHOOL TEACHERS UNION, INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE
Hon John Halden (Leader of the Opposition) presented a petition from 285 residents of
Western Australia calling upon the Minister for Education to immediately resolve the
industrial dispute with the State School Teachers Union.
[See paper No 296.]

MOTION - ABORIGINAL RECONCILIATION
HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) [3.33 pm]: I move -

That this House resolves -

(a) to note that in 1991, the Parliament of the Commonwealth unanimously
enacted the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation Act 1991
(Commonwealth) to promote a process of reconciliation between the
indigenous and wider Australian comnmunities;

(b) to support the concept of constructive reconciliation between indigenous
and wider Australian communities; and

(c) in acknowledgement of this support, to adopt the vision of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation; namely -

A united Australia which respects this land of ours; values the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander heritage; and provides justice
and equity for all

as a vision shared by this House.
I ani pleased that my opposition colleagues have provided me with the opportunity today
of displaying our commitment to ensuring that this issue is raised in the Legislative
Council and given the priority that it deserves. This is a time when urgency motions
often come before the House, but the Opposition has provided me with the opportunity of
now bringing on this issue of great importance. We now need to test whether the
Government will treat this matter with the same priority that we give to this issue.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIODENT: Order! We have had a couple of weeks off, but th e member has the
floor and he is entitled to put his proposition, at the end of which I will read the motion.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The words of this motion are familiar because last year this
motion was moved by the Opposition and was given priority, and now, so soon after the
recess, this motion is again given priority by the Opposition. The Legislative Council of
this Parliament is a laughing stock because it is the last Chamber in the Commonwealth
to deal with a motion calling for reconciliation between the indigenous and non-
Aboriginal communities of Australia. It is appropriate that we should be the last
Chamber in the Commonwealth because this Chamber has a legacy in the field of
Aboriginal affairs of which we should be ashamed, and we, the Legislative Councillors
of Western Australia, and particularly government members of the Legislative Council -
Hon John Halden: You mean the House of Review.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Members opposite call it the House of Review, but they have
dragged their feet in dealing with this motion, which has been given priority by every
Parliament -

Hon E.J. Charlton: Why not make it motion No 1 on the Notice Paper?



Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Minister for Transport should go back to counting bus
stops, and when he has found them all -

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am rather disturbed at some of the interjecting and cross-
Chamber talking that is going on in this place. The minute someone seeks to discuss
something with me, everyone goes berserk. I ask the Minister to stop interjecting, and I
suggest that Hon Tom Stephens continue to direct his comments to me, and I will listen
and not interject.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr President, this motion lapsed the last time it was moved
because the Government chose not to give it the priority it deserves. That is indicative of
the attitude of this Government to this question. Certainly its policies and practices in the
two years it has been in government have been illustrative of the same type of attitude to
Aboriginal issues. The approach of the Labor Party while in opposition and in
government is in marked contrast to that of the Liberal and National Parties since they
have been in government this time, while they were in opposition and prior to that while
they were last in government. They have always held antediluvian views in the field of
Aboriginal affairs, and they are demonstrating it again in the way they have tarried with
this motion.
Hon George Cash: You are meant to be trying to convince us to support it. Calm down
and handle it moderately and we will listen.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I want a metanoia on the part of government Ministers like
Mr Cash - that is, a change of heart. I want to see not only support for the motion - which
is easy to give; it happened in the other House, Which whacked it through and passed the
motion - but also a change of heart, a change of policy on the part of this Government,
including Mr Cash, the Minister for Lands, and his frontbench colleagues, whom I will
get to in the process of speaking to this motion.
Hon E.J. Charlton: What about access roads?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Absolutely. The Minister for Transport while in opposition
cried crocodile tears in the field of Aboriginal affairs and trundled around the country
chairing a select committee into Aboriginal poverty. However, the moment he got into
government, instead of tackling the issues in this motion which calls for reconciliation,
he adopted a different approach altogether. As Minister for Transport he was called upon
by Aboriginal groups throughout the State to tackle the question of road access - one
would think that is a fundamental right to reconciling communities in the bush - but he
says that it is a commonwealth problem and if the Commonwealth will not provide any
funds he will not provide funds for access roads for Aboriginal people. If the Minister
wants reconciliation he will demonstrate his bone fides and spend funds on Aboriginal
affairs. He used to trundle around the country saying that he was sympathetic and
supportive of Aboriginal people, that he played football with them, that some of his best
friends were Aborigines. He says that he is not a racist, but will he spend any of the
funds of this State to provide road access for Aboriginal communities?
Hon E.J. Charlton: What do you think the people in your electorate say to me?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Minister's response was that they had Buckley's chance
unless he could dip into commonwealth funds to do what should be his responsibility as
Transport Minister and allocate funds for access for Aboriginal communities across this
State. Mr Charlton should go back to counting bus stops and name changes; that is where
he wastes money in his portfolio. The Aboriginal people who are trying to gain access to
the reconciliation process in this country cannot get to first base while they have
Ministers like Mr Charlton sitting on the Treasury benches in this State. The Aboriginal
people of this State are ill served by this Government as was demonstrated in a
newspaper report of just last week. In The West Austiralian of 28 April an article headed
"Government is blamed for faecal illness" written by Kirsten Stoney reads -

Mardiwah Loop community residents Jim Deegan and Lynette James blame the
State Government for the poor living conditions which caused their daughter to
contract a potentially fatal disease earlier this year.

1472 [COUNCIL]



[Tuesday, 2 May 19951]47

One-year-old Lilly fell seriously ill in January with shigella dysentery - an illness
which stems from faecal contamination. T'he normally bright and bubbly baby
cried continually, lost weight because she could not eat, developed a high
temperature and had diarrhoea.
Lilly, who took a month to recover, was lucky her illness did not develop further,
according to Halls Creek shire environmental health officer Bill Atyeo.
Her parents' makeshift house has no running water and their open pit toilet -
shrouded in corrugated iron for privacy - buzzes with flies.
Their shower is a crude garden shed in the backyard with lino on the ground and a
tap, connected to a hose hanging off the roof.
The family of three live in a tin shack -

Hon E.J. Charlton: Where did they live before that?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Charlton is in government now, and wasting Treasury funds
running around counting bus stops. The Minister should stop wasting funds such as has
been spent on the consultants' reports that Minister Cash has tabled. The Government
has just wasted $30m on consultants' reports in six months. What other litany of sins
will be demonstrated by this Government?
Hon George Cash: What did you have for lunch that makes you so angry?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I would like to have Mr Cash for lunch.
Hon George Cash: Any day.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The people will eventually have Mr Cash for dinner because at
the end of the day he will be shown up as the fraud he is.
Hon George Cash interjected.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Cash should listen. Even Mr Cash with his heart of stone
should at least demonstrate some compassion for the people to whom I ami referring in
this article.
Hon George Cash: Hon Tom Stephens has been out in the mushroom patch again.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The article continues -

The family of three sleep in a tin shack built from odds and sods collected by
Mr Deegan from a variety of sources, including the rubbish tip.
"It's a bit hard to live like this, " Ms James said.

That is bit of an understatement. The article continues -

The couple's living conditions are among the best at Mardiwah Loop but fall well
short of standard health regulations, according to the shire.

Hon E.J. Charlton: Where did they live before?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Charlton is in government and he is sitting on Treasury
benches that are not doing anything. Mr Charlton's Government has produced the big
lie, which is the task force report on Aboriginal social justice. This is the big lie which
was presented to this Parliament about what Mr Charlton's Government would do in the
field of Aboriginal affairs while it is in government. Hon Max Evans, the Minister for
Finance, must approve the expenditure on big task force reports like the Daube report
which go to the Premier and Cabinet. This Government delivers nothing. These big
glossy volumes sit around doing nothing except producing mobs of work for the people
who print them. As for delivering services to the communities with whom Mr Charlton
says he is best friends and with whom he says he plays football -

Hon E.J. Charlton: I am asking a question and you cannot answer it.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: - he, as Minister for Transport in this Court Government,
delivers nothing.
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Hon E.J. Charlton: Where did they live before?
.Hon TOM STEPHENS: Probably in a Homeswest house, from which they were ejected
because of the changes in policy by the Court Government. The article continues -

The community's 260 residents share 18 showers, 18 flushing toilets and eight pit
toilets.
"It's a time bomb waiting to go off,' Mr Atyeo said. "The major concern is the
spread of disease. It is only through pure luck that something more serious hasn't
happened already.
Only five of 23 lots have an effective hotwater system and power and one block
has no water.
Residents live in buildings of all shapes and sizes - tin shacks, Nissen huts,
caravans and bower sheds. One family of four lives in the back of a minibus.

Another article in the same newspaper is headed 'Shire to sue over squalor" and states -

The Shire of Halls Creek says it will sue Housing Minister and Aboriginal Affairs
Minister Kevin Prince for failing to improve the sub-standard living conditions at
Mardiwah Loop Aboriginal community.

The article goes on to repeat many of the same problems associated with this community
and mentions a one year old girl with dysentery. The article states -

Shire President Malcolm Edwards said the land, 3kmn north of the Halls Creek
townsite, was vested in the Aboriginal Lands Trust in 1988 and was ultimately the
responsibility of Mr Prince.
At a meeting yesterday, councillors voted unanimously to proceed with legal
action against the trust.
On March 1, the shire issued a health order calling on the trust to provide
adequate ablution facilities at one of the 23 lots which make up the community.
The trust referred the matter to Homeswest but failed to comply with the order,
issued under Section 99 of the Health Act, by the deadline of April 6.
At the request of Mr Prince, shire councillors met WA Aboriginal Affairs
Department head and trust chairman Cedric Wyatt, WA Health Department chief
health officer Andrew Penman and Homeswest Aboriginal housing director Jody
Broun last Friday.
Mr Edwards said the shire agreed to outline the extent of work required at the
community but received no guarantees that it would be completed.
Homeswest and the Aboriginal Affairs Department told The West Australian they
had agreed to resolve the problems.
But Mr Edwards said the verbal guarantees were "too little, too late.
"We've got to the stage where we've been bashing our head against a brick wall
and we've had a gutful of it,' he said.

This is the Shire President of the Shire of Halls Creek, Mr Malcolm Edwards.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He showed me where they lived before.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Charlton is a Minister in the Court Government. It is within
the Minister's power to do something in the field of Aboriginal affairs but all he can do is
waste taxpayers' money. Instead of producing these wasteful glossy reports the Minister
could allocate resources to portfolios that would fix these problems. Nothing is being
done in this field - through either the Minister's portfolio or any of his colleagues'
portfolios - that delivers the policy commitments the Government promised. The
Minister should listen because this problem is indicative -

Hon E.J. Charlton: I am genuinely interested; that is why I am asking you to fill me in.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Shire of Halls Creek has understandably chosen to take
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legal action. It first raised this issue with the State Government way back on 27 October
1993.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Why are those people living out there?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It was the first approach made by that shire.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Answer the question.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Eric Charlton is listening and I am talking. He should be
quiet and take notice of the President. Surely in those circumstances the last thing this
Transport Minister should do is interject on my comments. He should speak to his
Premier and Treasurer, and his colleague Mr Prince, the Minister for Housing and
Aboriginal Affairs, and ensure those problems are fixed pronto rather than see a shire
having to take legal action against the State Government to improve conditions that
should have been dealt with by the Government before they came to that.
That issue is accompanied by many issues across the State that are indicative of the
failure of this Government to have a change of heart and bring about the Aboriginal
reconciliation called for in this motion. Only recently during debate on the Fish
Resources Management Bill I indicated to the House that the Bill proposed to extinguish
the fishing rights of Aboriginal people in this State. The legislation was passed and
within it was all the structure of the previously passed Court Government legislation on
Aboriginal title, the framework of which will no doubt eventually face legal challenge in
the High Court of this country, unless the Government has a change of heart about the
fishing rights of Aboriginal people which have existed since time immemorial.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson knows what we are talking about. This matter should have been
dealt with by the Government before it reached this Chamber.
Hon Derrck Tomlinson: What did we report?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: There was an excellent minority report with his report which
was delivered by Hon John Cowdell. I was pleased to see it basically expressed many of
the viewpoints I had previously put to this House while that Bill was being discussed.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What was the thrust of the principle of that report?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The kernel of the issue is the whole approach by the Court
Government, whether it be towards the squalor of the reserve at Halls Creek or the Fish
Resources Management Bill which will extinguish the rights of Aboriginal people and
not deliver the obligations of the wider community and the Government to the Aboriginal
people of Western Australia. -In those circumstances surely the Fish Resources
Management Bill, which is now a Statute, would have been brought back into this
Parliament in double quick time with the amendments necessary to restore the rights that
have been purported to be extinguished by the actions of this Parliament.
Enormous difficulties are emerging in the Health portfolio. There were five minutes of
sunlight during which Minister Foss had an interest in the field of Aboriginal health.
However, he was relieved of those responsibilities, which were passed on to a different
person - a different kettle of fish altogether - and already we are seeing a change of
policy in that field. I will be talking more about that further down the track. In that field
of Aboriginal health we see the destruction and dislocation of the infrastructure put in
place by the Labor Government, and supported and sustained by Minister Foss.
However, a change of policy has seen a return to the bad old days -

Hon E.J. Charlton: The bad old days of 1992?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: - of the previous Court Government of which Minister Moore
was a part and a strong supporter. Even in his own portfolio of Education, he is not
content with causing dislocation to the teaching staff across the State by his intransigence
on a range of issues. At the same time, in administration of Aboriginal education, he has
shown no support or commitment to the strategies in place.
Hon N.F. Moore: That is not true.
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Hon TOM STEPHENS: That is the feeling in the community.
Hon N.F. Moore: You should try proving that.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I want to know from Mr Moore, who has the opportunity -

Hon NYF. Moore: Don't point your finger at mue. You are not giving a sermon from the
pulpit.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Minister deserves many sermons from the pulpit.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TOM STEPHENS: In the field of Aboriginal education he has much to do.
Hon N.F. Moore interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister should come to order when I call order.
Hon Tom Stephens knows the way to address members in this Chamber.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Through the Chair, Mr President, I say to the Minister that he
has much to answer for in his own portfolio. Over time, particularly as we see answers to
some of the questions to the Minister, through the Budget processes and by his failure to
support those people who are endeavouring to do solid and good work within his own
portfolio on Aboriginal education and his failure to give moral support or even leadership
in that area, we are seeing disenchantment in his portfolio.
Hon N.F. Moore: You don't know what you are talking about.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I look forward to seeing the Minister -

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the Minister to stop interjecting. The member does not
have to know what he is talking about.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am in the fortunate position of knowing what I am talking
about only too well. It distresses me and I want to make this Minister distressed when I
relay some of that information.
Hon N.F. Moore: You are distressing me.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TOM STEPHENS: At the end of the day the Minister must be accountable in this
place and in the community for the way in which he has failed the Aboriginal people.
Hon N.F. Moore: Quite right.
Hon John Halden: The distress is not just his; it is also the National Party's, which does
not speak well of him.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I can understand that; I have not found anyone on this side of
the House who speaks well of him.
These problems are not restricted to only the Transport, Lands and Mining portfolios.
They 'are also budgetary questions in part. Finance Minister, Hon Max Evans, who no
doubt has a very strong voice on the priority of funds, could ensure budgetary support for
Aboriginal reconciliation. That would be more beneficial to the community than
bringing into this place Bill after Bill to help a few more of his rich mates avoid tax
levies, among the other things he has done in the short time he has been Finance
Minister, and apparently is about to do again. He should not be opening up loopholes
and providing tax breaks to a few of his rich mates who want to drive in the sort of car to
which he has become accustomed while, in the bush, people still do not have basic
shelter, water and facilities because this Government has turned back the clock to slow
down the process which has resulted in communities such as this and shires such as Halls
Creek taking legal action against it.
I refer to the simple issue of motor vehicle driving licences, a small area which has
resulted in many Aboriginal people across the State being in breach of the law and, as a
result, finding themselves in prison. A tiny initiative of the previous Government
responded to one area and provided a motor vehicle drivers' licence program to extend to
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the remote Aboriginal communities of Western Australia education on motor vehicle
drivers' licences. However, as a result of a change of policy it was chopped out by this
Government. Those people now have no chance of getting their driver's licence under
that scheme. More people in those remote areas have been picked up for driving without
licences and put in Mrs Edwardes' prisons that are overfilled. I have statistics contained
in answers delivered from the Minister for Justice who has responsibility for that area -
not the implementation of the Daube report which one might think would come from
justice - which show how full the prisons are becoming. Broome prison has a capacity of
69; yet its average daily muster at one stage was up to about 80, and 77 in another period.
I have more questions on notice to find out the number of prisoners in prisons across the
State.
Hon N.F. Moore: Have you considered the Wyndham Regional Prison when you were in
government?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Moore has forgotten that I have had a look at the Wyndham
prison. He put me in it.
Hon E.J. Charlton: The problem is that someone let you out!
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Moore's Government put me in prison. That is one of the
reasons I have maintained my commitment to this issue and my rage about the
Government's people. I know that prison well: I was in it for working alongside
Aboriginal people in support of their rights. I am proud of the fact that I was in that
prison.
Hon N.F. Moore: Did you put people in the cage at the back?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I was in the back of that prison. Nothing is worse than what
Hon Norman Moore is doing in government; that is, transporting those people out of their
own homeland, away from their people, and carting them to Fremnantle and Casuarina.
Hon E.J. Charlton: You have a guilty conscience.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: One of the principal recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody was to not cart prisoners away from their
countryside. What does the Government do? It closes the Wyndham prison and carts the
prisoners to Fremantle and Casuarina.
Hon E.J. Charlton: So you like the Wyndhami prison?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It is a lot better to implement the recommendations of the report
on Aboriginal deaths in custody than to follow the practices that have been adopted by
the Government's silly Attorney General, Hon Cheryl Edwardes, who would not know
one end of that report from the other. She has failed to address its recommendations and
has acted in conflict with and in the opposite direction to that which is called for by that
report. A series of policies has been changed in the field of justice issues which has led
to the prisons of this State overflowing and high percentages of Aboriginal people in
those prisons. So many of the prisons are already overcapacity with daily musters in
excess of that which would be tolerated by any humane Government. However, this
Government, as a cost cutting device, shuts down a prison such as Wyndham.
Hon N.F. Moore: I look forward to hearing you defend that cage at the back of the
prison. I saw people caged like lions by your Government. You defend that.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I do not defend inadequate facilities. That facility should have
been upgraded. The whole prison needed upgrading.
Hon N.F. Moore: It was an absolute outrage, and you did nothing about it.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Norman Moore's Government got into office and closed it
down and moved out the prisoners.
Hon N.F. Moore: It is far better closed than to put people in there.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Despite the promises of Hon Norman Moore and his colleagues
that the Government would provide alternative, non-custodial sentences to the people in
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the Kimberley, the Government has provided no such thing. It squashes them into the
Broome Regional Prison and regularly overmusters. When it cannot fit any more into the
'Broome prison over and above its capacity, it shunts them to Greenough, Roebourne, or
anywhere else, away from their people and their homelands. Is there any question why
there is a problem among the Aboriginal population of this country and State when we
see the practical effects of policies such as this?
Hon Muriel Patterson is another person in this place who had the opportunity of chairing
a select committee into this issue and is one I thought would have been on the tail of her
Government while in office. She took the opportunity of moving to establish another
select committee while the Opposition was in government, allegedly saying that she
wanted to do something in the field of Aboriginal reconciliation which is called for in
this motion. She has been in government now for two and a half years, but what do we
see? The clock is going backwards and there is no com 'mensurate show of concern on the
part of her colleagues. I call on Hon Muriel Patterson to support this motion and take the
opportunity to press for a change of heart and policy on the part of her Government so
that we can see the implementation of some of the policies for which she expressed
sympathy when she was in opposition.
Interestingly, in my own electorate local government is already showing the way in a
number of areas. For instance, the Halls Creek and Broome Shires are light years ahead
of this State Government in approaching the question of Aboriginal reconciliation within
their communities. They are striking out agreements with those communities which will
see settlement of outstanding questions on land so that economic activity and
development opportunities can occur locally. Those arrangements are being struck by
those shires which can see that they have Buckley's chance of getting any sense out of
the Perth based Government on these questions. They know that they must take the lead
as local authorities and strike the accommodation between the two competing interests
for title - the Aboriginal people and the wider non-Aboriginal community - which in
some situations have come to conflict over land issues. The shires see that in the absence
of anyone else being the honest broker, it is up to them to resolve these issues and strike
agreements which are beginning to provide an opportunity for reconciliation, at least at
the local level within those communities.
I take my hat off to people such as shire presidents Ron Johnson and Malcolm Edwards
and their councils and staff. They have been great leaders in delivering in this field of
Aboriginal reconciliation by being prepared to strike the accommodation that will see
reconciliation occur within our State. In contrast to that approach the State Government
has adopted a different approach on a range of issues, including its approach to the native
title question which came up by virtue of the judgment in the famous Mabo case - the
High Court decision which led to the futile legislative response of the Court Government.
It was struck down only recently in that 7-0 judgment - seven complete strikes against the
Court Government's legislation which was passed through this Chamber. The
Government is now called on to show a different approach in the field of Aboriginal
affairs by this motion I have brought before the House today.
No sooner was that legislation struck down by the High Court when this Government
proceeded to move in a symbolic way to introduce legislation to validate the title of non-
Aboriginal interests across the State. That legislation, which is on its way to the
Parliament, contains nothing exceptional. However, it is exceptional in that it will not be
introduced at the same time as legislation which will deal with the native title questions
that are before the State; that is, complementary legislation which must be introduced in
response to the High Court decision. That legislation of course requires consultation with
the Aboriginal community, which is yet to start. The Aboriginal community keenly
awaits the Court Government getting out into the back blocks, into the communities, and
talking about what sort of legislative response should be developed to suit the needs of
this State to accommodate the native title rights of Aboriginal people.
The motion before the House has been moved in every other Chamber in every other
House of Parliament across the Commonwealth. It has been passed in those Chambers
and, by and large, has received bipartisan support in the process of its passage. It is in
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response to the initiatives of the Commonwealth Government in enacting the council for
Aboriginal reconciliation legislation. That Statute has led to the establishment of the
Aboriginal Reconciliation Council which has involved itself in dialogue across the nation
with some key players, such as Patrick Dodson, a former royal commissioner, and
Ronald Wilson, a former High Court judge, and a number of other key players from the
farming lobby and the mining sector who have been involved in the work of the council
and in aiming to ensure that an understanding exists across the nation about the mutual
interests that will be served by reconciliation between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
people. In those consultations it became clear to the council that some work had to be
done not only to make information available to the Aboriginal communities and
individuals across the nation about building better communities and bringing together
communities, but also to produce an enormous range of discussion papers and reports
which have been circulated throughout the Australian community. Those reports land on
our desks as members of Parliament and hopefully even on the desks of Court
Government Ministers. With the application of some principle of the success of Chinese
water torture, those papers will have a trickle down effect and produce some change in
the response of the Court Government to these questions of Aboriginal justice and
reconciliation in this State. Those reports are good enough in themselves to have been
produced. Many are fine and extensively researched documents. They call for very
simple and practical steps to achieve the notion of walking together in this great nation of
Australia so that we can go on to a better future in the field of Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal relations in this country and so that eventually we can have a history in
this area of which we can all be proud.
Unfortunately, there are not yet the runs on the board that would justify this Court
Government's simply passing a motion such as this without first getting some substantial
runs on the board. I want this motion to pass, but not with just vacuous words from
whichever Minister happens to respond. I want it to pass as a result of the detailed
articulation of a change of direction in many fields on the part of the Court Government.
In my dissertation I know that I have skipped briefly across just one issue that is dear to
the hearts of Aboriginal people. I refer to an issue under the portfolio responsibility of
the Mvinister for Lands and for Mines; that is, the question of land excisions - living areas
for Aboriginal people, particularly those in remote areas who are still awaiting issue of
title, which has been put on hold since the Court Government came to power in this State.
The decision of the Court Government to freeze the transfer of title to Aboriginal people
and to await the living areas report produced for Minister Cash but then frozen - not dealt
with nor processed - left no opportunity for Aboriginal people to secure title to the land
upon which many are living, but upon which they have no basic facilities, such as
ablution facilities, in houses built by the Commonwealth Government in most cases.
They have no title to the land and therefore the Commonwealth agencies that fund this
area of Aboriginal advancement cannot proceed under the guidelines; they cannot spend
funds because the Court Government has not done its job, which is to drop its freeze on
the transfer of Aboriginal land from those areas that have been identified as needing
excisions and transfers of land to enable small living areas to be established in many of
these remote communities. That is another illustration of what needs to be done by this
Court Government.
Certainly and fundamentally the land issue must be tackled and that calls for great skill
on the part of any Government to get the balance right. When a Government is blinkered
and shackled by an ideology that does not allow it to see its way free to tackle these
questions in a modern way, in a way that is in keeping with what is being done in all
other western democracies that have a substantial indigenous population, such as New
Zealand, Canada and the United States, and when we do not have a Government in this
State that is keeping up with the rest of the world on these questions, it is understandable
that we have a problem. However, one hopes that a motion such as this might provide
another chance to revisit the question. I acknowledge that the Government has another
distraction; it does not need to be bashing Aboriginal people as a smokescreen for its own
incompetence at least this week or last week. It has another distraction that it has trotted
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out to handle the substantive issues of the front pages of The West Australian and the
electronic media. Bashing black fellows is out of favour this week with the Court
Government, but I suppose it will be trotted out again wherever it is necessary to produce
a media smokescreen for this Government to hide its mismanagement or its internal party
affairs if the factional warfare within the Liberal Party is breaking -

Hon NYF. Moore: I thought it was Keith Wilson.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I did not hear him raise the Crichton-Browne affair, but if he did
I can understand it, because Hon Norman Moore no doubt is up to his nose in the
Crichton-Browne affair and is trying to shaft many of his colleagues, many of whom sit
behind him, as preselection gets closer. The Court-Crichton-Browne affair no doubt
winl-
Several members inteijected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TOM STEPHENS: - will need the occasional smokescreen. I suppose when the
opportunity arises Aboriginal reconciliation will go out the window. No attention will be
given to this motion because the Liberal Party will see a good chance to put a
smokescreen over the questions of its own internal factional difficulties. It will raise
Aboriginal issues and start bashing Aboriginal people in the way it has in the past if
whatever other issue that happens to be current is not working for it. A motion such as
this gives the Liberal Party another chance not to repeat the practices of the past of which
it was so capable so often; that is, to use Aboriginal people shockingly and atrociously
both in government and in opposition.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: You are embarrassing the Leader of the House. He has gone quiet.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I can well appreciate his embarrassment. He, of all people in
this Chamber, probably most deserves to be embarrassed as the chief Minister in this
place in the Court Government, which already has a shocking track record in this field. I
thank my colleague for drawing that to my attention.
There was another way of approaching this motion; that is, to come in with honeyed
tongue and to try to sweet talk the Government into a different style of approaching this
question. However, there is something to be said for giing people what they deserve;
that is, dishing out the medicine - and the Government deserves it. Thbe Government
must accept the criticisms that I am making because they are legitimate and accurate.
When it has reformed itself and shown some decent policies in this area we will have an
opportunity of seeing some real advancement in the field of Aboriginal development in
this State. Then we will know that Aboriginal reconciliation in Western Australia is on
the march.
HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [4.20 pm]: I second the motion. The House
should take the opportunity provided by Hon Tom Stephens to support the motion. It
seems strange to me that this State Government has gone down many tracks when
reacting to the fate of the Aboriginal people in this State. We have passed many laws,
and the 7-0 decision in the High Court is perhaps an indication of the track we should be
on. Surely we have learnt our lesson, because every decision this State Government has
made on its treatment of the indigenous people in this State is at odds with the motion
before the House. I recognise that many actions taken by the Court coalition
Government are not in accord with this motion and that the motion does not fit well with
the State Government's position on Aboriginal affairs, but that does not prevent the
Government from agreeing to the motion and thus bringing Western Australia in line
with the rest of the Commonwealth of Australia.
I look back on how this House has behaved in the treatment of Aboriginal 'people.
Obviously, reconciliation will not take place until this Government honestly considers the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. Those
recommendations were many and varied, and we can gain some comfort from the way in
which a committee of this House - with a majority of government members - treated part
of the recommendations.
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I refer to the report of the Standing Committee on Legislation on the Young Offenders
Bill, which was presented by Hon Derrick Tom linson in this House on 31 December
1994, and to a number of the observations of that committee and a letter written by Hon
Derrick Tomlinson. In general terms it can be agreed that this House, as a House of
Review, was anxious that the committee consider the Young Offenders Bill, take
evidence and report back to the House with or without a recommendation. The Bill was
referred to the Legislation Committee for consideration prior to its being debated in this
House. The committee was given only a brief time in which to consider the legislation,
in accordance with a letter from the Attorney General dated 11I November 1994. The
committee had agreed to invite the following persons to make submissions: Mr Justice
David Malcolm, Chief Justice of Western Australia; the President of the Children's Court
of Western Australia; Con Zempilas, Chief Stipendiary Magistrate; the Chairman of the
Justice Co-ordinating Council; Bob Falconer, the Commissioner of Police; and others for
their opinions about the Young Offenders Bill. It was recognised from evidence
elsewhere that the Bill may be off the track in its proposals for the treatment of young
offenders in this State.
The committee was unable to make any recommendations or to comment on whether the
Bill could be seen to follow the recommendations of the royal commission on the
treatment of Aboriginal people, particularly young people, in this State. Hon Derrick
Tomlinson will be aware that I do not believe issues involving juvenile justice or young
offenders should be politicised. I have no objection to dealing with any issues in politics,
but I am opposed to young people being used in that way. I took a stand when the
previous Government introduced the Crime (Serious and Repeat Offenders) Sentencing
Act, but I do not think the recommendations of the royal commission were before us at
that time. The Legislation Committee was unable to make any attempt - and it pointed
this out to the House - to consider how the royal commission recommendations affected
the Young Offenders Bill, which has now become an Act, and the boot camp proposal. A
boot camp has now been established and we are all aware that most of the young
offenders sent to that camp will be Aboriginal. We are aware from reports and evidence
that most young offenders who appear before the courts and are incarcerated are
Aboriginal.
However, the royal commission suggested that Governments should consider ways of
keeping young Aboriginal people away from the court system and should consider
diversionary programs. Hon Tom Stephens has pointed out that this Government has
significantly reduced its support for one of those programs which taught young people to
drive and allowed young people in remote areas, particularly Aboriginal people, to obtain
drivers' licences. I also draw to the attention of the House a driver training program
which had the effect of keeping young people away from stealing cars and offending in
this area. We have the cars, the trainers and commonwealth funds, but this State
Government has chosen not to support any programs or to provide the necessary funds.
The driver training program ran for only one year, and the Opposition hopes it can now
convince the Federal Government to provide the funds which the State Government will
not provide in order to continue this program.
Hon Tom Stephens brought many issues to our attention with regard 'to Aboriginal
reconciliation. Surely, reconciliation can have no meaning until we acknowledge the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody, to which
I have referred. The State Government introduced its legislation in response to the
Federal Government's Native Title Act, and the state legislation has been beaten in the
High Court. The State Govirnment initially thought it could use the native title issue to
its advantage in the Fremantle by-election. However, Dr Lawrence was successful in
beating the Liberal candidate, who should have won that by-election.
This Government must recognise the feelings of people in this State. It is about time the
indigenous people were regarded as a productive sector of our society. It is about time
we realised, as Hon Tom Stephens said, that it is not a claim about more money or
obtaining land with no purpose. The pastoralists and shires in the north west have
realised that Aboriginal people are a huge resource in this State, and they are being used
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by forward looking companies in the Pilbara. Western Mining and CRA at Argyle have
training programs, but if we do not continue to take such steps we will lose out.
[Resolved, that debate be continued.]
Hon TIOM HELM: The resolution just passed indicates a strong possibility that the
House will agree to the motion.
Hon N.F. Moore: It means that you have 35 minutes and nine seconds. We want to bear
what you have to say.
Hon TOM H{ELM: The Minister should stick around and pin back his ears.
The positive aspects regarding Aboriginal people have been demonstrated. The mining
and pastoral industries and the local authorities have done much to improve the situation.
It has been agreed that we must discontinue treating Aboriginal people as the invisible
people, particularly in the north west. We must not regard Aboriginal people as the
people responsible for most of the crime in this State just because they are the people
most likely to be put in gaol. That has already been acknowledged because training
programs have been put in place by previous governments, this Government and the
Federal Government. Those programs are bearing fruit. Aboriginal people in remote
communities are able to do work which in the past was seen to be above them. We now
have electricians, plumbers, fitters, boilermakers and welders; but they are not working
because the coalition Government has not given them the opportunity to play an active
role in this State. Members opposite do not see the need for a reconciliation process.
The Commonwealth Parliament has enacted the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation
Act. The Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation now has the opportunity to put before us
the matters to be discussed. These will include issues relating to the importance of
Aboriginal people and our relationships with them. I refer not only to our relationship as
a State but our relationship as people who are part of the Commonwealth of Australia. It
is also our relationship with other nations. Thiroughout the world it has been recognised
that we are one of the most hesitant nations to recognise the rights of indigenous people
and the need to give them a fairer go. It is a recognition that indigenous people in other
nations who have signed surrender treaties have obtained more rights than the Aboriginal
people in Australia. Our indigenous people have suffered for more than 200 years from
non-Aboriginal occupation.
I have been in this country only 15 years. Perhaps I have been fortunate to live in the
Pilbara, but during that time I have come to understand and appreciate the differences
between the indigenous and non-indigenous people. Probably I have been as guilty as
most people by saying that indigenous people would not normally work on a mine site. I
have not been very sure about the differences between the two cultures but I have
become aware of the differences over time. I wish that I knew more, but I could not learn
as much as I need to learn if I lived forever. However, our schools increasingly are
teaching the differences between peoples; how we can learn from each other and
appreciate the differences. We can have a society that respects the differences. In spite
of some of the racist comments in the community, and the attraction the media has for
those comments - the Press or the electronic media - there is an expanding feeling of
responsibility to give indigenous people the same fair go as we have received. There is a
recognition that the Aboriginal culture - which Hon Ross Lightfoot said that Aboriginal
people do not have - is as important as the non-Aboriginal culture. The Aboriginal
culture is important for the development of the nation, and our wellbeing will be
enhanced by understanding, appreciating and supporting that culture.
More expert commentators than I have stated that one of the reasons that Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander people have social problems is because their culture is undermined
or not understood. In some cases indigenous people are described as being lost and
having no basis from which to work. We should appreciate the cliche that Aboriginal
people do not think that the land belongs to them but that they belong to the land. When
people know where they come from they have a fair idea of where they want to go. We
must admit that many aspects of our society and social structures should be improved.
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However, it is no good arguing that indigenous people should behave in the same way as
non-Aboriginal people because we should be ashamed of some aspects of our society.
Non-Aboriginal people have the advantage of a cultural base. It is important to
understand what the land means to the culture of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
people.
The Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation has provided eight key issues. If we can
dismiss the thought that land claims are being considered, that some people feel robbed
by the land tribunals determining that people who occupied vacant Crown land under
pastoral leases or mining leases are under threat and something will be lost, we will
acknowledge the evidence that the best way to take advantage of or receive value from
the land is to look after it. The evidence is there in the pastoral industry. The records
show that cattle being brought to the Kimberley completely destroyed the region. People
walked off the stations but the stations that have been taken over by Aboriginal people
have been successful. We have the ability to demonstrate how we can work together as
long as we respect and understand each other. There is more to understanding the
relationship between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people than just the issue of land
claims. Land claims do not necessarily mean that no mining will take place. I am sure
that Hon Jim Scott would be happy to tell us how Aboriginal people look after the land in
many ways, and that they will object to certain mining talking place on their land. He
would use the example of the Kintyre uranium deposit in the Rudall River national park.
This is not a matter that agrees with my concern about what we are doing with uranium
waste; the Martu people in the western desert are concerned that part of their country is
sick. If their land is mined and scoured, they believe a sickness will be released. I would
be the first to admit that I do not understand why some things happen, but the Martu
people do, and people believe them. It is as difficult for the Martu people to explain why
a sickness is attached to mining uranium as it is to explain to a non-Christian what the
Holy Trinity is all about. We cannot generalise by saying that Aboriginal people are
opposed to mining per se. The evidence shows that, particularly in the Northern
Territory, they are not. The Northern Territory is strong on having training programs and
benefits for the original inhabitants of that land.
We must explore the importance to Aboriginal people of the invasion of this country by
non-Aboriginal people - I suppose I could say white people, but an argument could be
made that not just Europeans behaved badly to Aboriginal people; others did as well. We
must determine the facts behind some of the stories of the massacres that took place.
What effect did that have on today's Aboriginal society? What about the children who
were taken from their parents under the law where they were seen to be part of the
department of flora and fauna? We need to understand that. Some of those children are
now parents.
I have spoken to people who came from Dr Bernardo homes, people of my age who were
orphaned during the war and brought up in various institutions. Some who were brought
up by foster parents to a large extent had- a very happy home life and were able to
understand parenting. However, some evidence suggests that those brought up on
missions find difficulty in establishing relationships and understanding the full
responsibility and role of a parent. They never had Aboriginal parents as role models.
They were taken away and put in missions.
People can easily lose their temper and condemn those actions. It may be suggested that
those actions took place with the best of intentions, but how deep did that action scar
indigenous people? How dowe react to that? How do we assist those people to become
better parents? How many of the children, charged under the young offenders
legislation, those who may go to the boot camps or to the various other state institutions
for young offenders, would be better off had their parents or grandparents not been taken
away to missions? How can we say that things might be different for them if they had
been brought up with their parents or their extended family being exposed to. all that
Aboriginal culture seems to embrace? Do we need to bring in special programs to
recognise that the behaviour of the non-Aboriginal society is because the sins of the
fathers are now being visited upon the children?
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Young Aboriginal people are seen to be antisocial. How can they know that they are
acting in that way when their parents, who were brought up on a mission, do not know
what it is like to be socially acceptable in many respects? I was a very proud member of
a committee, chaired by Hon Muriel Patterson, which looked into the achievements of
indigenous people. We were told about how people reacted differently to mission life
and being taken away fromn their parents. Some, in retrospect, saw it as a positive
experience. They had some religious exposure which they would not have had had they
lived in the communities in the desert. Others took the opposite view. Those who found
being brought up on a mission to be a positive exercise were wonderful parents and had
wonderful children. We were made aware that some Aboriginal people who were
brought up on missions had antisocial problems, such as alcohol or drug abuse. We did
not go deeply into the family structures, about where the children were or how they had
behaved in the past. The evidence given to that committee exposed us to the other side of
the coin and the need for us to support the motion moved by Hon Tom Stephens.
We must talk about all of the disadvantages. I have been accused of being - Hon Derrick
Tomlinson may be able to tell me the right word - a reverse racist In other words, if an
Aboriginal person does something, I am always quick to defend that person whereas I say
that a non-Aboriginal who does the same thing is getting his just desserts. We must have
some positive discrimination. Members would find that in the Labor Party I say that I
believe in affirmative action and that females should be given a better opportunity to get
into Parliament, to get into positions of authority in the party and that our party
organisation structure should be geared to female members of our party being given more
encouragement to make it in a male dominated section in our society - politics. That
comes from my trade union background. I have always been led to believe in a fair go
for everybody. If people are having a bit of a battle and they want to take a useful place
in society, we are obliged to see that they are given every opportunity and every
assistance possible to help them achieve that goal.
We, as a community, are starting to say that if people are to be treated equally, if they are
to be given an equal chance to achieve a goal, we must work as hard as we can, firstly, to
make sure that they respect each other and, secondly, that the contribution that those
people can make is supported to the maximum. In the north west at the moment, the
major mining companies are putting together training programs that are providing real
jobs for Aborigines - real work and not just jobs for landscape gardeners or in the mess.
Some of the major contractors have difficulty with that concept. They are reluctant to
employ Aboriginal people. I wonder whether there will be a backlash because there still
seems to be a hidden fear that Aboriginal people will go on walkabout, on drinking
sprees or not be responsible for what they do. By the same token, when major
contractors employ Muslims or people from different cultural backgrounds, their
different cultural backgrounds are accommodated. It is one thing to recognise and
accommodate the cultural requirements of a Muslim or someone from the Islamic faith -
Hon Doug Wenn: Like killing a sheep.
Hon TOM HELM: Yes, as well as keeping in mind the holidays that people from
different cultures are obliged to follow. It is something else to get people to understand
that some Aboriginal people have responsibilities in practising law. Some feel it more
important that they should attend funerals than do others in the community. That aspect
of our society is very difficult to understand. It demonstrates the Australian culture in
which we want to give people a fair go, whether men or women, or people with different
coloured skin or different shaped eyes, and to ensure that other Australians do not
undermine them, and that everyone is given a fair go. It is difficult to relate that to how
we perceive Aboriginal people as being guilty of this or that. Some people may say that
Aboriginal people must not be subject to positive discrimination. They might
demonstrate that a higher percentage of Aboriginal than non-Aboriginal people are
incarcerated in our society and, therefore, that means they are all criminals or antisocial.
We know that not to be the case. That argument is not used strongly and people do not
say, "We cannot employ Aboriginal people because they spend so much time in gaol."
People realise Aboriginal people are in gaol to a large extent because of perceptions of
other people. Steering someone away from the court system is easier when dealing with
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somebody from one's own background or culture. It is a little more difficult when one is
dealing with someone whose culture is quite foreign, even though one is the foreigner in
his or her country.
I wanted to be as detailed as I possibly could and invite comment from the other side of
the Chamber. Members opposite may advise me if they have read the reports of the
conciliation council. Tom Stephens had a number of flyers and leaflets, and I have a
document on addressing the key issues and what is needed from our society. I say "our
society" because I belong to the non-Aboriginal community. There is a need for a
statement, such as the motion Hon Tom Stephens has moved as a staging post for all of
us. We recall Yothu Yindi had a hit song about why there should be a treaty.
Historically the difference between Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders of Australia
and the Maoris of New Zealand is the treaty of Waitangi. There seems to be some
suggestion a treaty would help towards reconciliation. Having stepped away from and
recognised that terra nullus was a joke when it indicated there were no people here before
non-Aboriginal people arrived, we need to understand that Aboriginal were not fauna. A
number of documented pieces of historic evidence indicate Aboriginal people fought for
their land. They were disadvantaged in many ways by force of arms and also the
approach of people. Some of the worst offences against Aboriginal people were
committed by people who did not have much. In some instances the landed gentry and
squatocracy, as it was termed, appeared to be more understanding of the needs of
Aboriginal people .than the convicts given land at the end of their sentences.
We have obvious examples of Aboriginal people who with a little support have made
great inroads into our society and community in general. They have not lost their
Aboriginality and resisted assimilation programs, of which we as Australians should be
ashamed. Many have pulled themselves up by their own bootstraps and made a
wonderful contribution to our society. With a minimum amount of effort and a genuine
recognition of the importance of reconciliation, through the motion moved by Hon Tom
Stephens, we can go forward together and become a far greater nation.
I have not mentioned civil liberties and rights accusations made against South East Asia
and China, but I bring to the attention of the House that quite often those countries look
at our behaviour towards our indigenous people and point out to us that our indigenous
people are living in abject poverty and spend more time in gaol than the people of any
other nation. We are not seen as being one nation. We have the right to be seen as
fundamentally very strong on civil liberties and peace processes, because we have been
involved in almost every conflict in the world since the 1914-18 war and perhaps before
during the Boer war. We are proud to be Australians when we go abroad. However, on
occasions people point the finger and accuse us of being somewhat hypocritical when
accusing others of abusing civil liberties and not providing civil rights across the board,
because we have not done the right thing by Aboriginal people. We have no reason to be
proud of the examples that still exist in the electorate I share with Hon Tom Stephens.
These exist because of 200 years of non-recognition of Aboriginal people and Torres
Strait Islanders. This motion goes some way towards improving that.
The House must be made aware that this weekend a meeting will occur in Millstream of
Aboriginal people who for the most part were based in Roeboumne and Wittenoom during
the existence of the Wittenoom mine. Most have been affected or have family members
who have been affected by asbestosis. People attending that meeting this weekend were
part of the invisible people who loaded the trucks, who filled the bags with asbestos, who
slept on the empty asbestos bags, or who worked in the wharf of Point Samson and in the
mine or the mill. The worst job was working in the mill. Many of them suffer from
asbestosis. When we say that it affected the invisible people, quite frankly we do not
read in the newspapers about many Aboriginal people being compensated or having
recognised the ravages of asbestosis because of asbestos tailings in Roebourne,
Wittenoomn and Point Samson. I will not attend that meeting at the weekend because of
other commitments, but it will address those issues I have tried to bring to the attention of
this House to convince members to support this motion.
[Continued on p 1488.]
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[Questions without-notice taken.]

MINITERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR THE ENVIRONMENT
Woylies, Port Kennedy Trapping Program

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [5.46 pm] - by
leave: Woylies are a small rat-kangaroo which once occurred widely across the southern
part of Australia ftrm Shark Bay in the west to central western New South Wales.
Because of development for agriculture and the introduction of feral animals, notably the
European fox, the last remaining wild populations of the species now are confined to
dryandra woodland near Narrogin and Perup nature reserve in the wheatbelt, where the
Department of Conservation and Land Management has carried out fox control.
Recently, CALM reintroduced populations into Batalling forest east of Collie, the
Boyagin nature reserve in the wheatbelt, and the Julinar conservation park and George
block in the northern jarrah forest where Operation Foxglove is controlling fox numbers.
Animals from WA have also been sent to South Australia to re-establish populations in a
number of areas in that State.
Woylies - also known as brush-tailed bettong - are a declared rare species under the
Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 and listed as endangered under the Commonwealth
Endangered Species Protection Act. A recovery plan has been implemented for the.
species and I am pleased to inform members that the measures CALM has taken in the
past few years have met with considerable success and it is possible that the species can
be removed from the rare list within two years. On Monday, 13 March this year, a
member of the WA Museum staff reported to CALM that a woylie had been captured the
previous day at Port Kennedy, south of Perth. It had been delivered to the museum on
the Monday by Joan Payne of the Conservation Council of Western Australia, with a
request that nobody else be informed. The chairperson of the Port Kennedy Land
Conservation District Committee, Jeff Anderton, reported the find to CALM on Tuesday,
14 March.
Members will be aware that Port Kennedy is the site of a major development project
costing $250m over the next few year. The Minister for Planning announced the
approval for this development on 19 April this year following environmental approval at
both state and federal government level. The site has been subject to a full environmental
review and management program, the highest and most detailed level of assessment
under the Western Australia Environmental Protection Act. The land is a soil reserve
vested in the Department of Agriculture, and is earmarked for a mix of development and
the setting aside of more than 400 hectares for the A class Port Kennedy scientific park.
What makes the report on 13 March so unusual is that woylies are known to have
persisted in open forests and woodlands rather than coastal dunes and swales. However,
the Museum had been asked to confrm the identity of the animal which was alleged to
have died in a trap set by the LCDC, which holds a licence to take fauna for scientific
purposes to study the fauna of the Port Kennedy area. While the scientific licence did not
authorise the capture of fauna declared as likely to become extinct, rare, or otherwise in
need of special protection, provision was made in the licence conditions for specimens
captured inadvertently. Live specimens are to be released immediately at the point of
capture and dead or injured specimens are to be reported to CALM for advice on
disposal. Following the report that a woylie had been captured at Port Kennedy, the
Department of Conservation and Land Management arranged to have a postmortem
carried out by the Department of Agriculture to try to identify a cause of death. The
provisional diagnosis was shock and trauma following capture. On 24 March the LCDC
claimed to have recovered a second woylie from its traps. The animal was allegedly held
until the media attended at 9.30 that morning, when it was released. The LCDC did not
report the occurrence to CALM immediately. When Mr Anderton spoke with CALM's
senior research scientist and the chairman of the national woylie recovery team, Dr Tony
Start, at 10.30 am that day he did not advise Dr Start that the media had viewed the
animal earlier.
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On Monday, 27 March Dr Start went to Port Kennedy to be shown the area where the
woylie was caught as part of the preparation for a trapping program by CALM to verify
the claims made. CALM organised a trapping program on behalf of the national woylie
recovery team which began on 31 March with the approval of the Department of
Agriculture and the LCDC. It was carried out by a consultant ecologist, Ms Cathy
Lambert, who has considerable experience in trapping small and medium size native
mammals. She was assisted by volunteers including Mr Bob Holze, a naturalist who
advises the LCDC and has been involved in the committee's trapping program.
The survey involved using 100 baited cage traps between 1 April and 13 April. This
meant there was the equivalent of 1 024 trap nights. Between 1 April and 4 April,
Ms Lambert set the traps near the site where the woylie was caught on 24 March. She
caught the same animal each night. Mr Hoize confirmed it was the same animal that had
been caught on 24 March. During the survey the decomposing carcass of a third woylie
was found in the same area. No other woylies were found. The trapping also yielded 121
individual quenda - or southern brown bandicoots - all of which were released in good
condition.
It is highly relevant to note that in recent years CALM scientists have caught more than
1 000 woylies and have translocated many to several new locations in Western Australia
without having any deaths occur in traps. In the course of this survey several events
happened which are cause for a great deal of concern. Officers from CALM's wildlife
branch are investigating these events. The investigations involve interviewing members
of the Port Kennedy LCDC. I certainly do not wish to prejudice the possibility that
charges will be laid. However, there are several issues which I consider extremely
serious and which need to be brought to the attention of the House. Ms Lambert reported
that during the course of the trapping program 16 traps were stolen and then found
concealed within the survey area. Two more traps were stolen subsequently. One was
found: It had been set by unknown persons and contained the woylie caught earlier in the
study. It appeared that the animal had died in the trap. The other trap is still missing.
The members of the Port Kennedy LCDC have conducted a trapping program since 1992,
and until March 1995 had recorded more than 8 700 trap nights. They have caught
numerous quenda but until 12 March 1995 no woylies had been trapped. The LCDC's
report to CALM for 1993-94 had noted sightings of a small hopping animal. In the
interests of the full facts being made available, I will seek leave to table two reports by
Dr Tony Start. The first deals with the scientific conclusions that can be drawn from the
CALM trapping program. The second is a summary of interference with that program.
The conclusion in Dr Start's scientific report states -

There is a remote possibility that woylies have survived in the Port Kennedy area
but:

The history of land use and invasion of feral animals, particularly foxes
and feral cats, coupled to the pattern of woylie decline across Australia.
The ready trapability of woylies coupled to the co-incident discovery of
three woylies in a month (now all dead) but none before March, 1995,
despite an intensive trap effort since 1992
The progressive loss of weight (and thus conditions, suggesting the habitat
was not suitable) of the one animal caught repeatedly over a month
The occurrence of illegal and obstructive interference in the conduct of the
survey and
Evidence from scar tissue on its nose that at least one of the animals had
been captured or kept in captivity previously

strongly suggests that woylies have recently been imported to the area, and that
there is not a viable population of woylies at Port Kennedy.

The facts are that three woylie carcasses were found at Port Kennedy: All were obtained
between 12 March and 12 April 1995. Two of the animals died - or were found dead - in
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traps not set by CALM or the department's consultant, and one was found dead in an
advanced state of decomposition in the trapping area by a member of the Port Kennedy
LCDC. The LCDC told Ms Lambert that it caught and released a fourth, young one.
This was not reported to CALM and is unsubstantiated.
It is a well-kniown and accepted scientific technique to capture, mark and recapture wildanials to estimate their population size, and a number of statistical models have been
developed for this purpose. Given the amount of trapping effort, the fact that the one
woylie was caught on four nights in a row between 1 April and 4 April, no other woylie
was caught by the consultant, and no woylie had been caught by the LCDC between 1992
and March 1995, despite the fact that woylies are easily trapped, the probability of there
being a natural woylie population at Port Kennedy is considered minuscule. Further, the
possibility of there being more than the three woylies that were found at Port Kennedy is
remote, and it is contrary to logic and scientific experience that an isolated population of
that size could persist.
It is particularly disturbing that when the first woylie was trapped by the LCDC and
delivered to the museum, CALM was not immediately notified and, in fact, the museum
was specifically asked by Joan Payne of the Conservation Council not to tell anybody,
including the department. It is disturbing also that the woylie trapped on 24 March was
held long enough for two newspapers and one television station to be notified and attend,
and then be released, before CALM was notified. These actions are contrary to what
would be expected if such an exciting discovery were genuine. The actions on 24 March
also do not comply with the conditions of the trapping licence issued to the Port Kennedy
LCDC. Those conditions expressly state -

Any inadvertently captured specimens of fauna which is declared as likely to
become extinct, rare or otherwise in need of special protection is to be released
immediately at the point of capture.

The interference with the consultant's trapping clearly shows that some unknown person,
or persons, sought to disrupt or in some way influence a proper scientific survey and in so
doing, deny the truth. Taken together with the failure to observe proper procedures in the
reporting of the earlier captures by the LCDC, this would seem to point to someone
having introduced the woylies into the Port Kennedy area. This is supported in part by
signs on one animal of having been previously captured. The documents I will seek
leave to table provide the evidence that there was a deliberate attempt to interfere with
the survey. It is not for me to speculate on the motives. However, I view it with grave
concern because of the implications that can be drawn from the facts as we know them.
I seek leave to table the report by the consultant and the two reports by Dr Tony Start.
Leave granted. [See paper No 299.]
On motion by Hon Peter Foss, resolved -

That the reports do lie upon the Table and be printed.
Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting.

MOTION - ABORIGINAL RECONCILIATION
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.56 pm]: I support the motion moved by
Hon Tom Stephens. I strongly believe that we need to take seriously reconciliation with
the indigenous people of this nation. Many members will be aware of the recent
departure from this country of Boutros Boutros-Gahli, the Secretary General of the
United Nations. He was in Australia for a celebration of multiculturalism. He went
away from this country very impressed with the steps taken in Australia to bring about
that level of understanding in the community that would enable the many cultures that are
incorporated in the Australian community to work together in a cohesive and progressive
way, which is only good for our society.
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Most members will be aware of the many advantages that have come out of
multiculturalism. I point out that the policy of multiculturalism that came in the place of
one of assimilation was agreed to by the major parties on both sides of the political
spectrum and by all the minor parties in this country. It is a broadly based and supported
change in direction for Australia and is most important. In recognising that important
change we need to acknowledge that the greatest gains that can be made in this country
are recognising the skills, knowledge, and cultural traditions of the people who first
inhabited this country. Until we take on board what this reconciliation means, we will
not gain our full potential in this country. We have a great deal to learn from Aboriginal
people. Too often we see reconciliation as something we will give to the indigenous
people of this country, when in fact for many of us the reverse is true. There is much for
us to learn. For instance, in the field of forestry the scientists in the State are respectful
of the knowledge of the Aboriginal people about burning to regenerate the forest.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
Hon L.A. SCOTT: Prior to the dinner suspension I was saying that Australians could take
a great deal of pride in the comments of the Secretary General of the United Nations
when leaving Australia. He commented about the wonderful job of multicultural
integration that Australia has achieved. However, as members speaking to this motion
before me have pointed out, one of the areas in which we have fallen down is that we
have not really looked after our relationship with indigenous Australians. Many of them
live in conditions in which none of us would live and they are subject to remnant Pockets
of racism. I consider that the Government should give the lead in this regard. While
there have been aberrations in this State Government's message to Aboriginal people via
the Land (Titles and Traditional Usage) Act, it is time for us as a Parliament and certainly
for the Government to look forward to leading our community towards a whole society in
which we accept all members as equal in sharing in the benefits of this country. I also
agree with the member's motion.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon B.J. Scott.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Motion

Resumed from 12 April.
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [7.34 pm]: I support the motion moved by
Hon Phil Lockyer to thank the Governor for his speech when opening Parliament. Of
course, a few amendments have been put during the debate and I give warning that at the
end of my comments I will move an amendment of my own. First, I want to
acknowledge Hon Tom Butler, who recently resigned from the Parliament. Tom entered
this House at the same time that I did, in 1986, and gave great service to this place, as he
has over the years to the Labor Party. I have known him for many years, probably longer
than anyone else in this place. I met Tom many years ago when I was doing my
apprenticeship as a house painter and decorator. He was involved in the union and he
came along and got me involved. That is where my knowledge of and friendship with
Tom started. If ever I had a problem in regard to union business I was able to call him
and get the advice I needed. As I said, Tom contributed greatly to this place. lie has
been a friend to everyone in this Chamber and understandably so because he is that sort
of person. I have no doubt that he will be missed, but that is the way this place goes;
people come and people go.
Of course, Hon Val Ferguson has now been sworn in. This has been the honourable
member's second attempt to enter this place. She tried just prior to the last election, but
unfortunately, because of the circumstances, was not sworn in and therefore could not
take her place in the House as I believe she should have been able to. She has done so
now and I know that she will give great service to this place. She thinks very deeply
about what she is doing, studies it hard and then presents her case. I welcome her and I
know that she will contribute well and, like the person whose position she has taken, she
will be a friend to all in this place.
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I want to cover a few issues tonight and, "Surprise, surprise!"' the first will be fisheries. I
also want to cover sport. In addition, I will deal with this place in particular, because I
believe some serious work must be done on it or some thought given to a new building.
If time allows, I will comment on law and order. However, I will deal first with fisheries.
In January, along with a number of other members, I went to the parliamentary bowling
carnival at Caloundra in Queensland. I took the opportunity to go to Queensland a bit
earlier because, as members will know, I am doing quite a bit of work on fisheries,
aquaculture and mariculture. I was able to visit the Queensland Department of Primary
Industry and discuss land use and fisheries. I was also able to visit the research facilities
and had a very interesting and worthwhile discussion. It took about four hours for me to
go through the facilities, with a Mr John Burke. At that time John was relieving
mranager, but he knew what he was about and what he was doing. As with other States I
visited, Queensland is carrying out research on fisheries overall. It is not as heavily
involved through the DPI as Western Australia is, or Tasmania which has put a great deal
of time, money and effort into its aquaculture industry. John was able to show me some
of the things he is working on. I made the point that on a recent trip to Japan I had been
told one of the best features this State provides for the Japanese market is King George
whiting. I said I had talked to a number of people who were interested in following up
that research and pushing forward that industry. I wrote to John thanking him for his
efforts and the time he gave me. I received a reply soon afterwards, which shows that
some people listen to what I say! The letter from John Burke at the Bribie Island
Aquaculture Research Station states -

Dear Doug
Just a short note to acknowledge your words of appreciation (it goes such a long
way in this Queensland desert), but more importantly to let you know that we
have had an early success with summer whiting, Sillago ciliata. We used the
same basic method as we have previously used on barramundi (green water
culture), and at this point in time we have approximately 300,000 x 6mm larvae
which is about the maximum we can handle in one run. It's probably too early to
crow loudly, but other researchers have experienced most of their difficulties with
this fish at an earlier age.

He obviously took on board what I had said about the export potential of the King
George whiting and, although they are not the same breed, they are close cousins. He has
taken it up on his own behalf and he is able to create the larvae stage of the fingerlings. I
wish him well because if that research goes ahead, it will be available to other parts of the
industry throughout Australia. At that stage John was also dealing with flathead, which
is a gourmet fish, and he was having great success in that area although others were not.
The ironic part is that the filtering system for the water is one of the worst I have seen
anywhere, and yet he is having great success. Perhaps it is because of that. He is
certainly doing a lot of work.
The following day I met with Mr Roger Harrison who is involved in the prawn industry,
which is a massive industry in Queensland. It has major problems at the moment because
of the importation of frozen prawns. I spent three hours with Roger Harrison and his
chemistry and research officer, Alec Forbes, looking over all the facilities. It is an on-
land based unit with large ponds. Roger formerly had a farm by the ocean but when
things were not going too well he turned to aquaculture. He has 10 hectares under water
and is making great leaps and bounds in the prawn industry. I make the point again about
the importation of cheap prawns. While I was in Queensland an article appeared in the
local newspaper under the heading "Cheap prawns raise local ire". The prawns are
brought in frozen from Taiwan, and it is ironic that people prefer to put up with frozen
prawns which are a fr-action cheaper than good, clean, fresh prawns. I find it absolutely
extraordinary that people think along those lines.
I also spoke to a chap called Justin Bender who is involved in the oyster industry. I
believe he is an ex-farmer who wanted to diversify. He showed us photos illustrating the
way in which the Taiwanese manage their ponds. The ponds are never cleaned, and the
water is pumped directly from the ocean and does not go through any filtering system. It
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is the dirtiest operation one could imagine. When the tanks become too dirty, they do not
bother to clean them; they simply buy new tanks. In Australia we are in the process of
killing the aquaculture industry by importing cheap, frozen prawns. I do not know how
many members have ever taken home frozen prawns and tried to eat them at a later date
after they have been in the freezer for while. They lose all their flavour once they are
frozen. As far as I am concerned there is no appeal in eating any crustaceans, especially
rock lobster, which have been frozen.
The work being done by Roger Harrison and Alec Forbes in Queensland is very
interesting. They asked me to do some research on their behalf with a view to moving
their operation to Western Australia. I am not sure I am keen on their coming here, when
Western Australians could do the same work. However, their experience and ability are
necessary for this research. I took some information with me to Queensland with regard
to water temperatures, depth of water and availability of good, clean water. As a result,
they are interested in coming to Western Australia. I will talk again to Roger, but I
would not be surprised if they arrived before the end of the year or at least in the new
year to talk to prospective partners or those interested in entering this industry.
The Queensland Government under Goss has not been sitting back. Goss is a forward
thinking man. An article appeared in the Brisbane newspaper under the heading
"Queensland seeks growth in aquaculture" and stated -

The Queensland Government has launched a campaign to attract large-scale
financial and technological investment in the State's growing aquaculture
industry.

Western Australia is not backward in that area either. It has carried out a fair amount of
research. However, we need a national body so that the same standard applies across the
country. It is all very well to have a certain amount of available advice and information.
However, if Queensland, for example, had better information, we could take advantage of
it. With a national body collecting all this information, the research would be top quality
and aquaculture in Western Australia could become one of the biggest industries in the
world. At this stage the Asian countries are taking over because they are pouring huge
amounts of money into it. Places such as China, Taiwan and Singapore are very active in
this industry and they are encouraging private enterprise.
I have said before in this House that I am disappointed the proposal by Hon Phil Lockyer
to set up a select committee to inquire into the aquaculture industry, research and
incentives for private enterprise did not go ahead. I have heard that was because of lack
of funds for the travelling and research required by the committee. I am of a mind to
reintroduce that motion because this Government, the Opposition and this House should
encourage it. In this State the aquaculture industry is growing daily but at this stage it is
all down to private enterprise.
Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: That is what I am talking about.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: But the select committee never met.
Hon DOUG WENN: Perhaps Hon Sam Piantadosi is encouraging me to bring forward
another motion for a select committee to inquire into research in that area and how the
Government can assist private enterprise. The natural fish stock is diminishing in local
waters. Every year the Fisheries Department changes the catch limit and size. I would
not be surprised if before long fish such as herring will have limits placed on them. Any
ocean fish or crustacean can be bred on land or in holding tanks in the ocean. Anything
can be done. Recently I was in Tasmania looking at the aquaculture industry.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: We could grow rock lobsters in holding tanks.
Hon DOUG WENN: People are doing research on tank breeding, growing and
processing of rock lobster at Fremantle TAFE. Such rock lobster will probably never see
the ocean. There will be no problems catching the rock lobster, and they will be
available in the off season for export. Rock lobster has become a favoured seafood in
Japan during the season when weddings are very popular. It is a sign of politeness to
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offer guests a whole crustacean at the wedding feast. To offer a half crustacean would be
taken as an insult. The popular wedding season in Japan occurs when our rock lobster
season is finishing. We should be able to breed and grow rock lobster to the degree
where they are available in sufficient quantities and able to be supplied fresh to Japan.
The Japanese likce their seafood to be fresh. Indeed, they prefer it to be live. We have not
scratched the surface of that market.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: The Chinese are researching marron and yabbies.
Hon DOUG WENN: We help them with that because each year we send tonnes of mini-
yabbies to China for research. At one stage, marron were exported to South Africa and
held for a week before being flown to Europe because the long trip was destroying a
percentage of the product. We must consider that aspect. Our natural seafood stocks are
diminishing greatly and very quickly for a number of reasons.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: The Government will not do anything about it.
Hon DOUG WENN: Almost every month we are notified of new rules and regulations
for fishing. I support that situation because it is necessary. Californians must have a
licence to catch any breed of fish. If a person wants to catch, say, tailor, he must have a
tailor licence - and the same would apply for herring. That is a horrendous situation but
the United States was forced to do that because the natural stock was being wiped out by
people who did not care. Some people would catch buckets of fish, take them home, and
probably use two or three and throw out the rest. Few members in this House would not
have seen that occur. Recently in Canada the Government banned red cod fishing,
without notice, because the fish were being wiped out. It was not only the Canadian
fishing industry at fault. Other countries were doing the same thing.
I congratulate Roger Harrison, Alec Forbes, Justin Bender and particularly John Burke
for their research in Queensland. I hope that governiment members are listening to what I
say because we need to give as much support as possible to private enterprise.
Hon B.K. Donaldson: We are helping private enterprise all the time in the fishing
industry.
Hon DOUG WENN: I am not referring to the current industry. I am referring to new
industry. It is a matter of providing finance for research and supporting the initial stages
of breeding and then the larger fish stock. Support is needed in that area at the outset, not
after millions of dollars have been invested and the work is done.
Hon Bob Thomas is aware of the situation in Albany, where people have invested money
in oyster and mussel farming. The original people were not successful. They had big
problems. David Beazley took me over his establishment. David's activities are
brilliant. His is the best process I have seen. I have been to Tasmania, New South Wales
and South Australia and seen their systems but that introduced by David Beazley is the
best. Anyone interested in going into oyster or mussel farming should talk to David. His
system is exceptional. However, I have a problem with the Fisheries Department. I am
very snaky about this situation. Mr Charlie Thorn is the chairman of a committee
inquiring into interdepartmental workings in aquaculture. He brings the departments
together. He has said that he is working to introduce a new breed of oyster. The only
new breed of oyster that comes to mind is the Pacific oyster. I hope this character has
been spoken to by everyone concemned, particularly the Director of the Fisheries
Department The introduction of the Pacific oyster would be a total disaster for the
oyster crops around the coastline. I wrote a letter on 10 April to the Director of the
Fisheries Department, Peter Rogers. It reads -

Dear Peter
I wish to express my concern regarding a radio interview on the Albany ABC
with Mr Charlie Thorn who I believe chairs a Committee into inter-Department
workings into aquaculture.
Mr. Thorn has stated that he intends to work towards introducing a new species of
oysters into W.A.
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My concern is that he may be talking about introducing the Pacific Oyster
(Crassostrea Gigis).
The Fisheries Department has protested loudly in the past that they would not
allow this species to be introduced and yet here we have a high profile person
appointed by the Minister expressing that they should (if it is the Pacific Oyster)
be available.
If so, I would have no hesitation in saying that this would be of grave concern to
those already in the industry in W.A.
Following a visit to N.S.W., I met with people in the Oyster Farming industry
where they expressed their concerns as to what the introdluction of Pacific Oysters
have done to their farms.
The Pacific Oyster is a prolific breeder and a tough oyster that in time will
eradicate any other species within surrounding areas as your department would
know.
I again express my concerns as to the statement made by Charlie Thorn and seek
from the Department that this has gone no further than a statement and that if
there is to be an introduction of the species that meetings be held with those in the
industry before any further action be taken.

I have not received an answer from the Fisheries Department. That concerns me, because
the Pacific oyster is not only a prolific breeder, but also a strong specimen. It will take
over any other oyster in the areas in which it breeds. As it breeds it becomes bigger, and
it is not appropriate to say it will be a captive oyster. These Pacific oysters breed a
million at a time. They escape through the pumps or any other way they can. The
industry in New South Wales is now suffering because of that.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: In New Zealand they wiped out the rest completely.
Hon DOUG WENN: Yes. No other oyster species exists there. The Pacific oyster is a
darned good eating oyster, provided they are imported from the other States in a bag or
frozen. To suggest that the Pacific oyster be imported and grown here is a joke. I refer
to an article in the "Aquaculture Tasmania" publication put out by the Tasmanian
Department of Primary Industry. It is entitled "Marine Farming Information Series" and
states -

As far as Pacific oysters and Bonamia are concerned, we must decide whether it is
at all meaningful to talk about health certificates in the first place.

In Tasmania, health tickets are given out about the conduct of these oyster farms. It goes
on -

Since Bonamia does not infect Pacific oysters, of what value is a health certificate
to say that these Pacific oysters are not infected?
The real question is whether a Pacific oyster is infective, that is to say whether it
is passively carrying Bonamia. Bonamia has been isolated from homogenised flat
oysters in laboratory conditions. No evidence has come to light to- indicate that
Bonamia has been detected in the shell liquor of non-infected oysters (such as
Pacifics) that could passively be carrying the parasite.

This article says that this species could be carrying the parasite. There is no way every
oyster that comes to Westerti Australia will be checked. For a start, every animal will be
killed if it were thought to be infected with bonamia. I am very concerned that a member
of the Fisheries Department is saying that this new breed of oyster will be introduced to
this State. I am concerned because of the Albany situation. It would not take long for the
Pacific oyster to get to Albany and it would destroy the flat oyster used in the Albany
industry, which is found only in Western Australia. I am disappointed that the Fisheries
Department has not provided a response to my letter of 10 April on such an important
matter. I am pretty sure that what I am saying will not take long to get back to Peter and
that I will get either a nasty telephone call tomorrow morning or a letter in response -
which I have been chasing..
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I am also concerned with the problems associated with Indonesian fishermen coming
across the top of Australia to invade our trochus shell beds. I am absolutely amazed -
even when we were in government, I put it to the then fisheries Mi&nister to speak to
various people about it - that we allow these Indonesian fishermen to take away what
they consider to be a valuable piece of an animal. Why do we not set up factories in this
country to process trochus shell into whatever it becomes? [ know that an Aboriginal
community is involved in that aspect. That community is limited by the catch it can take
every year. We can solve the problem with the Indonesian fishermen ourselves. A
recent newspaper article mentioned a plan to establish trochus shell fisheries in
Indonesian waters which could have the long term benefit of reducing the incursions by
Indonesian fishermen.
Why should we be establishing trochus shell beds in waters off Indonesia when we have
a potentially large industry ourselves? Why are we not processing this trochus shell? A
huge amount of work has been done in growing abalone and oysters. This is another area
in which trochus shell could be tested for its viability. My main concern relates to the
Indonesian fishermen coming across the top of Australia. We can solve the problem by
establishing an industry which would push those Indonesian fishermen our. We could
flood the market for a short time with the trochus shell items and that would deter the
Indonesian fishermen from coming here. It would be another export market for us. With
the Government's assistance the Fisheries Department could be doing something about
this. Perhaps leases could be established which would allow people to harvest trochus
shell.
Just recently I was in London with a number of my colleagues from this place, in a group
chaired by Hon Bruce Donaldson. We talked to a member of the Government there and
were told that the European Unit had just fought a massive court case with Spain over
fishing grounds. Those fishing grounds were just off the coast of England. The
Spaniards travelled there to take away massive quantities of fish. The international court
was asked to rule on whether the Spanish fishermen could take away whatever size catch
they wanted from that area. As all members will be aware, the same situation has
recently occurred in Canada. In the past two months Canada has had a massive argument
with Spain after it impounded a Spanish fishing boat. It nearly became a rather nasty
situation. Spain sent some of its warships to protect its so-called fishing grounds; yet, it
was within the 200 kilometre range of Canada. That forced the red cod industry in
Canada to close down and it put 20 000 people out of work in one day, without any
warning. These people were told to tie up their boats and to do nothing else. Spain,
Japan and other countries were taking the same fish and creating bigger problems without
any restrictions. Canada started to monitor the disputed fishing grounds. An
understanding was reached, much to the disdain of the Spanish fishing industry. An
article in one of the weekend newspapers in an article entitled "Spain angered at fish
deals" states -

Spanish fishermen have denounced as a shot in the back of the neck their
government's agreement with Canada at the weekend to end the turbot war.

They were given a quota of 12 000 tonnes after discussion with the Canadian
government. Prior to that, they took out 44 000 tonnes from around the Canadian shores.
We can understand the fishermen's anger at the drop in the size of the catch. I have no
doubt it has happened in Australia. We do not see it because it happens offshore. A
drawback of our fishing industry is that we do not fish offshore - any more than 50 miles
offshore and some of our fishermen get seasick. Others go further out. There is the
potential to increase our fishing industry, but we need people like the Kailis's, who have
a big concern in the fishing industry in our State and in the Eastern States, to get some
enterprises going and to protect our fishing grounds. Unless we work those fishing
grounds, they are not ours. They are in international waters. Fishermen, such as those in
the EU court case, will soon - if they are not already - drift down and fish our grounds as
we should be, in the same way as we should fish for trochus shell and any other viable
fishing product
I found in The West Australian of Friday, 17 March an article in "The World" entitled
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"Global fish crisis feared". It shows a map of fish wars with the European Community.Canada and the European Union were divided over sharing the turbot. Thbe little captionsI have show two boats colliding, intervention by naval vessels, shots fired and fatalities.Every one of these captions incorporates raxnmings, warships, shots fired and fatalitiesover fishing. They show how big the industry is, particularly in Spain. Just about allthese clashes are with the Spanish, who are very determined they will not give up anygrounds. They will go to any lengths through the high courts of the world for rulings thatthey have the rights to fish, and they are getting them. It has not devastated the Englishfishing industry but has cut it back dramatically. The day will come when there will haveto be international rules, such as those for salmon and tuna quotas. If fishermen continueto use massive trawlers and huge nets fish will become scarcer and scarcer. I have graveconcerns about it. As I said earlier, there must be set rules across the country for thefishing industry. Another article in The West Australian refers to the crackdown in
Canberra on fishing scams. It states -

Australia's fisheries laws are expected to be tightened to give authorities greaterpowers to crack down on illegal fishing enterprises which cost millions of dollars
in unpaid taxes.
This follows an 18-month federal police investigation which resulted in five
Victorian fishermen facing 32 charges.
Federal and State authorities find it difficult to prosecute illegal fishermen
because laws differ between States.

We must have standard laws as we have in other instances. It continues -
There are no fishing laws in the Australian Capital Territory and Canberra is
believed to be the base for a big fishing scam.,
In Queensland, there are no laws governing abalone catching.

They are being exported to Western Australia and, as no tax is being paid, it is virtuallycash in hand. This sort of thing happens in the fishing industry, which is wide open toabuse especially by nature of open waters. We have plenty of fish stock in WesternAustralia and we need to protect them properly. We need government involvement inhelping those people who want to get off the ground, not just those people who arealready off the ground. We have the makings of a huge fishing industry in this State.Even the little trumpeter, which is the striped grey and black fish we find on the linewhen we do not want it, has been developed in Tasmania to over five times its normalsize. It is a palatable table fish and is exported to Japan. They have achieved this
through experiment and I suppose cross-breeding. When we find the striped trumpeterwe either throw it back into the water or give it to the cat, which will not eat it anywaybecause it is not a good eating fish. We have the ability to produce an industry inWestern Australia with a little help from our friends, not just in financial deals but inresearch. Fremantle TAFE college is one of the better research centres I have seen. It isextremely good. I talked to a chap, whose name I have forgotten for the moment, aboutwhiting. He was keen and wound up and he went away to do some experimentation. Ihave not yet got in touch with him again and he has not notified me of how it went. Ifmembers have the opportunity they must telephone for an appointment to see theresearch centre, as it is well worth visiting. The centre has even set up an area to assistindividuals who are conducting fish breeding research. It costs a few dollars but all the
facilities, such as tanks and water purifiers, are in place.
I will change tack altogether and turn to some sporting situations about which [ amconcerned. Thbe first is about how our gymnasts are treated across Australia. Although Iam happy to say I think the recent problem has been fixed and a compromise has beenreached, the mental torture those nine to 12 year olds went through must have affectedtheir training, when they were threatened by the Australian Institute of Sport that if theydid not fall into line there would be no funding for training at the Western AustraliaInstitute of Sport. We must not support this. The Minister for Sport and Recreation mustexpress some harsh words on behalf of Western Australia and the people involved.
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Hon N.F. Moore: Long before the question of ill treatment was raised I wrote three times
to the federal Minister on the concept of the programs but regrettably he has not
responded. I certainly agree with you that it needs to be fixed.

Hon DOUG WENN: It is a massive trauma not only for the nine to 12 year olds but also
'for the families who move house to get their children to Canberra. If there are any other
children in the family, they have to be taken out of school and moved holus bolus across
to Canberra. This disgraceful situation should not have been allowed. We did not have
many gymnasts who went there, but we should have been making bigger noises. I take
this opportunity to congratulate Wally Foreman, the executive officer of the Western
Australian Institute of Sport, for the stance he took on the part of the children and
parents. The children who went through WAIS were probably the best in the country
because of the training and tuition they received in Western Australia. I am not sure
whether this situation has been resolved. We might be witnessing the quiet before the
storm. Hon Max Evans might know more about it. It was obviously a power game to get
certain people training under Canberra's guidance and tuition.

Hon N.F. Moore: It is the old view that everything that is good in Australia happens in
Canberra, which is not the case at all.
Hon DOUG WENN: The Minister is probably right.
Hon N.F. Moore: We need the best domestic program here in Western Australia.

Hon DOUG WENN: I have no problem with that.

I cannot believe that this happened in Western Australia, but it did. An article on the
back page of The West Australian today is headed "Sumich hit by hate mail, says coach".
I find that absolutely disgusting. If it were possible to find the people who write those
letters, they should be banned from football or even from being allowed to watch it on
television because they are scum. I am not a great fan of Peter Sumich. I was at the
game on Saturday and was amazed that he ran onto the ground. Coach Malthouse must
have had something in mind to put him in the team because I think Peter Sumnich needed
another week or two in the Western Australian Football League to get back his
confidence.
Hon Max Evans: He needs about 20 goals under his belt.

Hon DOUG WENN: Yes. I asked why he played centre half back on Tuesday. I was
told that it is very hard to tell a player who is kicking five or six goals that Peter should
play. Everyone knows Peter's form is down. I am not a great fan of his, as I said, but he
is on a downer. I would be surprised if anyone who plays sport does not have those
times. One of the Chappels had seven ducks in a row. How would he have felt? Peter
Sumich should tell those people to go wherever they like and tell them loudly. His
courage and his ability will come back in time. I hope that we do not see any more of
this going on in Western Australian sport. It is something that we expect to see in soccer
in Europe. They do not just hate; they shoot each other. I do not want to see that
happening to our game in Australia. Peter Sumich and his family should hang in there.
Peter should get on with it because he has a lot of ability.

The other concern I have relates to cable television and particularly to AFL football being
shown on it. We have only to watch what is happening with Rugby League and the
massive grab for it by the moneyed people in this country to show it on pay TV to know
that we should be wary about Aussie Rules. These people look only at what they can
earn from sport and are not concerned about the damage they do to the garne. Without a
doubt, Rugby League will finish up on cable TV. Anyone who wants to watch that sport
and others will have to pay to get the proper equipment which will cost them hundreds of
dollars, plus a licence and they will have to pay every time they turn on their television. I
have great concerns about cable television. I am not concerned about the movies and
other programs that will be shown on it. Maybe "Days of Our Lives" could be shown on
it so that anyone who wants to watch it will have to pay for it. It is shown at the right
time in Perth - at 3.00 am. In the south west it is put on in mid-afternoon. If anything is
going to be shown on cable TV it should be those shows.
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I am an avid Aussie Rules follower. I would be very disturbed if it were shown only oncable television, as I am sure'anyone who follows soccer would be concerned. RugbyLeague is going through turmoil at this stage. When referring to Rugby League and thesuper league, people refer to cricket and what happened to it. It went through a stage ofturmoil and we finished up with pyjama one-dayers. However, everybody could watchthat cricket on TV without having to pay every time they turned on the television.
I want to now refer to a sore point that nearly all members have raised in this place. Thefacilities in this place are getting worse. More and more staff are being employed and wehave to find more room and facilities for them. I understand that, in the not too distantfuture, people outside this place will be able to watch us in action on television. I hopethat the powers that be who are organising the televising of this place bring it into thisHouse for discussion. I would be concerned if we walked in here next Tuesday and therewere cameras focused on us without our being given the chance to debate the matter. Iam not concerned about what happens in the other place. The new lights that were put upin that place are terrible. However, I care about this place. If there is a hint of televising
the proceedings of this House, it should be debated by this House.
We have just seen a massive upgrading of the committee rooms at 1 110 Hay Street. Iwould be interested to know what that cost because it should never have happened. Themoney that was spent on that upgrading should have been spent on this place so thatmembers do not have to traipse to the other side of town to attend a meeting. If anythinghappens, they have to get back here in a hurry. The Joint Standing Committee onDelegated Legislation meets on Thursday mornings. However, it cannot sit beyond9.55 am because the lower House members have to be in the Legislative Assembly at10.00 am. I think the British system of committees meeting while the House is sitting isfine. I know that the Clerks and others shudder and shake when that is discussed. In fact,one Clerk told me that committees would sit while the House is sitting over his deadbody. The Parliament building should have the facilities for committees to meet. I donot believe it would cost a lot of money. We should have gone ahead with the
proposition put forward in 1987; it would now be operational.
Staff facilities are atrocious. I know that the facilities in Hansard are raised every year -the old perennial - but they are terrible. It should not be allowed. Hon Norman Moore
said in 1989 or 1990 that we should have bought the Parmelia Hotel.
Hon N.F. Moore: No, I said the Hyatt, or the Merlin as it then was.
Hon DOUG WENN: He said it should have been bought when it was for sale. As it was,it was sold cheaply. We could then have turned this place into a museum. Somemembers have been here for so long, they are museum pieces. We could put them in aglass case and put their names on it. I did not think it was a bad idea. There are plenty ofrooms that could have been used as committee rooms. The New Zealand Parliament
turned a building it bought into its Parliament. I know it is only a single Parliament.Somebody suggested the other day that we should hire a couple of floors of the QVl
building.
Hon Max Evans: There are probably not that many left.
Hon DOUG WENN: Something must be done about the conditions in this place.Members are aware that I have a back problem and sitting in these seats on a regularbasis does not help me. I try not to spend too much time in this place and I often attendto parliamentary business in my office when the House is sitting. These seats are nogood to anyone who has a physical ailment. Now that I have complained about thisproblem I wonder whether there will not be a case for litigation if it is not rectified!

Amendment to Motion
Hon DOUG WENN: I move -

To add after the word "Parliament" in the last line the following words -
However, this House notes with concern that there is no mention in the
Governor's speech of reforms considered urgent and essential to the good
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government of Western Australia by the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters.

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [8.32 pm]: I ani happy to second the
amendment moved by Hon Doug Wenn and in doing so I hope members note his
concluding remarks about the conditions of this House and this Parliament, including the
conditions in which the staff work. I remind members that one of the recommendations
of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters
was that consideration be given to the Parliament having its own budget so that it would
not be subject to the whims of the Executive in the allocation of funds to it. Within the
confines of budgetary constraints, the Parliament should be master of its own destiny,
particularly with the accommodation in which the staff and members of Parliament work.
Parliament is a fairly large enterprise and if it were in the public arena it would be seen as
a joke and a tuppence ha'penny operation which was running a multibillion dollar
business.
I need go no further than the response to the recommendations of the royal commission
by the Lawrence Labor Government which was tabled in the Legislative Assembly on
24 November 1992. One of the recommendations was about the Commission on
Government's inquiry into the electoral laws of this State. I remind the House of what
was said in the Lawrence Government's document about this State's electoral laws -

Public confidence in the integrity of the political system depends largely on the
legitimacy of its major institutions. Parliament must be truly democratic. While
one House of Parliament continues to be controlled by one group of political
interests there will always be significant sections of the community which
question the authority of Parliament.
The Government believes that:

every elector has the right to the same level of representation in
Parliament;
the State Constitution should include the right to vote for every citizen
save for certain reasonable exemptions; and
proportional representation elections should be maintained to ensure the
Legislative Council represents a cross section of opinion and to facilitate
the election of candidates from smaller parties.

The Government will submit to the Parliament that it refer recommendations 28
and 29 to the Commission on Government for review.

That was nearly three years ago and the Commission on Government is now reviewing
that matter and taking public submissions. I note that the Governor, in his speech, did
not choose to comment on the fact that the Legislative Council is the House of Review.
Recommendation 27 of the royal commission's report reads -

The Legislative Council be acknowledged as having the review and scrutiny of
the management and operations of the public sector of the State as one of its
primary responsibilities. .

Minor recommendation
If the Council is to be constituted as a House of Review, it is inappropriate that it
retain the power to block supply. That power should be denied in the
Constitution.

The Lawrence Government said in its document on the implementation of the royal
commission's recommendations that -

The Government agrees that the Legislative Council should be the House of
review and not have the power to block supply. This is the second time that a
royal commission has proposed that the Council should not have the power to
block supply. The Government will be calling on all members of Parliament to
support this recommendation and for its role to be enshrined in the Constitution.
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The issue of the resolution of deadlocks on matters other than supply will be
referred to the Commission on Government for its consideration.

Do members recall the cries from members opposite when they were on this side of theHouse about their ability to deny Supply? Now, they do not care whether that right isgiven to this House because, as is always the case, they are in charge. The bottom line isthat they have the numbers. They do not believe that the Governor's speech should haveany reference to the royal commission's recommendations. The royal commission costthe taxpayers of this State only $30m, so why should they care? They are only nowputting into effect the Commission on Government and only some of its terms ofreference reflect those recommendations.
Hon Max Evans: Don't forget that you created the problem which required the royal
commission.
Hon TOM HELM: Hon Max Evans can talk about me or my father, grandfather, aunt oruncle, but the position is, I hope, that the lessons have been learnt and the mistakes whichcost the taxpayers $30m in a royal commission have been acknowledged. Membersopposite should not continue saying that it does not matter because it was not their fault.I am asking the Government to consider the royal commission's recommendations. Theyshould not make fools of themselves by ignoring them and allowing the Governor tomake an hour long speech without including a reference to them. Members oppositeshould not jump up and down when the COG decides to consider electoral reform. TheGovernor said that one-vote-one-value is an accepted principle in a democratic society.However, in this State the Liberal Party has retained the power in this place since it wasconstituted. Members opposite do not care that there is a massive imbalance in theweighting of votes between the country and the city electors.
Members will be aware that the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation
travelled to three countries in early February this year.
Hon J.A. Cowdell: When is it not on a trip?
Hon TOM HELM: It is the first trip that this committee has taken overseas since itsinception. The committee thought it had something to learn for this nation. It studied thescrutiny of legislation, particularly delegated legislation, by other States to ascertain howit compared with what is done in this State. It then decided that if it wanted to do the bestthing by this State it should travel to countries within the Commonwealth to considerwhat is done in those countries to keep a check on the Executive and public servants.Some of their Legislatures had something in common with this State, but one did not.We wanted to see also how we as members of Parliament can do our jobs better and howwve can accept and carry out the responsibilities which the electors have given to us. Thatis a perfectly reasonable proposition which the House has accepted on a number ofoccasions. The committee went overseas on 18 February. I will speak about a part of thetrip which I took on my own behalf. I left for the United Kingdom on 31 January, andmy intention was not only to catch up with the other members of the committee but alsoto talk to the member of Parliament for my home town of Bootle in Liverpool, where Iwas a town councillor before I emigrated to Australia. The member for Bootle was thenthe leader of the opposition on the town council, and I wanted to see what he had beenworking on since he was elected and also how the European Union is affecting tradeunion and industrial relations matters in the United Kingdom.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! I point out to the member thathe is speaking to the amendment before the House and his comments need to relatespecifically to the amendment. It is not a general debate in that sense.
Hon TOM HELM: Mr Deputy President, I will come to the relevance of my commentsto the report of the royal commission, which is the subject of the amendment before theHouse. In order to better understand the Westminster system, I need to explain what wefound out in the Palace of Westminster, in the United States and in France in regard tosome of the aspects of the report of the royal commission, which covered a range ofmatters. People need to know that my experience does not begin and end he=e in the
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Legislative Council and that I was the agent for the member for Bootle, who passed away
before I camne to Australia. The report that the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated
Legislation will put before the Parliament will not contain these matters which I want to
put before the House and which relate to WA Inc, as it is described, and to the
recommendations of the royal commission.
The member for Bootle at the time was a man called Alan Roberts, and he was one of the
youngest chairmen of housing of any public housing estate in the world; he was only
25 and had a budget of about $30m to administer housing estates in Manchester. I
became his agent, which is an honorary position, and my responsibilities led to my acting
for him when he was in Parliament on other duties. I was interested to speak to the
current member for Bootle, a man called Joe Benton, who has been the member for
Bootle for four or five years, to see how his responsibilities have changed. The United
Kingdom has now decided to give members of Parliament enough money to employ staff
and maintain an office. In 1980, when I first came to Australia, members of Parliament
had no staff, no office other than their office in Parliament House in London, and no
support within the constituency other than that which was provided by their party.

I explained to the member for Bootle the concern that we have as a Parliament about the
delegated legislation which does not come before the Parliament but is published in the
Government Gazette, which is the same as the gazette that appears in the Palace of
Westminster. He was stunned that backbenchers would be aware that there was an
ability to scrutinise delegated legislation, and when I explained to him that this had been
a matter of great concern since at least 1987 when our committee was formed, and for at
least 50 years in the federal Parliament, he was delighted that there was a way of keeping
some check on what the Executive and public servants were doing, but by the same token
he was not all that anxious to get involved in those things himself because he had a great
deal of faith in what the public servants were doing.
We must remember that the delegated legislation that was made in the British Parliament
also had some bearing on what happened in the European Parliament because Acts of
Parliament were passed in Brussels and in the various places where the European
Parliament sat, but there was no formal structure to scrutinise that delegated legislation.
What has happened is that the British Parliament has taken the terms of reference of the
federal Parliament's delegated legislation committee and implemented them in the House
of Lords, which is the only House which has any review responsibility, and the only
instrument which the House of Lords can use is an Australian instrument. Therefore, we
have a situation where the mother of Parliaments is using an instrument which one of her
children has developed - a wholly Australian instrument, which has not been modified or
changed - and has put that into the House of Lords in order to review the delegated
legislation which is passed through either the British or European Parliaments. We
should be aware of that interesting aspect, particularly as we are moving towards
federalism; and I know members opposite shout about states' rights, but we are slowly
moving towards federalism.
We need to learn from the steps that are being taken overseas. It should be compulsory
for members of Parliament to go overseas once in a while to see how lucky we are. We
are a fortunate State, not only in regard to what this State can offer us economically but
also because of our political system which, although sometimes flawed, is so much better
than the system in other places in the world. I have not been to every place in the world
but I have not found a system that beats this system, and that reaffirms the reason that I
came to Australia. We have the best political system in the world, and the royal
commission believed that we need to maintain that system and perhaps in some ways
improve it. We have passed legislation in this House which allows public servants and
Ministers to enact legislation on our behalf, without the scrutiny of the Parliament, and if
that were not bad enough, we are going down a path where chief executive officers - non-
elected officials - can make laws which we have no right to scrutinise. That is a danger
which we have to look at, and we need to see what has happened in other places.

That is an aspect of how the Westminster system responds to the recommendations of the
royal commission. Equally important is the industrial relations system in the United

1500 [COUNCIL]



Kingdom, which has no such thing as award provisions. The European Union providescertain guidelines and safety nets for workers in those countries of the EU which haveratified those provisions. Britain debated whether it should have a eurodollar or retainthe pound, but it did not even put on the table whether the European Union's industrialrelations legislation should be adopted. That is an example of how conservatives feel allover the world. This conservative coalition is going down the same path and bringingdown industrial relations legislation which is a retrograde step. It does not take intoaccount the safety nets that have been put in place elsewhere. That comparison relatesslightly to the recommendations of the royal commission.
As Labor Party members of Parliament and members of the Legislative Council selectcommittee on the so-called WA Inc saga, we saw how the irresponsible use of power canbe used to the detriment of the State. A decision that went down the track of losingtaxpayers' money attracted scrutiny, but all other decisions were not scrutinised andwould go by without comment. Everyone would recognise the mistakes. They havebeen the subject of many reports, press releases and other media reports, but they havenot meant much to this Executive. The Government is increasing the importance andpower of public servants. For example, the Occupational Safety and Health LegislationAmendment Bill 1994 contains a clause that will allow codes of practice, not regulations,to be implemented. They cannot be studied in this place and that will lead inevitably todecisions being made for which we can take no responsibility. We will not debate them.They will appear only in the Governent Gazette and cannot be disallowed. The UK hasseen the erosion of parliamentary responsibility. The committee saw that provisionsadopted from the UK Parliament into our Constitution are not acted upon there. It is timefor us to stand and be counted and to express an opinion on matters which affecttaxpayers of this State. They pay our wages, and we must ensure that their funds are usedcorrectly. The royal commission has given us the opportunity to ensure that thathappens. We took our Constitution from the UK Parliament, yet that Parliament hasdrifted so far away from the things it recommended for us that it is going in a directionthat would not allow the appointment of such a royal commission. Those in the UK wereamazed at what we had done.

We benefited from the royal commission. We must either take up its recommendationsor at least make some comment as to their inappropriateness. We have this deafeningsilence from the conservative coalition. The Commission on Government is providing uswith the opportunity to debate our electoral system and the fairness ofone-vote-one-value. We must debate why we should have a conservative dominatedHouse for all time. We need to scrutinise that aspect of our Constitution to discoverwhether the public wants to do something about it.
That is not the only thing that we looked at on our trip. I have yet to hear anybody in thisplace say that this Parliament has some fundamental problems. Apart from the fact thatthis place is conservative dominated and people's votes are not equal in the other place,there is not very much wrong with our Constitution, and I would not want to alter itsubstantially. However, we must make it into a vibrant document that can take intoaccount modern aspirations.
In America the committee was fortunate to be addressed by a Supreme Court judge.They are seen to be among the most powerful men in America. Imagine meeting one ofthe most powerful men of one of the most powerful nations of the world. Myunderstanding of his comments was that the American system had nothing that equates toour system, and that the whole way of American life was supported by the chaos systembecause nobody knows who is responsible for doing certain things. It has no system ofscrutiny by which it can look at recommendations for change. For example, theAmerican Senate has no responsibility for disallowing regulations or for scrutinisingsome substantial legislation and the judge implied that it was better sorted out in thecourts. I understand there are more lawyers per capita in America than anywhere else inthe world. It is no wonder America is going down the tube. This High Court judge wasaffronted by my assumption. He said that he did not want to give me the impression hewas complacent about the matter. I was not criticising him. We were guests of the
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Americans and one does not insult one's host. However, I was glad that we have a
.System to look at the recommendations of the royal commission. However, apart from
apologising for being complacent he did not explain that I had grasped the wrong end of
the stick. He was not able to point out those committees of review, that we are supposed
to have, anywhere in the Senate whatsoever. Congress has no ability to keep in check the
Executive. All that is in place are the presidential powers attached to the President and
the ability for Supply to be blocked by the lower House. That is what I understood from
the judge's comments. If that is what Americans want, that is fine. The Poms have
things in place on which they do not act, but that is their problem. I am not being critical
about this; we went to listen and learn, not to teach, although we could have taught some
things.
The American system, which is a mixture of the Westminster system and the authority
and power of public servants, was 100 times refined in *France. There it appears that the
unelected public servants do virtually what they like. They can make decisions about
how to spend taxpayers' money, and can make decisions on foreign and internal policies.
Those decisions are subsequently taken to the Council of Deputies to see whether they
will allow them. Things are implemented, but may be knocked back in the deputy
system. To a large extent, their concept is difficult for my little mind to comprehend. It
seems to me that the French system of justice reflects their philosophy that one is guilty
until one can prove oneself innocent. The French are happy with that system and so it
should continue. It was an eye-opener, given the reports and the press comments about
what WA Inc meant and why we should be ever vigilant and learn lessons from other
people.
However, we should give authority to the Commission on Government, which costs the
taxpayers a substantial amount of money, to examine and report on how we should
consider a more accountable, more open and more responsive government, which it
seems was lacking in the thrust of the 1980s when substantial changes were made in our
State. It is important that these matters be debated more openly. It is inevitable that they
will be politicised. I do not blame anyone for doing that because I would take that
opportunity. The Leader of the Opposition, Jim McGinty, admitted that huge mistakes
were made and that we were responsible. I was in the Caucus at the time and, therefore,
must share some of the responsibility for what happened in the 1980s.

Having said that, it gives one as a backbencher the right to take on that responsibility
because there is no doubt that information was put to us and, based on that knowledge,
we agreed to what happened. However, at that time, if the Opposition was not being lazy
or utterly incompetent it must have been hamstrung. The commission seems to think the
Opposition was not incompetent in the 1980s but did not have the ability to search out
those things it needed to know. Labor backbenchers could be accused of being either
incompetent or lazy, but we did not know what questions to ask, never mind how to
decipher answers to questions. Therefore, the Opposition would have been in the same
boat. I hope that, through its recommendations, the commission will change that. There
is a strong possibility it will. However, it does not matter whether it does not change that
as long as its findings are debated and members on the other side, who shared these
benches for 10 years, stick to the guns they had then.

Hon Peter Foss, who no doubt is away from the Chamber on parliamentary business -

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: He is listening in his room.

Hon TOM HELM: - and Hon Derrick Tomlinson used to regale us for hours about how
we must have accountability and a system which allows backbenchers - I will probably
be a perennial backbencher - the Opposition, and frontbenchiers to question what the
Executive is up to. We were not aware but I suspect there is enough talent in both
Chambers on both sides of the House to get to the bottom of what went on in the so-
called WA Inc years. However, we were unable to do that because the obligations on the
Government at that time were not carried out and breaches of privilege and questions
were not answered or fully debated. However, in line with the recommendations of the
royal commission, those powers were not strong enough; we were not given that ability
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to get to the bottom of matters that should have concerned us because the matters before
the committee were not in place at that time.
It is good to hear a deafening silence from the other side. Hon Max Evans had a little go
at what happened in the 10 years from 1983 to 1993 and we heard a cacophony from the
other side about how it was all our fault. That does not wash any more; we have gone
past that stage and have accepted it was all our fault. We are sorry, and we must now
move forward. However, according to the recommendations of the royal commission it
turns out it was not all our fault and the present Government must share some of the
blame. I can recall Hon Peter Foss saying in about 1991 that he knew Rothwells Ltd was
broke and that the audited reports were not true. The Hansard will show where I asked
that if he knew that, how could he allow the investment to take place in Rothwells when
it was not a going concern. It was only the later report that revealed that the auditor who
signed the audited report knew he was cheating. I have a feeling that more people than
Hon Peter Foss new Rothwells was a pup and that a number of accountants and lawyers
from the other side of the Chamber also knew it was a pup. They also knew that it would
do incalculable damage to the Labor Party and that Labor would lose government as a
result of the whole saga of WA Inc.
Hon A.J.G. MacTieman: Perhaps we should have a judicial inquiry and ask Richard
Court to give evidence.
Hon TOM HELM: In a political sense that opportunity has also gone. It is heartening to
hear a deafening silence from the other side about what happened in those years. It may
be an indication that we will take up those recommendations or allow an open debate.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: It is a pity the Minister for Finance is not here; he would have
quite a bit of insight to offer.
Hon E.J. Charlton interjected.
Hon TOM HELM: There is always some clown who will repeat what I said would be
mentioned. It is funny that the Minister for Transport says the usual thing; he sounds like
a broken record. It is about time the broken record was stopped. Most of his colleagues
on that side of the Chamber do not go through that exercise any more. They are probably
a bit embarrassed that at last the Commission on Government is in place. In response to
its work on its first term of reference about electoral reform it has found some opposition
from the Government side.
The Government is opposed to the terms of reference, and most definitely to the thrust of
those which appear to support the claim that we as a Labor Party have tried to pursue
since we have been a party; that is, the importance of one-vote-one-value. Members will
understand that the one-vote-one-value proposition has never favoured the Labor Party,
which represents those who must work for a living; it has always favoured the wealthy
classes who thought, and still think, that because they have wealth, they should have the
voting power as well. The Labor Party has been well aware of that for a long time. The
arrogance of the conservative Executive and those on the other side of the Chamber is
well demonstrated. However, by using the tool the royal commission has given us we
can argue a strong case that government members will be hoist with their own petard if
they do not listen to the recommendations.
Government members - perhaps not those in the Chamber, but some of those on
parliamentary business outside the Chamber - will have the arrogance to pursue things
that they are allowed to pursue, because the Opposition does not have the power the royal
commission says it should. We do not even have a debate to discuss whether that power
should exist, or the ability to scrutinise the Executive in the way we should. We do not
have the opportunity to see the green parties, the Democrats or any of the other
significant but smaller minority parties in this State ever get a seat in this Chamber. It
just makes it more difficult for them. No conclusive evidence exists that the Labor Party
will gain electorally from one-vote-one-value in the first instance - and perhaps not for a
long time. However, the Labor Party will be beaten fair and square. We were not beaten
fair and square last time because the Government still had the power while it had the
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numbers in this place. On that matter the commissioners sa y that in order to look into
electoral reform, the review provisions of this place should be enhanced. That is another
'matter which has been debated on this side of the Chamber, but the response from the
other side is to refer to an abuse of power from 1983 to 1993. Members opposite say
there was an abuse; the Opposition does not. We say that the tools we were given are the
ones we worked with. In the same way as government members when in opposition were
given those tools, the Opposition says that if something is not done to change the tools,
the Government will inevitably lose the numbers in the lower House. Whether we have
electoral reform, or whether the Government takes on these recommendations, it will lose
power.
The Opposition believes in the right thing. We believe we have justice on our side. The
royal commission report does not necessarily make any comments on justice or about
those who are most disadvantaged in our State being given advantages over and above
anybody else; it talks about equality, one-vote-one-value, and an opportunity for those
who want to be in minor parties to be given that opportunity. Hon Reg Davies and Liz
Constable were the only people to be elected as Independents in their own right. Those
sorts of issues are newsworthy because they are so difficult to achieve in this political
climate. The royal commission report does not say that it will guarantee that those things
will happen, but that they should be given an opportunity to happen. That is not the case
at the moment and is the reason I am happy to second the amendment moved by
Hon Doug Wenn.
The thrust at this moment which may encourage the other side not to support those
recommendations is the privatisation issue. To implement those privatisation proposals
most successfully, there is always the excuse of commercial confidentiality. The royal
commission was clear about whether that should be the case; whether there should be
commercial confidentiality when using taxpayers' money to bring about the
commercialisation of a project, or when the Government is accused of giving away
taxpayers' money. Today I heard the Minister for Health in the other place say how
upset he was that Hon Geoff Gallop had a document that suggested the Minister may
have lied to the other place. He was disappointed that a document had been stolen from
his possession; a document that he was not prepared to make public in the debate on
privatisation because it was an important aspect of his negotiations with the people who
were providing a health service. The worry is that those practices are still in place today
to allow for, and perhaps encourage, the secrecy aspect.
Members may recall that the Government when in opposition in 1983 to 1993 was not as
vocal, with the exception of Hon Peter Foss and Hon Derrick Tomlinson. However, in
the other place there were no calls for the revelation of secret documents or secret deals.
That was answered quite legitimately by the fact that commercial confidentiality
provisions had to be respected. We still have that. We have also legislation on how we
behave, with the industrial relations legislation and occupational health and safety
legislation, about which some things are being kept from us because an ability exists to
do that within the Constitution up until the time we implement or debate the royal
commission recommendations on those matters. My colleagues Hon John Cowdell and
Hon Nick Griffiths will expand at greater length on these matters. I am talking about
these issues in a wider context. There is no doubt about the reforms that have been
suggested. I do not know how many in this Chamber have read the response to the royal
commission report from the Government of Western Australia in 1992. It certainly was
strong on the reform of Parliament.
Another aspect on which we need to spend a bit of time, which involves not just this
Parliament, is the general disregard for parliamentarians across the board. There seems
to be a general disregard for the job we are supposed to do. I firmly believe that most of
us on the conservative or non-conservative side of politics try to do the job to the best of
our ability. However, if we do not have the tools to do that job, we can be accused by the
public of Western Australia of being a laughing stock. To have a system other than what
we have in this place now, or to go down the track of the United Kingdom, France or
America, would be a retrograde step. They are the only systems in the western
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democracy with which we would have something in common. Our system is the best, but
it will not be enhanced unless we take on those commission recommendations. For us to
continue to do our job the public must be confident in our ability and be sure that we
have the tools to do it. The WA Inc years demonstrate conclusively that we never had
the ability to do our job correctly; to scrutinise or question the Executive. Although we
as members of Parliament can help small groups and individuals in our constituencies,
there is no point in our being able to do that if in the meantime our ability to effect the
philosophy and direction of our State is taken from us.
If we cannot influence that to some extent, we are not doing our job fully because we
already employ social workers, psychiatrists, psychologists and people who advocate for
the homeless. We employ all sorts of professionals to do that sort of thing, but we also
do that work and sometimes we can do it better than they do. However, that is not just
what we are paid for; we are paid to defend the system. It is defensible. It is only
indefensible if we have a system in which the Executive is not accountable. One gets
that only in a system where people who are unelected can pass laws. A system is
indefensible where people feel they have had wrong done to them and they have no
ability to redress that wrong. The fact is that we will slip down the road to the injustices
that we can see have happened in the UK, France and America. There is surely no
greater demonstration of how a society can be destroyed than seeing the haves and
have-nots in those countries I have just mentioned. It comes from the arrogance of those
who have the wealth demonstrating it before those who are the abject poor.
Even though I am an advocate about the third world conditions that many Aboriginal
people are living in today, I see that as an abrogation of what our society should be about.
I have seen overseas the destruction of societies. There is no way that those societies will
continue in that way. Members probably understand that my old town of Bootle is a
working class town with more than its fair share of slums. I have mentioned that in this
place before. The people there are full of despair. Of my brother's five children only
one has worked, although she does not have regular employment, and they are not unique
within the neighbourhood. The unemployment rate goes to as much as 70 per cent in
some places. We are not talking about a disadvantaged group of people. We are not
talking about West African English people or Chinese English people or people who
came from overseas with nothing. We are talking about -

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: They are the ones with money.
Hon TOM HELM: We are talking about people who could be described as the
indigenous people of England, if there are any. We can look and see what is happening
in the northern hemisphere and we can see the tower of Babel that will be the European
Union. We can see the hypocritical arguments used in relation to whether the British
should support the European dollar. There is no question that it will not adopt the
conventions on industrial relations and health and safety in the UK. There is no debate
there. People will not keep listening to and abiding by those sets of rules. The riots in
Brixton are an example of the sorts of things that can get out of hand. There is a massive
police presence everywhere one goes. In fact, it is not just a police presence but an
Arnmy, Navy and Royal Air Force presence. This has occurred because of the dangers
that people feel are inherent in living in many areas of the UK. I believe that the dangers
in the UK are nothing to do with vandalism and larriltinism, but relate to the subtle
change in society that is generational. My brother served 16 years in the RAF. He was a
leading aircraftsman and when he came out he was trained as a diesel fitter. He worked
for two years fixing lorries. I understand that it was a pretty good job. However, he lost
his job because the firm he worked for went broke. He has never worked since and that
was about 1981 or 1982 - a little less time than I have been in Australia. He served his
country for 16 years and only one of his five children has a regular job.
That set of circumstances is not unique. If members tell me that that is not the recipe for
a time bomb, I am afraid they do not know what they are talking about. We have not
reached that stage yet, but we will if we do not take any notice of what the commission is
telling us and if we cannot agree that we need to implement those recommendations. We
need to look at them, see what they mean and consult the commissioners, who cost us an
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armn and a leg - and probably rightly so. I know a Labor Government put the commission
'in place, but with pressure from the Opposition parties. However, there was some
pressure from the Labor Party caucus. Having gone that far it is inevitable that we
should continue. It is just plain stupid if we do not analyse those recommendations andput into place those that are appropriate. If we are to avoid a repetition of the events in
the years from 1983 to 1993, some of the recommendations here must be implemented.
If we are to avoid the mistakes that were made and retain any of the confidence that the
people of Western Australia have in us, we have no choice but to implement some of
those recommendations.
However, I have no doubt that it is perfectly logical and reasonable to debate other
recommendations, to disagree and to say, "We will do something else.' I am a member
of the Deaths in Custody Watch Committee. The Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody brought down 200-odd recommendations. This Government has said
that it has either implemented, is implementing or' is studying the implications of
implementing those recommendations. I do not mind that being said. I do not believe it
is true, but that is what the Government says: 'We have implemented," 'We are going to
implement," or "We are studying the implications of implementing some of those
recommendations." The Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody was paid
for by taxpayers but it involved federal expenditure. This is state expenditure so it has a
direct implication for the people of this State. However, the Commission on Government
is the only section of the recommendations that we have taken on board so far, and
members can see the trouble that that has caused. I support the amendment.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Muriel Patterson.

INDUSTRIAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Assembly without amendment.

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 12 April.
HON VAL FERGUSON (East Metropolitan) [9.30 pm]: The key objectives of
occupational health and safety legislation should be to promote and secure the health,
safety and welfare of all persons at work, to protect them against hazards at all
workplaces. Employers need to provide a safe and hygienic work environment, to
reduce, eliminate and control hazards to which people are exposed and, above all, to
foster cooperation and consultation, to ensure participation by employees and employers
alike in implementing health and safety standards at work. In some respects this Bill
takes a few steps towards this goal but in most areas it is devised for almost the opposite.
The main elements of this Bill are for one purpose only; that is, to serve the mania of the
Government, and the Minister in particular, to reduce the role of unions in all areas
including health and safety on the job.
The Government has ignored the operation of the Act and the significant reduction in
workplace accidents over the past 10 years. It has ignored the successful operation of the
Industrial Relations Commission in resolving disputes relating to occupational health and
safety issues. It has ignored the cooperation and mutual commitment of employees and
employers to workplace safety, which was responsible for the introduction of the
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act of 1984. It has fundamentally ignored the
important role of unions in the provision of advice, expertise and resources to workers in
the area of occupational health and safety. Instead, the Government seeks to undermine
the very linchpins of safe workplaces; that is, the unions, the Industrial Relations
Commission, and the rights and influence of employees to maintain a safe working
environment. From the beginning unions have been a fundamental part of the
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Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act, through their role within the commission
in the formation of consultative groups, the election of health and safety representatives
and committees, through the provision of information and training to representatives in
their daily tasks, and in the general administration of health and safety in the work force.
By removing unions from health and safety processes, the Government seeks to increase
the power of employers and to undermine the role of health and safety representatives
and committees. It has been shown that in enterprises in which trade unions are active,
health and safety committees are more likely to operate and function, and health and
safety representatives more likely to be elected and carry out their duties. The Chamber
of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia carried out a survey which found that
14 per cent of small businesses had representatives and committees, and 90 per cent of
large businesses - those employing more than 500 people - where trade unions were
active. These figures show that the unions are supportive of the workers and they are a
useful tool for the workers. This Bill should assist two groups in the workplace - the
employers and the employees. They should work together, and it should not be an
attempt to eliminate the employees.
The process of electing safety and health representatives suggested by the Government
will cause delays in the setting up of health and safety structures in the workplace. In a
State in which more than 80 per cent of workers are employed in workplaces with 20 or
less employees, the enforced use of secret ballots and the possibility that employers will
insist that elections be conducted by the Electoral Commission, will cause delays and
increases in costs. What form of dispute resolution is the Government suggesting for
workplaces where employees and employers cannot agree on the conduct of a ballot?
Will extra resources be made available to the Electoral Commission to ensure that any
extra work load will not translate into further delays in setting up the health and safety
structures? The Electoral Commission is already understaffed and if it must rely on its
current staff to conduct more ballots for workplaces, it will have a great deal of difficulty.
That will cause more stress to its employees. It is a vicious circle.
Who will be the health and safety magistrate? What experience will that person have in
health and safety matters? If that person has no experience, will training be given? If
that person has experience, will it be in the mining industry, the building industry or in
the public sector which covers the health area? If the magistrate changes constantly, how
will the magistrate gain the expertise in this role? Will that person ever pick up the
expertise? If trained only in the building industry or the mining industry, will the
magistrate become an expert?
The comments by Commissioner Laing on the contribution of unions are recognition of
their legitimate and proper role in the area of occupational health, safety and welfare.
When issues arise and if employers and employees cannot reach agreement after
consultation, does that issue become a dispute? The Government has no purpose in
seeking to amend the Act other than to pursue its obsession with reducing the role and
influence of unions. It certainly has no real commitment to democratising the
consultative process, or it would not seek to exclude workers, other than health and safety
representatives, from the health and safety committees.
For 10 years the Industrial Relations Commission has successfully and diligently
resolved disputes relating to occupational health and safety issues. The Government has
chosen to ignore this record and experience, and has instead chosen to move all such
matters into the mainstream court system. Undoubtedly, this move will increase costs for
all parties and ensure a more formal, legalistic and, hence, inflexible approach to health
and safety disputes. Given the Government's trumpeting about enhancing flexibility in
other parts of the Bill, it is an incomprehensible and hypocritical move. It was the
intention to remove workers' compensation cases from the court system, but the
Government now wants to put health and safety cases into that system. The costs have
increased and the process is often much longer. It does not always work and it is
inflexible when dealing with cases which are out of the ordinary.
What about the workers with less than 30 per cent injury? They must still have time off
work and their families must contend with that family member, who is often the
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breadwinner, suffering in many ways and creating more stress for the whole family. This
comtes from a Government which was so eager to remove the common law rights of
injured workers. This amendment will ensure that the structures and committees that
currently operate in an atmosphere of conciliation and cooperation will be replaced with
a system that is extremely adversarial, formal and legal and, hence, intimidating to
employees. The fact that employees may have costs awarded against them will also act
as a disincentive. The main outcome of this move will be to simply discourage workers
from taking action. Because no conciliation mechanism is available, the prospect of any
disputes being resolved at the lowest possible level with the acceptance of shared
responsibility at the workplace is markedly reduced. At present health and safety
representative are assisted and advised by committees comprising employees other than
health and safety representatives. The result is an active and dynamic committee
operating in an environment where all workers are encouraged to take responsibility for
and participation in health and safety standards. What about the young people who start
a new job? Will they be trained to gauge heights? Will they be trained to work correctly
on roofs and scaffolding? Will they be trained to tell the difference between safe and
unsafe scaffolding? Will they know how and when to work with electrical wiring,
particularly in wet weather? Young people will find many safety issues difficult when
they start in the workplace.
At present, health and safety representatives are assisted and advised by committees
comprising employees, other than the health and safety representatives. The Government
seeks to subvert that situation by isolating the health and safety representatives from not
only the union but also their fellow workers who may no longer serve on the committee.
The amendments also seek to ensure that the health and safety representatives are further
divorced from the comn'mittees, by giving greater control of the make-up and
establishment of committees to employers. The health and safety representatives do not
need to be informed that the committee is being established. Multiple committees will
reduce the effectiveness of committees by fragmenting and reducing the numbers on the
committee. It is possible that many important areas of health and safety will literally fall
through the cracks of demarcation on the multiple bodies. The Government is
encouraging a process of divide and conquer by the employers. This will create more
problems in the workplace and more stress, and there will be more chance of accidents
happening. Therefore the vicious circle will continue.
The Government seeks to further undermine the role of the health and safety
representatives by implementing a 'process whereby disgruntled employees and
employers can cause disqualification. They will not continue as representatives despite
their being democratically elected. If a problem exists, the democratic process will
ensure that only appropriate workers may fill the role of safety representatives. Arbitrary
and unnecessary complaints procedures will only ensure a loss of confidence in the
position of safety representatives.
The confidentiality of employees' personal information is also an issue in the Bill. Both
the Electoral Commission, for purposes of conducting ballots, and the Minister will
obtain access to informnation under these amendments. In particular, the Minister will be
able to demand any further information held by the commission. It has been pointed out
in the other place how the Minister used information demanded from the Building and
Construction Industry Long Service Leave Board in a manner condemned by employers
and employees alike. Particular concern exists about the rights to privacy and the
confidentiality of employees under these amendments. This is not a situation which we
want to recur.
If inspectors are to be the arbitrators, what expertise will the inspectors have? Will they
be expert in all industries - which would be necessary for them to do the job properly?
The employee should have some right to make a decision whether the workplace is
unsafe - particularly a qualified and trained person who has been in a job for many years.
He will make a decision that a workplace is unsafe and the inspector may overrule him,
when the inspector may not have any expertise. There must be some justification for the
decision by an employee.
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I refer again to the role of the unions because it is important that the unions be kept active
on safety issues in the workplace. If we remove the unions' role, the power of the
employers will increase. The election of health and safety representatives is another
concern. The direction to impose secret ballots is unrealistic in many workplaces
because of their size and structure. Some are very small with only a handful of workers.
To create a ballot, more often than not run by the Electoral Commission, would increase
costs for everyone concerned. Some of the intentions of the Government in this regard
are a real problem. In the words of Commissioner Laing -

Unions have been the conscience and often the force that has led the drive to
improved safety and health in many industries and enterprises and their
contribution should not be ignored.

The current Act is a fair and cost effective method of maintaining health and safety
standards in the workplace and resolving disputes in this area. Workers do not seek to be
injured. The families of workers are also affected. Government members should listen
to workers and their families and try to understand some of the traumas and pain that
these people must live with when workers are injured.
All these amendments seek to achieve is the pursuit by this Government of the
marginalisation and downfall of the union movement. Members opposite will never
achieve this obsessive goal. All they will achieve is further injury, pain and suffering for
Western Australian workers.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [9.50 pm]: I
am the last speaker for the Opposition at this stage of the debate. I will attempt to
summarise some of the points put forward. I have spoken to the Minister for the
Environment to assist in this process. He has told me that he felt that people had made
contributions of substance in this debate which were worth while and in which they
believed and to which they were committed. In summarising our position, I will refer to
his first response in this matter. As we approach the Committee stage, I will ask the
Minister for the Environment to take out some of the worst features, as we see them, in
this legislation, which we do not oppose as has been stated by many speakers.
There is no better place to start than with the information that was provided to the House
by Hon Tom Helm. This relates to deaths in industries caused by workplace injuries
between 1987 and 1994. This list indicates the extent of the matter with which we are
dealing. Three deaths occurred in the electricity, gas and water supply area; five within
the recreation area; five within the community services area; five in the wholesale and
retail area; five in the finance and property area; 13 in the transport and storage area; 14
in the manufacturing sector; 29 in the construction area; 38 in the agricultural sector, and
58 in the mining sector. A total of 175 people, who were trying to earn a living in the
various sectors of this State's economy, died in that seven year period. As I recall,
Hon Tom Helm said that that compared rather significantly with the fact that in the 11
years when Australia was involved in the Vietnam War, 65 Australians died. A
workplace can be a particularly dangerous one and every effort is needed to ensure there
is safety. The figure of 175 equates to the yearly total of people killed on our roads and
highlights the necessity for Governments to have a clear and defined policy on this issue.
One of the most galling parts of this legislation is the name change. The word "welfare"
has been deleted from the title and the tidle of the new Act will be the Occupational
Safety and Health Legislation Act. I do not understand why the Minister has changed the
names around. Perhaps it will be one of the more significant contributions of Minister
Kierath to history, but one of his most ineffective. It makes no sense to change it other
than just being at the whim of this Minister. Irrespective of whether we are in this place
or the other place or a worker in the public sector in this State, we are all used to that.
Why the concept of welfare has been deleted from this piece of legislation eludes me. To
try to come to grips with why that is the case, I looked up the Oxford Dictionary to find
the meaning of the word "welfare". It said that it is the wellbeing, happiness, health and
prosperity of a person or a community. In occupational safety matters, wellbeing,
happiness, health and prosperity of an individual are related to the issues at hand. I
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decided to look at the log of claims put forward by the State School Teachers Union
about the current dispute with the Minister for Education. One of the 12 points in the log
of claims relates to occupational health, safety and welfare. Under the heading "Claim",
it states -

Embody a comprehensive agreed Occupational Health and Safety Policy in any
salaries and conditions agreement. This policy will pursue proper consultative
procedures between the employer, employees and the 55TU; a procedure for
resolution of issues; adequate time in the staffing formula for OHS reps and
administration to carry out OHS functions; adequate OHS training for all
employees according to their role; a process for the rehabilitation of injured
workers and a process for dealing with discriminative practices aimed at
employees pursuing OHS issues.

The rationale behind this is as follows -

The performance of EDWA and WADOT in complying with current OHS
legislation is extremely poor.

I always had this idea that the Government was supposedly a model employer; but in this
instance it may not be. It continues -

Consultation and employee participation provisions within the legislation are only
paid 'lip-service'.
Approximately 10% of employees per annum suffer work-related injury and this
is a conservative estimate based on Workers Compensation figures.

This is not a particularly dangerous sector. It continues -

The biggest. causes of injury: manual handling; slips, trips and falls; and stress,
are not being addressed. Stress-related illness is totally disabling many of our
members - some permanently. The majority of workplaces are sub-standard and
not conducive to the health, safety and welfare of employees and not comparable
to conditions under which other professionals work ...
The Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare (DOHS WA) are not
enforcing the relevant statutory provisions.

The impact is stated to be -

To work towards providing a. healthy and safe working environment for all
employees.
This will reduce injury and ill-health, raise employee self-esteem and motivation,
and improve student outcomes. It will help injured workers return to, and others
remain in, the workforce rather than having to retire on the grounds of ill-health.

Taking out the word "welfare" from the title of this legislation, could best be exemplified
in relation to stress. It is not necessarily a visible work related injury. Given the Oxford
Dictionary meaning of welfare encompassing health, happiness and wellbeing - and in
the broader sense prosperity - does this legislation want to reduce the significance of
illnesses like stress because it is non-definable and not visible? If so, this is a particularly
poor effort by this Government. In many cases stress related illnesses relate to the
working environment and the problems or dangers that exist in that environment that the
employer fails to acknowledge and rectify.
It seems bizarre to me that the broader issue of occupational health is not included in the
concept of welfare. In the traditional sense in which I think of welfare, it is not a matter
of providing services to those who are disadvantaged or of not having the same
opportunity as others; but here it is seen as being a legitimate part of the process of
employers providing to employees a work environment that is not conducive to a work
related illness. Stress is an obvious area, but there are others. It is bizarre that we would
want to leave out this concept when it relates to the issue at hand and is an integral part of
occupational health and safety, and the other issue - welfare. The whole issue of this
name change leaves many questions unanswered. The explanation given by the Minister
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in the other place is necessarily appropriate and I cannot understand why there is this
hellbent necessity of changing a name of an Act which appears to be most appropriate
and encompasses the provisions of the Act.
The Government in the second reading speech says that the changes in the Bill are part of
its commitment to reducing the high cost, both social and economic, of work related
injuries and diseases. The approach to this ssue which has been developed, with new
legal frameworks, general duties and relevant parties, has changed the consultative
process at the workplace. There are new provisions for enforcement. In that respect the
Opposition does not object to those aims. The Government has set an objective to reduce
by 10 per cent the rate of work related injuries and diseases and to reduce by 50 per cent
the number of fatalities resulting from falls from heights, and electricity and tractor
accidents. There is nothing wrong with those objectives of the Government. The
difficulty arises with how the Government is proposing to go about achieving those ends.
It is obvious from the legislation before us that there are a number of significant
perspectives with regard to these matters. One is the decrease of the role of unions. I do
not think there has been a member on this side of the House who has not said that with
regard to this legislation. There has not been a member in the other place in the
Opposition who has not suggested that that is what the Government is proposing to do. It
is what the Minister for Labour Relations has been hell-bent on doing since the inception
of this Government. I suggest also that there has been a decrease in the rights, powers
and influence of employees, while at the same time there has been an increasing amount
of control, both direct and indirect, by employers in the process particularly of
establishing health and safety committees.
Another main feature of this legislation is the removal of the jurisdiction of the Industrial
Relations Commission and the introduction of safety and health magistrates. It seems to
me that we have an Industrial Relations Commission which quite clearly has broad
knowledge about a whole range of industrial matters, including these sorts of matters. Its
members have broad experience prior to joining the Industrial Relations Commission and
then gain more experience on the commission. The intention is to take away their role
and give it to someone else who has not necessarily any specific skills in that area. It
seems to me a poor decision on the part of the Government. What is it that drives the
Minister on every possible occasion, first, to attack unions and, second, to try to reduce
the influence of the Industrial Relations Commission no matter whether it is doing a good
job in that area? I say to the Minister handling this Bill that when we handled other
pieces of industrial relations legislation in here I warned him, not in a personal sense, and
the Minister in the other place, that one of the significant consequences of what would
happen in this State, as a result of the workplace agreements and the trilogy of Bills at
that time, would be an enormous endeavour to go to the federal industrial relations
system at significant cost and disadvantage to the State. Basically that was pooh-poohed.
I was told by the Government that it would be off to the High Court to stop that nonsense.
It was again wrong. In this House we have one example of the problem created by that
legislation. Ask the Minister for Education for his view on federal coverage for teachers.
He is petrified. We have seen the performance go on day in and day out of the Minister
of Education trying to stop teachers going to the federal award system. By way of
example I say to the Minister that this is exactly the same sort of bloody minded stupidity
that has highlighted the desire of Graham Kierath to do no more than reduce the
influence of the Industrial Relations Commission, which has traditionally been involved
in this area and has seemingly been able to resolve disputes in a short time and with
reasonable goodwill on both-sides in the vast majority of instances. I cannot understand
why we would want to change from that system. To use the words often quoted to me
when we were in government, "If it aint broke, don't change it." That seems to me to be
exactly the sort of message to be given to Graham Kierath.
The comments made on behalf of the Opposition by Hon Alannah MacTieman, Hon John
Cowdell, Hon Mark Nevill, Hon Sam Piantadosi, Hon Kim Chance, Hon Cheryl
Davenport, Hon Doug Wenn and Hon Tom Helm indicate that the changes we support
are the inclusion of apprentices and trainees, and the extension of the duty of care to
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include a person who designs or constructs a building or temporary structure. We have
concern on the issue of subcontractors. I do not know that this has necessarily been dealt
with by other people in this place, but I wonder how this Bill specifically applies to
subcontractors and what are their powers, duties and responsibilities vis a vis the
proposed Bill. The system for the reporting of diseases and injuries is an improvement
but it could go further. We need not only to mention such things as asbestos but also to
look at how we will go about reporting the problems of spills and contamination of the
whole array of chemicals which are now commonplace in industry in this State. The
Opposition supports increases in penalties in certain areas. However, we note that in
some instances the penalties for employers are reduced, in some cases from $50 000 to
$25 000, and we also note - not surprisingly, bearing in mind the predisposition of the

inister in the other place - the increase of penalties for employees from $5 000 to
$10 000. We support the recognition of the codes of practices. However, we believe it
should go further and that codes of practices should have more persuasive authority. We
also support the introduction of the offence of removing improvement notices.
Having said that, we must come to some of the issues that we do not support in this
legislation. We believe, and it has been quite clearly exemplified by a number of
members on this side, and it is our contention, that amendments in the legislation clearly
have the potential to undermine the standards of occupational health and safety in
Western Australia and we refer most particularly to part 4 of the Bill. The history of this
piece of legislation has been the kernel of the consultative process in which workers and
employers were seen as equal parties. There was also a role for unions in this process,
which has been acknowledged by a number of people. Prior to my speaking Hon Val
Ferguson referred to Commissioner Laing. She said that he had supported the structure
we have at the moment and she quoted from him. Commissioner Laing stated his support
for the contribution giving by unions to health and safety issues in the workplace and
their driving force behind many improvements in this area. He said they have a
legitimate role to play in occupational health and safety, as they have had since the
inception of this legislation and as they will continue to have. However, I do not want to
quote from Commissioner Laing. I will quote from the draft report entitled "Work,
Health and Safety: Inquiry into Occupational Health and Safety", volume 1, by the
Industry Commission. That report, on page 768, states -

A fundamental philosophy of the 'modern' approach to workplace health and
safety is to move away from government-imposed control to greater involvement
of employers and workers in creating a safe and healthy working environment.
The Robens Committee stressed the importance of workplace participation for
improving health and safety at work. Australian legislative reforms in
occupational health and safety in the 1980s embody this approach.
The following general arguments are advanced in favour of greater worker
participation in workplace health and safety:

the democratic principle that people have a right to be involved in
decisions affecting them, especially where those decisions affect their
health or may result in injury or death;
a practical argument that workers are best placed to prevent accidents by
spotting hazards and are often first to recognise new health and safety
problems;
the knowledge and experience of workers is an important part of
occupational health and safety science, necessary to the solution of
occupational health problems; and
as well as better health and safety, other benefits include improved
industrial relations and increased economic viability.

It goes on page after page lauding the involvement of unions in this field. Based on
experience and on those sorts of comments - there are many more - it is alien for a
Minister responsible for this area to reduce the influence of unions. As a person who has
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an involvement with a number of unions in this State, I know of the time and the
commitment that many of those unions put into this issue. Efforts to decrease their
powers and involvement in this area or increase above the current level of involvement
the powers and commitments of employers are not warranted. Why would the Minister
do it? If the Minister believes that some "problems" need addressing in some industries -
he has named a number of those industries in the past - I suggest that he not take a
sledgehammer to the whole of the Western Australian work force. That is administrative
folly. However, typically, this Minister from the other place generalises to the point of
absolute danger. It is not unfair to say that people sometimes go over the top and refer to
him as a lunatic because he takes generalisations to the extreme in an effort to overcome
problems that he may perceive. Such descriptions are not unwarranted, in spite of their
unparliamentary nature. Unfortunately for Hon Graham Kierath, the world out there is
prepared to take him on more than we are allowed to do in this place. There is a
legitimacy for unions. The system has been applauded. If there are problems in specific
areas, those problems should be fixed. He should not take a sledgehammer to the whole
of the Western Australian work force.
A number of members have said that the Minister in the other place could not have
looked objectively at how the Act has operated over the last 10 years; that he could not
have looked at the figures; and that he could not have looked at the outcomes and results
of the legislation and based his decisions in this Bill on his findings. It has been
suggested, I think quite appropriately, that, rather, the Minister in the other place -
hopefully not the Minister in this place representing him - has pursued this matter on the
basis of an ideological obsession - although there is, on occasions, obsessiveness in this
place also - to reduce the effectiveness of unions in this area.
A Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia survey has indicated that in
those industries where unions are active, health and safety committees are more likely to
be elected and the protective system envisaged by the Act put in place; therefore, health
and safety issues may not be enforced if unions are not on a particular work site, or are
disadvantaged by the proposed changes in this legislation. When the Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, which is not necessarily a political ally of ours or an ideological
comrade, proclaims the effectiveness of unions in this area, one has to question what in
hell's name the Minister for Labour Relations in the other place is about with these
changes.
The changes relating to health and safety representatives, their daily tasks, and how they
are to be elected really bring about increased formality and increased legalism. I do not
see those two factors being of any significant benefit to Western Australian workers'
occupational health and safety. It does not seem to me that increasing legalism and
formality is a benefit, particularly when one looks at the reforms of this legislation in the
last decade. Why does the Minister want to make it more complicated and alter the
balance of power that exists in the workplace? In the vast majority of instances it has
worked particularly well. These changes have been introduced because of an ideological
obsession, bloodymindedness or absolute rank stupidity. I do not know which one of the
three applies. However, whichever one does, there is no objective basis for the
amendments to which we have objected in our speeches and, unless we can have an
objective assessment of why the amendments to which we object are required - we
support a number of the changes - what is the purpose of debating the Bill? Why would
we not treat this legislation with scepticism or with outrage? However all we can do at
the end of the day is put forward thesrnetcs ospotorraosfrojcigt
parts of the Bill.hesonetcstospotorraosfrbjtigo
I have touched on the removal of the jurisdiction of the Industrial Relations Commission
in my earlier comments. The Government appears to be of the view that occupational
health and safety is not an industrial matter. If it is not, I will go ticky. It is one of the
core elements of industrial matters.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiemnan: They cannot change it by deeming it not to be. It is as futile as
deeming that the sky is not to be blue.
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Hon JOHN HALDEN: I worry that there are solicitors and lay people in the community
who try to do these things. The reality is that at the end of the day one cannot deem that
something is not something when that is exactly what it is. Occupational health and
safety is most definitely an industrial matter. If the removal of the Industrial Relations
Commission from its legitimate role in industrial relations is in some way an effort by the
Minister to have the opposite effect, it is pure folly on his behalf. It will not be an
appropriate outcome for the State. I have already given examples of what I previously
said about going down a particular path of industrial relations. It simply will not work.
It appears that the Minister and those in his office know better, but I guarantee that the
Minister for Education does not agree with them now.
The problems are further compounded by having the Magistrate's Court hear industrial
relations matters. The Magistrate's Court is not set up in the same way as the Industrial
Relations Commission to deal with issues on a conciliatory basis. The expertise of the
people who will endeavour to resolve these disputes will be reduced. If an employee
takes a matter to the Magistrate's Court and he loses, he will be liable for his costs and
those of the person he has taken to court. It will be an enormous disincentive which does
not exist under the current system. Is that by accident?
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: No, they are well aware of it.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Members should consider the workers' compensation legislation
which was dealt with in this House. Was it by accident that that legislation created an
imbalance in the system in favour of the employer? No, it was not. This legislation
includes the same driving force to ensure an imbalance in favour of the employer.
Members on this side of the House will not accept that there is any justification for this
mnost outrageous conservative Minister, in a deliberate way, to place workers in such an
invidious position, vis-a-vis power to protect their rights. Of course members on this side
Of the House will be incensed by that. I am sure that discussions with members opposite
behind closed doors would reveal that they would not see the appropriateness of that
either. I understand how the party rooms work and there is no ability in this place to
consider the power imbalances which are being created in occupational health and safety
and workers' compensation. They are deliberate attacks upon workers to place them in
an inferior position to protect their rights. It is something to which members on this side
of the House will not concede.
Speakers on this side of the House have illustrated that the proposed committee system
will increase the employers' power to determine how the health and safety committees
will be established. It is further exemplified by the fact that health and safety
representatives will not have to be advised that a committee will be established. I have
no doubt that the legislation will provide greater control to employers and there will
probably be a decrease in the level of consultation between health and safety
representatives and employers. If that is the case, the safety of workers will be placed in
jeopardy.
Speakers on this side of the House have referred also to the right of workers to stop work.
Currently the legislation provides that a worker has the right to stop work where he has
reasonable grounds to believe that to continue working will expose him or another person
to serious risk or harmi. Commissioner Laing expressed concern that this provision was
too restrictive. Minister Kierath proposes something that is even more restrictive; he
proposes a further tightening of workers' rights to stop work in dangerous situations. Of
course, the Opposition will not accept that sort of rubbish. No-one should accept that if
someone has been given responsibility to protect workers, the ultimate power to remove
them from a dangerous situation should be curtailed in the way outlined in this
legislation.
The amendment to penalties provides benefits to people on both sides of the equation. I
will not be too harsh about whether fines for either employers or employees have
increased or decreased. Hon Val Ferguson said that there is no doubt that what is
proposed by this legislation will require a more lengthy and cumbersome process. The
more cumbersome, lengthy and difficult the process is, the less likely it is to work. If one
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wants to sabotage something, one makes it more difficult. It is not a new political tactic;
it is as obvious as the nose on one's face. Surely Hon Graham Kierath does not think that
it is an obvious tactic. It is unfortunate that if, at the end of the day, people lose interest
by virtue of increased burdens, the loser will be not only blue collar workers, but all
workers in Western Australian industry. It will include those workers who do not live in
fear of being killed in the workplace. The State School Teachers Union's submission
refers to workers who are liable to work related injuries; for example, manual handling
injuries. Some workplaces are, by definition, dangerous. In the last decade it has been
shown that these workplaces can be improved. However, if artificial barriers are erected
in this process, at the end of the day workers will be placed in jeopardy. It is particularly
stupid for that process to involve the Electoral Commission, because that is not
warranted. It is also stupid that employees who are not elected as health and safety
representatives will not be eligible to serve on health and safety committees.
This type of legislation requires a cooperative and inclusive process, not a process which
excludes people on an artificial basis. The report of the Industry Commission states that
we require an encompassing approach to this issue so that there are better health, safety
and other benefits, including improved industrial relations, and improved and increased
economic viability for industry.
I decided to make these comments in conclusion because I have noticed the propensity of
the Minister for the Environment when he concludes to do exactly what I am doing. He
takes the opportunity of running through members on this side and telling them how silly
they are in regard to matter X or how off beam they are in regard to matter Y. That is
okay as a tactic, but in regard to concluding a debate on which we have a different and
legitimate perspective, it is appropriate that these concerns be addressed in a reasonable
wvay. We have participated in this debate because we believe that what the Government
is doing is wrong in regard to this facet of industrial relations. The Government has been
getting it wrong time and time again. I used the example of workplace agreements and
federal awards, where the Minister did not listen and told me he would run off to the
High Court, but that did not work. This legislation will result in one inexorable
conclusion: Workplaces will be more dangerous, and there will be more fatalities, or
there will not be the continued reduction in fatalities and injuries. If that is brought about
because of the Minister's ideological commitment to attack the Industrial Relations
Commission or the union movement, then that will be to the Minister's eternal shame. I
do not want it ever to be said that I did not put clearly on record that that is what the
Government is up to, and that is why we oppose this legislation.
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [10.33 pmn]:
As I have already indicated to the Opposition, this has been a very fruitful debate, and
each of the persons who has contributed to it has helped to outline the issues in the Bill
and given some insightful ideas about some of the matters involved in the issue of
occupational safety and health. It is not a simple problem. We know that injuries and
deaths in the workplace are not merely a matter of employers who have no regard for the
safety of their employees. I know that those members in this Chamber who are farmers
and self employed know the tendency that workers have at times to disregard their own
safety, and that no matter how many guards and covers are put on machinery, when
farmers have to maintain it, the first thing they do is take them off and they never go back
on again. It is one of those things that requires eternal vigilance. Sometimes people
remove guards from machinery because they are inconvenient and get in the way, and
other times it is because familiarity breeds contempt. That applies to us all in our
everyday lives. It is not neizessarily a matter of a wicked employer coming along and
forcing workers into unsafe conditions. Unfortunately, it is human nature all too often
for people to disregard their own safety or to not even be aware of the hazards to their
safety or of the problems that may arise. In addition, there are employers who disregard
the safety of their employees and who put pressure on their employees which causes
them to do things which harm their safety, and they do that for their personal advantage.
I am pleased that it was recognised by some of the speakers opposite that there are also
employers at the other end of the spectrum who regard it as their duty to their employees
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to ensure that they do not harm themselves. I suppose all that really proves is that much
of what happens in this world on a daily basis is a result of inadvertence, ignorance or
malice, and we will find good and bad in everybody and everything.
The reason for this legislation is to try to ensure that, as much as possible, people have
brought to their attention the things which they need to do for their own safety and that
there is a system whereby those employers who are not prepared to do the right thing can
be made to do the right thing and some process by which we can improve health and
safety on a regular basis. As Hon Alannah MacTiernan pointed out, the concept of how
we go about this came from the report of the Robens committee, which had these basic
tenets -

Firstly, that reliance made on prescriptive regulations to guarantee health and
safety in the workplace produces regulations that rapidly become cumbersome,
outmoded and impossible to enforce. Having a regime of prescriptive regulations
which are then enforced by external third parties is not the way to implement an
efficient and effective occupational health and safety system. We find that,
particularly now with a rapidly changing work force, technologies and work
structures, the regulations that are put in place very rapidly become out of date
and they are very blunt instruments in providing safe working conditions.
The second tenet is that the alternative to this prescriptive externally enforced
regulation is to accept that there is a fundamental responsibility for occupational
health and safety on the employers and employees in the workplace. Hence,
primary enforcement should be by way of self-regulation and that regulation
should be underwritten by a statutorily imposed duty of care.

She stated also -
.. self regulation is not laissez-faire. Importantly, this notion of self-regulation

by employees and employers works only where employees are empowered to play
a very active role in ensuring the delivery of safety.

I agree with that statement, but in the same way that I have admitted that there are
employers at all parts of the spectrum - those who care greatly, those who pay little
attention, and those who actively interfere with the safety of their workers - there are
also, unfortunately, degrees of involvement on the part of employees, and I refer in
particular to unions. Again, I do not deny the important role which has been played by
unions in ensuring the safety of workers; if they did not do that, one would seriously
question the reason for their being. However, that does not mean that there is not the
capacity within the system for it to be abused, and for members opposite to suggest that it
has not been abused demonstrates a certain degree of blindness which does not comply
with the reality. I have quite a lot to do with employers who have been subject to
unreasonable demands, supposedly based on safety issues but in fact where safety was
not the issue.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: How long ago was that? Things have moved on.
Hon PETER FOSS: Things have not moved on, because people have exactly the same
problem. It is a regular little system for employees to say that they are having a safety
dispute. Some disputes are quite significant. One of the most significant disputes that
was supposedly a safety issue led to the occupation of the Goodwyn A platform, which,
in the end, put workers at enormous hazard. Action taken by the union, which was
straight out blackmail, put the safety and the life and limb of everybody on that rig at
enormous risk. It was done as a safety issue, but it became clear in the proceedings in the
Australian Industrial Relations Commission that all they were worried about was getting
a substantial close-down payment for their members. The unions took on work at the rig
at a particular price, but as it got towards the end they realised they were not necessarily
guaranteed a new job so they tried to get their members a massive payout to leave.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: When was that?
Hon PETER FOSS: That was about 1984-85.
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Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: This question has been addressed.
Hon PETER FOSS: If Hon Alannah MacTieman does not mind, I am speaking, and I
will continue. That was an example of a union blatantly using the system to try to extract
mnoney from employers. It is still happening, particularly in the construction industry. It
is still the common method of putting pressure on employers. Hon Mark Nevill made an
interesting statement. Perhaps it was a slip of the tongue. He said that we should not be
putting this legislation in place for the mining industry; it should be for the construction
industry. That is probably true. To say that the problem does not exist is to deny the
facts. Unless the Opposition is prepared to acknowledge the facts it will have
considerable difficulty understanding dhe reasons for the amendments that are proposed.
It is not being suggested that workers should not have the right to cease work when their
life or safety is affected; it still exists. We are attempting to prevent the abuses that can
flow from it. For example, when the health and safety officer resolves the matter and
says that everybody can go back to work, he finds that they have all gone home. The
next thing is that people demand to be paid because they ceased work because of a safety
reason. If the Opposition is saying that is not happening, it has not been on the receiving
end of the construction industry. The unions always maintain that it is not an abuse, that
it is a genuine safety issue. Of course, some people are very good at talking with their
tongues firmly in their cheek, but this can go on incessantly. I know of occasions, and
they are not ancient occasions, where people have had constant running battles with the
unions, which use the health and safety provisions as a means of badgering them. I am
not for one moment saying that there are not employers who are regularly a problem; of
course, there are. In the same way, I am saying it would be unrealistic to say that all
unions are as clean as the driven snow and never abuse the system, or that workers do not
decide to have the day off and a safety issue is a good way of doing it. If the Opposition
is not prepared to accept that, we will have some problems in resolving this. This
legislation recognises that there are good and bad employers. To say, as the Leader of
the Opposition tried to say, that this whole legislation is biased from one point of view is
rather difficult to accept. The Leader of the Opposition must be suffering from some
form of schizophrenia.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: That is an unparliamentary comment, and you know it.
Hon PETER FOSS: No, it is not. This legislation significantly increases penalties. It
includes the reporting of disease and injuries in the workplace. It deals with the
protection of health and safety representatives from discrimination. All these areas are
plainly directed at making the legislation more effective. The Opposition cannot say that
it is a biased, one-eyed view of things. If they do they must think that we are guilty of
some form of schizophrenia.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: You are.
Hon PETER FOSS: That is unparliamentary. How can the Opposition say that we are
trying to turn things against the interests of the worker when it can see that we have
introduced strong measures to protect the worker which were not introduced by Labor in
its 10 years in office? We are trying to make this legislation work. The consistency in
this legislation is that where we believe that penalties are inadequate and where there has
been abuse, we have strengthened penalties. We have tried to balance the interests of
both employers and employees. Members opposite have seen the matter from the point
of view not of the employees, but of the unions. In all debates the Opposition has been
unwilling to accept reality. It has been prepared to take only the view of the unions and
not the view of employees. It has been suggested that the Bill is ideologically driven and
biased, but it contains measures which go both ways. If we were ideologically driven,
members opposite would see two different results.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It is camouflage.
Hon PETER FOSS: The only way to explain that is that it is driven by a wish to improve
the effectiveness of the legislation. If we were ideologically driven we would not be
increasing the penalties, providing protection for health and safety representatives, or
requiring the reporting of disease or the other measures. The legislation is driven by the
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wish to have effective legislation. Interestingly enough, having said that it was all our
idea, members opposite might note that the recommendations of the Laing review were
considered in detail by the tripartite Occupational Health Safety and Welfare
Commission. Where those amendments were agreed to by the commission they have
been included in the Bill. It cannot be ideologically driven when it comes forward as a
tripartite recommendation. There were other areas which were not agreed to by the
commission and, as is the role of government, we made the decision. Our role is to
resolve those areas where there is not agreement.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: What about where the committee unanimously disagreed - for
example, in the use of the name Worksafe Western Australia?
Hon PETER FOSS: If Hlon Alannah MacTiernari regards the use of the name Worksafe
Western Australia as one of the fundamental things that will make a difference to the
health and safety of workers in Western Australia, perhaps we are looking at different
considerations.
Hon A.M. MacTiernan: That was simply off the top of my head.
Hon PETER FOSS: If Hon Alannah MacTiernan comes up with something more
substantial, I might deal with it.
The other question raised was the role of unions. An erroneous claim has been made that
unions are excluded from the process. They are not. One of the problems we have had
up to now is that unions have had a monopoly on the process. Interestingly enough Hon
Alannah MacTiernan pointed out one of the problems with this. She said that around the
same time the Laing report came down a Chamber of Commerce and Industry survey in
Western Australia showed that those industries where trade unions had active health and
safety committees were more likely to elect health and safety representatives, and the
protective system which is envisaged by the Act put in place. The problem we have is
that if unions are not active, because they have a monopoly on the system, the
opportunity of getting the system going is less possible than it will be under the
amendments we are making.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It is where you do not have unions.
Hon PETER FOSS: Unions are not excluded from the system. They can be involved in
the conduct of elections if there is agreement by the parties in the work place. All the
legislation does is remove the automatic right of unions to control the process. The
problem at the moment is that people's access is very much determined by how keen is
the union. Rather than undermine occupational safety and health we believe this
flexibility will enhance and improve the levels of occupational safety and health. We
therefore have confidence in the ability of employers and employees to work together to
improve the health and safety of the workplace. We certainly believe that the Act will
facilitate that. It will give more opportunities for them to be set up. It will not give a
monopoly to the unions which I believe in the end could lead to a lack of health and
safety provisions rather than otherwise.
The other matter is the question of specialist safety and health magistrates. I questioned
by interjection a couple of the speakers on how members opposite see the role of
magistrates. Hon Alannah MacTiemnan put emphasis on the fact that the Industrial
Relations Commission had a role of conciliation before arbitration. At one stage I asked
whether Hon Mark Nevill supported the problem he outlined of where unions had been
involved in settling a dispute over safety provisions, one being to do with dust and the
fact that they were paid dust money. Hon Mark Nevill said that there were very few
progressive people in mine management who brought in safety procedures before they
were demanded by the workers. Obviously individual managers were progressive and
brought in safety procedures before they were demanded by the workers. He said that
essentially the Australian Mines Association Union, the Australian Workers Union and
the Collie Coalininers Union have driven safety in the mining industry for the best part of
the century. He said that some were misguided and perhaps some of the things they did
could have been done better. He said that dust allowances and those initiatives were very
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regressive because a miner was being paid money for being exposed to extra dust, when
what we could have done was remove the dust. He said that he was not saying that
everything the unions did was perfect.
One of the good reasons for the matter going to a magistrate rather than a conciliator is
that there is an interest other than that of the matter being settled. In the end as a State,
we have an interest in whether something is safe. It is not just a matter of a deal being
done. There are two reasons that should not be the case: The first is it leads to abuse. It
is all too easy for people to get what they can out of that. All too often it is money rather
than improvement and safety which the workers are aiming for, especially when the issue
in the first instance was not one of safety. Secondly, we do not believe it is a matter of
arriving at a resolution where the question involves some danger. As a State, it is
important to have a determination about whether there is a safe situation and about what
should happen. By that process I hope we will end up with a safer workplace. Therefore
it is appropriate a magistrate be involved because three interests will be represented -
those of the worker, the employer and of the State. The Opposition has criticised and
said the intent is to legalise the disputes procedure. However, I think the legislation
recognises that a magistrate will usually be a practical legal person.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: Is that not a jurisdiction you have practised in?

Hon PETER FOSS: I must confess I have not practised in the Magistrate's Court for
some time; but unless they have changed radically over the years they should not be too
difficult to deal with.
Hon Tom Stephens interjected.
Hon PETER FOSS: Dear, dear, dear.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It is not a criticism of you.

Hon PETER FOSS: I do not regard the fact I have not practised in a Magistrate's Court
for a long time as any form of criticism. Unless something amazing has happened to
magistrates - they are not exactly the highest state of legal resolution of disputes - they
should be capable of adopting a very practical view. Often one of the impressions is that
they adopt too simplistic a view. Most of the matters will be questions not of law but of
fact. I think magistrates are capable of deciding whether something is safe or unsafe. On
the basis of previous situations, I do not think there will be a great number of disputes. I
see no reason why a magistrate cannot get the necessary experience any more or less than
anyone else. Magistrates generally have legal qualifications and I have no idea why Hon
Alannah MacTiemnan thinks a magistrate would be less able to gain experience than any
other person.
Hon A.M.. MacTieman: The matters are not questions of fact; that is the whole
problem.
Hon PETER FOSS: Is it a question of law whether something is safe?

Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: It is dispute resolution.
Hon PETER FOSS: That is where we differ on whether it is merely a question of dispute
resolution or whether it is to determine whether something is safe or unsafe. The mere
fact that Hon Alannah MacTiernan keeps suggesting it is dispute resolution, as opposed
to determining whether something is safe or unsafe, indicates that she shares the view of
the unions that it is another weapon in the armoury in order to get whatever they want. A
situation is either safe or not safe. If it is not safe, we do not care whether the dispute is
solved, we want the safety issue resolved. Members opposite want to have a nice
resolution of a dispute; the Government wants to see a safe workplace.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Those are not the things referred to in the industrial relations
section. They are things such as disputes about how elections will be held, and how the
workplace should be divided.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon PETER FOSS: The other point raised by Hon Alannali MacTiemnan and by Hon Jim
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Scott was that the provisions relating to the rights of workers to stop work constitute afurther restriction on the rights of workers to exercise their proper judgment.Amendments to sections 26 to 28A do not compromise the rights of employees to stop
work where there is a genuine serious and imminent risk to their health and safety. Theproposed amendments are directed at preventing abuse of this provision where the rightto stop work is used as an industrial weapon. If that is not the basis on which it is beingused and there is an actual problem facing people, there will be no problems whatsoeverin their being paid. However, there are concerns about abuse of the right to stop work.They were raised in the Laing report which suggested it may be appropriate to ensure thatemployees who do not comply with the requirements of the section - for example, byleaving the workplace rather than remaining available for alternative duties - should beprecluded from receiving payment. Nobody opposite mentioned that part of the Laingreport. They seemed to ignore the fact that the Laing report itself said that paymentshould not be made if people just buzz off. Having withdrawn from performing the workor from the site which is dangerous, it is important that people remain available to theemployer. With reference to the duties in relation to materials used at workplaces -
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Did Mr Laing say that should be an offence?
Hon PETER FOSS: He suggested there should be some measures, such as their beingprecluded from receiving payment. That is one of the measures we put in and one whichthe Opposition is opposing. It is interesting to see that when it suits members oppositethey accept the Laing report and when it does not suit them, they do not mention it.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected.
Hon PETER FOSS: Hon Alannah MacTiernan does not even accept that he said it.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: By my recollection, you said he also said it should be an
offence.
Hon PETER FOSS: I did not say that he said it should be an offence; I said - the pointwas not raised by any speaker opposite - that Laing said it may be appropriate tointroduce some measures to deal with employees who did not comply with the section.Hon Alannah MacTiernan at one stage said we should have followed the Laing reportline by line and I am pointing out there is a line there she did not mention when she was
opposing the recommendation.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected.
Hon PETER FOSS: Hon Alannah MacTiemnan also raised the question of dutiesapplying to builders and designers, and that the requirement to ensure that those who arein buildings are not exposed to hazards should be extended to cover the process ofconstruction. That was raised in another place and has been supported by theOccupational Health Safety and Welfare Commission.
[Debate adjourned, pursuant to Standing Order No 61(b).]

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [11.00 pm]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournment Debate - Meals-on-Wheels, Albany Premises

HON BOB THOMAS (South West) [11.00 pm]: Before the House adjourns I raise animportant issue which received some air play in Albany today. It concerns the wish of
the senior citizens centre and Meals-on-Wheels Albany (Inc) to obtain a state government
building for the purpose of expanding its operations. This organisation has been working
in conjunction with the senior citizens organisation which uses the premises in Grey
Street West in conjunction with Meals-on-Wheels. Its people have been working for a
number of years to obtain funding to expand their premises because of the increase in the
number of meals that Meals-on-Wheels needs to provide to the citizens of Albany, and
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also to make the cohabitation of the building more convenient for both groups. Presently
the senior citizens who use the building set up their activities in the morning, but are then
required to put them away at lunchtime so that those who use the Meals-on-Wheels sit-
down facilities can have their meal. Once those meals are finished the senior citizens can
then have the hall again to conduct their activities.
Meals-on-Wheels has approached a variety of funding sources. It has received a
guarantee of funding from the Lotteries Commission and a commitment of $150 000
from the Albany Town Council, and has raised over $50 000 itself. Its people have been
negotiating with the State Government to acquire the soon to be vacated WA Dental
Clinic premises adjacent to the Meals-on-Wheels building. They hoped to demolish that
building and expand their own building. They began negotiations with Hon Peter Foss
when he was Minister for Health, and he was favourable to helping out this group.
However, since Hon Graham Kierath has taken over as the Minister for Health,
everything has ceased. The favourable consideration Hon Peter Foss gave them has now
turned into quite an unjust demand for money for the building which will be vacated by
the dental clinic.
Hon Peter Foss: It would always be paid for, but the money was then going to be applied
to build a new dental clinic.
Hon BOB THOMAS: That is right, but Meals-on-Wheels tells me that the State
Government now wants $100 000 for that building.
Hon Peter Foss: It always did; that was what the Valuer General valued it at.
Hon BOB THOMAS: It was never their understanding that the Government wanted
$100000.
Hon Peter Foss: It was; the shire was to pay $100 000.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Hon Peter Foss will have to listen to what I am saying. The
people from Meals-on-Wheels have told me that they felt they would be given some
generous consideration. One hundred thousand dollars is too much for them. For themi
to then demolish this building and build a new one would cost too much. They must now
return to an unsatisfactory option; that is, to build an extra storey on their existing
building. That will be more expensive in the long run. It will require a lift because many
aged and infirm people are not able to walk upstairs. It will require also extra molney to
be spent on a ramp rather than stairs as a safety exit. It is an unsatisfactory option.
I will read to the House a letter written to the Minister for Health, Hon Graham Kierath,
by the Albany citizen of the year, Dick Redshaw. One of the reasons he was awarded
citizen of the year was the work he has done for this organisation, as well as all the other
things he has done as a councillor. He has been a supporter of the coalition for a long
time, but he has had enough of this Government - so much so that he wrote to the
Minister as follows -

Dear Graham,
In response to your letter of the 23 March 1995 informing me of your decision
regarding the purchase of the Dental Clinic, adjacent to the Senior Citizens centre
in Grey Street, Albany.
I find your reply surprising and disappointing when you advise your inability to
assist this community service, in its necessary expansion, due to increased
demand on its service.
Disappointing - that your government is unwilling to assist the Meals on wheels
Albany; as opposed to the generous support being given by the Albany Town
Council, of $150,000 and the proposed contribution by the people in Albany
connected with the Meals on wheels of $50,000 plus $100,000.00.
Surprising - that you advise it is beyond Cabinet's scope. If Cabinet does not
have the scope, who does. Judging from various expenditures that have occurred
during your government's term of office; someone does, who?
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However all is not lost; after a delay of about 8/9 months we can now go back to
our original proposal; that of making our expansion upwards by adding another
floor. After some years of searching we had decided that, due to the urgency of
the situation, of expanding community needs, to add another floor above the
centre we now occupy. Less satisfactory, but within the reach of our finances,
and which we expect can be adequately finished within our funding available.
This could not be done under the position expressed by you.
Sincerely,
J.R. (Dick) Redshaw

When people held in such high regard in our comm unity as Dick Redshaw write letters of
that nature and participate in talkback programs - as Dick did today on ABC radio in
Albany saying that nothing has been spent by this State Government in Albany except themoney that was committed by the former Labor Government - it must sheet home to the
Government that its penny pinching attitude to necessary community services is wrong.It must do something about it. Dick Redshaw is one of those who put in to our
community a lot more than they ever take out. He has written a letter of this nature to the
State Government, criticising it for not being prepared to meet its basic community
service obligation; that is, to provide some assistance to those organisations providing
services for seniors in our community, and to meet the growing demand for Meals-on-
Wheels, as well as adequate meeting space and recreational opportunity for seniors in
that community.
The Government must start to change its ideologically driven approach to these matters.
The Government has plenty of money if it wants to pay consultants to do nefarious
reports, to challenge the constitutionality of the Federal Government's native titlelegislation, to count bus stops in Perth, or to give money to Hon Peter Foss' former legal
firm, Mallesons Stephen Jaques, for legal challenges -
Hon AJ.G. MacTiemnan: Not to mention the Attorney General's former legal firm.
Hon BOB THOMAS: - but it does not have the money to provide assistance to a very
good organisation in Albany that is providing a community service to the seniors of
Albany. I hope the Government will change its attitude and provide some assistance.

Adjournnt Debate - Dental Clinic Land, Albany
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [ 11.09 pm]: I
cannot speak about what has happened since I ceased to be the Minister for Health, but I
should correct what I think is a wrong statement about what happened when I was the
Minister for Health. Thbe proposition put to the Government was that the Town of
Albany would purchase this land. The land was originally owned by the Town of Albany
and purchased from the town for full value. The dental clinic was constructed on it. It
was clearly understood that the Town of Albany Would purchase the land at value. It
hoped that the value would be $80 000, but it was valued by the Valuer General at$100 000. The undertaking given by the Health Department was that that money which it
thought would be $100 000 - my recollection is that it was a further $200 000 - would be
spent on providing a totally new and far improved dental health clinic on the site of the
hospital. The result would be that the land would be sold to the Town of Albany and it
would provide the land to Meals-on-Wheels. The deal was that we would then plough
that money plus another $200 000 back into the dental clinic. That is the deal the
Government accepted.
I do not know how people got the idea that the Government was going to put money into
Meals-on-Wheels. That was something that the Town of Albany would do. The
$300 000 would be spent in Albany providing a new dental clinic. Therefore, the
Government does provide new and important facilities in the town of Albany. I believe
that local government and community groups have a responsibility to work together. It
wvas my understanding that that would happen. If somebody has given the wrong
impression to Meals-on-Wheels that it would be the beneficiary of the $ 100 000, as
opposed to the dental clinic, he or she gave the wrong impression. It was very clear in
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the discussions between the Town of Albany, me and the Health Department, that the
Town of Albany would pay money for that land because it was bought from it at full
value and it was being sold to it at full value and the money would go back into essential
services for Albany. Once the dental service is taken away, we have to provide other
dental services in Albany. I hope Hon Bob Thomas is not suggesting that dental services
should not be provided in Albany or that the State Government should not be spending
the money it is spending in providing what I think will be a superb new dental service in
Albany. I think he should commend it. Whichever way it is set up, one way or another,
the Government is putting $300 000 into facilities in Albany. That is commendable. The
Government cannot keep putting more and more money into these projects. I think
$300 000 for a new dental clinic is good. The resultant participation of the town is to be
commended and I understood that it would carry forward. I do not know why it should
not carry forward and why the Town of Albany should be now looking to the State
Government for that money.

Adjournent Debate - Thomison, Mary, Death

HON MURIEL PATTERSON (South West) [11.14 pm]: The House should not
adjourn until I inform members of the death of one of the really true identities of Albany,
Mrs Mary Thomson, MBE and Freeman of the Town of Albany. She was the wife of
Hon John Thomson MLC who served in this House for about 24 years. I knew Mary in
my youth when she lived in Katanning. She was known as a character in those days. She
had a vital personality and was very much into music and charity circles.
Mary gave remarkable support to her husband during his parliamentary career, this was
well known throughout the great southern. In 1968 my family moved to Albany where
John and Mary had chosen to retire. Not long after I moved there, I received a telephone
call from Mary who said she wanted to speak to me and assured me that the matter that
she wanted to discuss with me was very important. She wanted me to apply for a
position. When I asked her a bit about it she told me that it had not been advertised and
that she did not know what it entailed. However, she said that I was the obvious choice
for the position and that I should not wait for it to be advertised. Things are very
different today. I duly went to the native welfare department and applied for the job
which the supervisor had never heard of, nor did I know exactly what I was applying for.
The supervisor asked me for my qualifications to which I replied that I did not know
what was required, but that I had the qualifications that were needed for the job. The
supervisor suggested he would contact me in due course, which he did. In that way, I
believe Mary played a large part in initiating the Western Australian pilot scheme of the
homemakers' service which was set up to help Aboriginal people transfer from reserves
to transitional housing.
Mary and John had a big concern for Aboriginal people and fostered two children during
their school lives. It was lovely to see those two young people at the funeral with John.
Mary's energy and motivational powers were incredible. I believe Mary saw the people
of Albany as her family and felt it was her duty to guide them. I want to read to the
House a tribute written by Howard Gaskin who is the present editor/proprietor of the
Weekender. Howard first came to Albany as the editor of the Albany Advertiser and has
spent a long time in Albany. In his tribute to a great lady, he wrote -

When Mary Thomson was at the peak of her organisational powers she could
strike fear into the hearts of newspaper people.
She wanted publicity, for the many causes dear to her heart - and she always got it.
I had been in the editor's chair at The Advertiser only a week when she appeared
at the door.
"The last editor jumped out of the window rather than face up to me," she said
with a bright smile. "But I know you and I are going to get on well."
She then proceeded to tell me my career history and asked me how I liked my
new house. Mary Thomson knew everything about everybody.
After she had left, evincing a promise that I would publish half a dozen stories, I
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discovered that a previous editor really had climbed out of the window rather than
face Mary's wrath for not publishing a story.
How Mary had found out, nobody knew.
In my five years at the Advertiser I came to respect Mary Thomson more than any
person in the town. Her energy was endless, her enthusiasm contagious.
She seemed to be the organisational powerhouse behind every community activity
in town and every one of her causes gave benefit to others.
She had the rare and wonderful quality that endows greatness - selflessness.

Ten days prior to Mary's death, she told me she wanted to tell me something very
important. Apparently it was information that I would find invaluable. She said she
would come to my office. However, I rang her the next day and told her not to worry,
that I would go and see her. Tragically, she was not well enough to speak to me and so I
never found out what she was going to tell me. It was expected that, at her funeral
service, there would be stories about her outspoken opinions. She attended the Anglican
church and one of the parish ministers told the story of how, after a sermon on sinning
and miserable sinners, when shaking the minister's hand on leaving the church, she
remarked, "It was really a good sermon, but a bit less of the miserable in the future,
please."
We did not need an Emily Post in Albany. If people were dressed incorrectly they were
told so as I was during the Governor General's visit to Albany; she assured me that I
should have worn a hat. It was wonderful to see the kindness that was shown to the
people of Albany being returned by them in her later years, particularly as John and Mary
both had failing health. Dr Ken and Mrs Joyce Lynch took her into the bosom of their
family. Mary Thomson, MBE and Freeman of the Town of Albany, really was a grand
dame.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.19 pmn
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

WESTERN POWER - TREE AND SHRUB CLEARING UNDER POWERLINE,
PLANTAGENET LOCATIONS 114, 115

3. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Energy:
With reference to Western Power, or its predecessor's recent clearing of trees and
shrubs under the powerline to the south coast on the properties Plantagenet
Locations 114 and 115 -
(1) Have the landowners given permission to Western Power or its

predecessor, for the powerline to traverse their properties?
(2) Were the landowners compensated for loss of use of that part of their

property?
(3) Why is the powerline not located outside the fence of the private property

and within the boundaries of the Limeburners Road reserve (which was
originally part of Austin Road) as is the case for Lot 52 Plantagenet
Location 114?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following response -

(1) The powerline referred to by the member supplies the whaling station at
Albany. It has been in place for more than 30 years. Western Power
assumes permission was obtained at the time of construction.

(2) No. However, pruning of trees and shrubs under the powerline was
carried out after the owner's permission. Negotiations took place with all
affected landowners prior to the work.

(3) In the past, it was standard practice to build overhead powerlines 10 to 20
metres inside private property. This avoided the need to clear road
reserves and offered better construction facilities.

WETLANDS - 80 MILE BEACH, STATUS UNDER RAMSAR CONVENTION
5. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is 80 Mile Beach a wetland of international importance under the
RAMSAR Convention?

(2) If not, what is its status under the RAMSAR Convention?
(3) Is 80 Mile Beach recognised as an important wetland for migratory birds?
(4) Is 80 Mile Beach a designated nature reserve?
(5) If no, what protection does it have under Western Australian legislation?
(6) If none, why none?
(7) Are local residents using motorcycles and trailbikes in the area listed

under the RAMSAR convention?
(8) If yes, by whom were these activities authorised?
(9) Has the En'~ironmental Protection Authority assessed the impact of

motorcycling on the potential use of the area by waterbirds?
(10) If yes, will the Minister table the EPA report?
(11) If not, what steps will the Minister take to protect the area from the

damage from these activities?
(12) What monitoring is being undertaken of the integrity of the land

formations near the beach?
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(13) If dunes in this area are damaged, who will repair the damage?
(14) Is the Minister aware that caravan park managers in the area are

encouraging the use of the beach by motorcyclists?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes.
(4) No.
(5)-(6) The area itself is not specifically protected under conservation legislation,

although proposals which may affect it are subject to the Environmental
Protection Act 1986. The migratory birds are protected fauna under the
Wildlife Conversation Act 1950. The report "A Representative Marine
Reserve System for Western Australia", released last year, includes a
recommendation for reservation of part of 80 Mile Beach and will be
considered by the Government after the analysis of public comments is
completed.

(7)-(8) Neither local officers of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management nor I have been made aware of such uses.

(9) No.
(1) Not applicable.
(1l)-(13)

Neither CALM nor I am aware of such damage.
(14) No. I have asked CALM to investigate this and report back to me.
TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS

Spot Checks, Deparutnental Responsibility
11. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) Which department or agency within the Premier's portfolio has carried out
spot checking of its travel reservation operations to ensure that it receives
the best price for its intrastate or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply.-

Agencies within the Premier's portfolio as part of standard booking
procedures are checking to ensure that they are being offered the best fare
of the day to suit their particular travel requirements. On occasions where
it has been apparent that better fares could be obtained, this has been made
known to the booking agent and arrangements changed accordingly.

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS
Spot Checks, Departmental Responsibility

12. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) Which department or agency within the Minister for Resources

Development's portfolio has carried out spot checking of its travel
reservation operations to ensure that it receives the best price for its intra
state or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?

1526 [COUNCIL]



[Tuesday, 2 May 1995] 12

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

(1) Departments and agencies have not carried out spot checks in relation to
intrastate or interstate travel. However, wherever possible, every
endeavour is made to obtain the cheapest air fare available.

(2) Not applicable.
TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS

Spot Checks, Departmental Responsibility
18. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Which department or agency within his portfolio has carried out spot
checking of its travel reservation operations to ensure that it receives the
best price for its intra state or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Department of Conservation and Land Management -

(1) CALM has checked prices against those offered through the
Government's contracted booking agent.

(2) The prices offered elsewhere have been the same as those available
through the contracted agent.

Department of Environmental Protection -

(1) DEP has a system in place to monitor its travel reservation operations.
(2) The cheapest flight of the day is now offered.
Kings Park and Botanic Garden -

(1) Officers travelling intrastate or interstate on business canvass carriers to
obtain lowest fare possible prior to each trip.

(2) Best price for travel.
Waterways Commission and Swan River Trust -

(1) WWC conducts its intra and interstate travel business through Ansett
which provides a discounted government rate. At least three quotes are
sought for all accommodation. Albany is the primary intrastate air travel
destination for Waterways Commission staff and Skywest bookings are
handled by Ansett.

(2) Air travel business is usually discounted and the best price available.
Perth Zoo -

(1) Travel is booked through Ansett under its current state government
tender/con tract.

(2) Not applicable.
TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS

Spot Checks, Departmental Responsibility
24. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Which department or agency within his portfolio has carried out spot
checking of its travel reservation operations to ensure that it receives the
best price for its intra state or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) Air travel can only be undertaken by departmental officers if the benefits
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to the relevant organisation can be demonstrated and is subject to scrutiny
by the chief executive officers and the Minister. Additionally, I have
previously issued instructions to all transport chief executive officers that
they ensure every effort is made to obtain the least cost air fare when
making travel arrangements.

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS
Spot Checks, Departmental Responsibility

25. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
(1) Which department or agency within his portfolio has carried out spot

checking of its travel reservation operations to ensure that it receives the
best price for its intra state or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) All departments and agencies within my portfolio comply with the

contract 257A 1993 for travel reservation services for the Western
Australian Government which operates on the basis of best price of the
day. Spot checks are not carried out.

(2) Not applicable.
PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYEES - STATISTICS

67. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) What is the current number of state government public sector employees

at the end of the September and December quarters for 1994?
(2) How many state government public sector employees were there at the

same time 12 months previously?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
The following estimates are expressed as full time equivalents and ame based on
year-to-date average staffing levels for public sector agencies subject to FTE
monitoring, as reported to the Cabinet Estimates Committee. The following
agencies are exempt from FTE monitoring and employees of these agencies are
not included in the estimates -

Animal Resources Authority
Bankwest (formerly the R & I Bank of WA)
Bunbury Water Board
Busselton Water Board
Curtin University of Technology
Dairy Industry Authority of WA
Edith Cowan University
WA Egg Marketing Board
Government Employees Superannuation Board
Grain Pool of WA
Gold Corporation
Lotteries Commission
Perth Market Authority
WA Meat Commission
Murdoch University
National Trust of WA
WA Potato Marketing Authority
Rottnest Island Authority
State Government Insurance Commission
Totalisator Agency Board of WA
University of Western Australia
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(1) Number of state government public sector employees at the end of the
September 1994 quarter was 93 520 FTEs and at the end of the December
1994 quarter was 93 228 FrEs.

(2) Number of state government public sector employees at the end of the
September 1993 quarter was 96 718 FTEs and at the end of the December
1993 quarter was 96 909 FTEs.

WESTERN POWER - "POWER FOR THE PEOPLE", COST
89. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Energy:
(1) What was the cost associated with the production and launch of the

pamphlet entitled "Power for the People - A History of Gas and Electricity
in Western Australia"?

(2) How many copies of this publication have been produced and to whom
have they been distributed?

(3). How many copies are still in stock?
(4) Did the Minister for Energy request Western Power, or its predecessor, or

suggest to Western Power, or its predecessor, that it should produce this
publication?

(5) If not, was the Minister consulted before the history was commissioned?
(6) Was the Minister involved, in any way, in suggesting or recommending

what contributions should be included in the publication?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following response -

(1) The cost for the production and launch of "Power for the People" was
$108 650.

(2) 10 000 copies were produced. The books were distributed to all
employees of SECWA, schools, libraries, members of Parliament and to
the members of SECWA's Retired Members Club.

(3) 1 723.
(4)-(5) In view of the imminent disaggregation of SECWA into separate

electricity and gas businesses, it was decided appropriate that the
organisation should have a history of its involvement in the development
of the energy industry in Western Australia available for future
generations. The Minister was advised that the history had been
commissioned and invited to contribute a foreword to the publication.

(6) No.
PREMIER AND CABINET, MINISTRY OF - MABO COORDINATION UNIT

Operations Cost; Staff
94. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) What has been the cost of operating the Mabo coordination unit within the
Premier's department up until March 28, 1995?

(2) What is the breakdown of this expenditure?
(3) How many officers and at what salary level are employed within this unit

or are working within the unit on contract?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Expenditure for the Mabo coordination unit is as follows -
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1993-94 Fin- 1 July 1994 to
ancial Year $ 31 March 1995 $ Total $

Staff salaries, allowances and
travelling costs 119831 85948 205779

Communication costs 48 702 881 49 583
Services and contracts 1 200 985 227 930 1 428 915
Consumables, stationery etc 11 430 3 987 15 417
Maintenance costs 672 73 745
Purchase of computing and

other equipment 14405 12659 27 064
1396025 331478 1727503

(3) Four permanent Public Service officers are employed within the unit on
salary levels of -

$29 990
$37 105
$56984
$91 143

POLICE DEPARTMENT - CHANGES TO NAME, UNIFORMS, COST
97. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What is the estimated cost for -

(a) 1994-95;
(b) 1995-96; and
(c) 1996-97,
for the changes currently under consideration to change the police
department's name, uniforms, badges, colours etc?

(2) Was any consultant engaged by the Police Department and working on
recommendations on this issue for any period prior to or including 14 to
16 February 1995?

(3) Is it correct that the Police Department was anticipating a report from its
consultant on this question within six weeks from 15 February 1995?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) The Police Service has introduced "action caps" for non-commissioned
uniformed officers engaged on operational duties. The cost of this
initiative is $32 000. The conversion from blue to khaki uniform for the
Bunbury police region will be implemented on a programmed basis in the
near future. The Bunbury police region being the last of the country
regions, formerly uniformed in blue, to be converted to khaki coloured
uniforms. The cost of this initiative is estimated at $64 000. However,
these costs will offset against outfitting officers as they transfer
throughout country regions. No other changes to uniforms have been
approved, therefore estimated costs have not been determined for any of
the fiscal years requested.

(2)-(3) No.
TELECOMMUNICATIONS MANAGEMENT UNIT - ESTABLISHMENT DATE

100. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) On what date did the State Government's telecommunication's

management unit come into existence?
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(2) How many officers are currently employed within the unit?
(3) In what positions and at what levels are these officers employed?
(4) What is the overall budget for this unit for 1994-95?
(5) What number of additional FTEs will be attached to the unit during the

1994-95 and 1995-96 financial years, and at what cost?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1) 1 February 1995.
(2) Seven staff are carrying out the duties of the positions in the unit, pending

formal recruitment action.
(3) As the state telecommunications management unit is a new unit, position

duty statements are undergoing the normal approval and level setting
process. All positions and the size of the unit are based on an independent
consultants' report by Ernst and Young, dated December 1994. Only the
director's position has had its level confirmed at this time at level 9. The
levels of staff carrying out the duties of the positions in the unit are -

Level 9 Director
Level 7 Contract manager
Level 7 x 3 Telecommunications project managers
Level 6 Process improvement manager
Level 1 Administrative support

(4) The estimated expenditure for this unit in 1994-95 is $315 000.
(5) No additional staff are expected to be attached to the unit in 1994-95 or

1995-96, although some public sector agency staff will be seconded to
Pacific Star, at its cost, under the terms of the contract.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TELECOMMUNICATIONS, EXPENDITURE
103. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Resources Development:
(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department

or agency within the Minister for Resources Development current
portfolio areas for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for
telecommunications expenditure other than Telecom phone accounts?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -
Minister's Office -

(1) (a) $1 983.29
(b) $9 649.00
(c) $10000.00

(2) (a) Optus: $323.22
(b) Optus: $867.75
(c) Optus: $1 800

Department of Resources Development -

(1) (a) $15 685.36
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(b) $60 224.77
(c) $60 000.00

(2) (a) Nil
(b) Optus: $126.55
(c) Optus: $200

SECWA/Western Power -

Service type -
Term facilities
PABX call costs
Private lines costs
Telecom works
PABX maintenance
Moves and changes
Pagers
Staff telephones
Fax maintenance
Comms Labour costs
IT DDS/DDN
Total costs
Expenditure other than phones
AlintaGas -

1992-93

2719
391

11
181
46

4 469
1 631

Expenditure $000
1993-94 1994-95

21 8
3207 2900

133 150
2 15

342 345
36 250

133 130
139 110
42 45

217 200
549 500

4821 4653
1475 1 643

(1) (a)-(b) Not applicable.
(c) Period 1. 1.95-30.6.95 is $590 000, which consists of -

Microwave services $210 000
Mobile radio services $85 000
Computer data services $105 000
Office phones and mobile phones $190 000

(2) (a)-(b) Not applicable.
(c) The above estimate includes expenditure of $400 000 for other

than Telecom phone accounts as detailed.
Energy Policy and Planning Bureau/Office of Energy -

(1) (a) Nil
(b) $11 149
(c) $52 000

(2) Nil.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TELECOMMUNICATIONS, EXPENDITURE

110. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department

or agency within the Minister's current portfolio areas for each of the
following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for
telecommunications expenditure other than Telecom phone accounts?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Department of Environmental Protection -

(1) (a) $145000
(b) $115000
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(c) $125 000 (budget estimate)
(2) Nil.
Perth Zoo -

(1) (a) $49000
(b) $56000
(c) $52 000 (budget estimate)

(2) Nil.
Kings Park and Botanic Garden -

(1) (a) $14359
(b) $24338
(c) $20 500 (budget estimate)

(2) Approximately $2 000 each year on two way radio licence.
Waterways Commission and Swan River Trust -

(1) WWC $ SRT $
(a) 41 395 17 140
(b) 52012 29485
(c) 61720 23000

(2) (a) Not available Not available
(b) $300 $1 310
(c) $600 $500

Department of Conservation and Land Management -

(1) (a) $2049000
(b) $2048000
(c) $2 058 000 (budget estimate)

(2) (a) $794 705
(b) $758619
(c) $501 636

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TELECOMMUNICATIONS, EXPENDITURE
111. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department

or agency within the Minister for Health's current portfolio areas for each
of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for
telecommunications expenditure other than Telecom phone accounts?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
With regard to agencies within the Health portfolio, I advise as follows -
Health Department of Western Australia -

The information sought by the member will require considerable research and
necessitate contact with all state health care units, and I ami not prepared to
allocate resources for this purpose. However, if the member has a specific query,
he should put it in writing and I will have the matter addressed.
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority -

(1) Telecommunications -
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(a) Not available in time given
(b) $147 268.

(2) Other than Telecom accounts - telecommunications -

(a) Not available
(b)-(c) Nil.

WA Health Promotion Foundation (I-ealthway) -

(1) (a) $28 169
(b) $30 300
(c) $24 900 Estimate

(2) Not applicable.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS, COST

120. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Resources Development's
portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for printing, preparing and posting Christmas cards in
December 1994?

(2) How many Christmas cards were -

(i) printed; and
(ii) posted,
in December 1994 at public expense?

(3) How many Christmas cards were sent to -
(i) other government departments or agencies;
(ii) Ministers; and
(iii) members of Parliament?

(4) Is a Christmas card mailing list maintained?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

Department of Resources Development/Office of Energy -

(1) There was no cost for printing and preparing Christmas cards as all cards
were purchased from charitable organisations at an approximate cost of
$180. The cost of posting Christmas cards in December 1994 was
$145.40.

(2) (i) None.
(ii) 361.

(3) (i) 32.
(ii)-(iii)

None.
(4) Yes.
Western Power -

(1) $1 875.
(2) (i) 2 050.

(ii) 2050.
Western Power is a self-funding organisation. It recovers the cost of
printing and posting Christmas cards from the revenue it earns.
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(3) (i) 70.
(ii) 4.
(iii) 6.

(4) Yes.
AlintaGas -

(1) $2421.
(2) (i) 1 000.

(ii) Approximately 650.
(3) It is unknown what number of Christmas cards were sent to other

government departments or agencies, Ministers and members of
Parliament.

(4) AlintaGas does not maintain a central Christmas card mailing list.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS, COST

126. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
For each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area -

(I) What was the cost for printing, preparing and posting Christmas cards in
December 1994?

(2) How many Christmas cards were -

(i) printed; and
(ii) posted,
in December 1994 at public expense?

(3) How many Christmas cards were sent to -
(i) other government departments or agencies;
(ii) Ministers; and
(iii) members of Parliament?

(4) Is a Christmas card mailing list maintained?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
State Taxation Department -

(1)-(3) Nil.
(4) No.
Valuer General's Office -

(1) $75.
(2) (i) 48.

(ii) 48.
(3) (i) 40.

(ii) 1.
(iii) Nil.

(4) No.
Government Employees Superannuation Board -

(1) Nil.
(2)-(4) Not applicable.
State Government Insurance Commission -

(1) Printing $600
Posting $225
Total $825
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(2) (i) 500.
GOi 500.

(3) (i) 140.
(ii) 5.
(iii) 6.

(4) Yes.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS, COST

132. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Police's portfolio area -
(1) What was the Cost for printing, preparing and posting Christmas cards in

December 1994?
(2) How many Christmas cards were -

(i) printed; and
(ii) posted,
in December 1994 at public expense?

(3) How many Christmas cards were sent to -

(i) other government departments or agencies;
(ii) Ministers; and
(iii) members of Parliament?

(4) Is a Christmas card mailing list maintained?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -
The Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -
(1) $331.87.
(2) (i) 160.

(ii) 154.
(3) (i) 49.

(ii) 4.
(iii) Nil.

(4) Yes.
The Director, Police Licensing and Services has advised as follows -

(1) $75.
(2) (i) Nil.

(ii) 38.
(3) (i) Nil.

(ii) 1 .
(iii) Nil.

(4) Yes.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOBILE PHONES, EXPENDITURE
137. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Resources Development:
(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency

operating within the Minister for Resources Development's portfolio?
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(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communication to each department or
agency within the Minister's portfolio during 1993-94?

(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1994-95?
(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile

communications so far this financial year?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -
Minister's Office -

(1) Four.
(2) $5 377.
(3) $5 377.
(4) $2 634.
Department of Resources Development -

(1) Nine.
(2) $2073.
(3) $9 800.
(4) $5 166.
SEC WA -

(1) 337.
(2) $204 000.
(3) $250 000 July-January.
(4) $250 000.
Western Power -

(1) 258.
(2) Nil.
(3) $100 000 February-June.
(4) $67 000 January 1995-March 1995.
AlintaGas -

(1) 130.
(2) Nil.
(3) $40 000 January-June.
(4) AlintaGas uses mobile phones and mobile radio communications

extensively in its operations. Actual expenditure from 1 January 1995 to
31 March 1995 totals $24 000 for mobile phones, with no expenditure to
date for mobile radio services.

Office of Energy -

(1) 18.
(2) Nil.
(3) $6000.
(4) $920.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOBILE PHONES, EXPENDITURE
144. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency
operating within the Minister's portfolio?
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(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communication to each department or
agency within the Minister's portfolio during 1993-94?

(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1994-95?
(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile

communications so far this financial year?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Department of Conservation and Land Management -

(1) 98.
(2)-(4) Precise data is not readily available. The information sought would

require considerable research and I am not prepared to allocate resources
for this purpose. If the member is able to provide a more focused request I
will endeavour to provide a response.

Department of Environmental Protection -

(1) 34.
(2) $17000.
(3) $16000.
(4) $12000.
Kings Park and Botanic Garden -

(1) Nine.
(2) Approximately $600.
(3) Approximately $7 000.
(4) Approximately $5 000.
Waterways Commission and Swan River Trust -

WWC SRT
(1) Five Three
(2) $1 560 $378
(3) $3075 $1 955
(4) $2600 $1420
Perth Zoo -
(1) Two.
(2) Nil.
(3) $1 205.
(4) $755.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOBILE PHONES, EXPENDITURE
149. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency

operating within the Minister for Police's portfolio?
(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communication to each department or

agency within the Minister's portfolio during 1993-94?
(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1994-95?
(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile

communications so far this financial year?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -
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(1) 174.
(2) $47 530.
(3) Approximately $90 000 - allocation for mobile telephones is part of

general telephone allocation.
(4) Approximately $59 710 - allocation for mobile telephones is part of

general telephone allocation.
Note: In (2), (3) and (4) cost includes rental costs and costs of mobile telephone

calls.
I am advised by the Director, Police Licensing and Services as follows -

(1) Seven.
(2) $1 539.
(3) $2 890.
(4) $2 168.

METROBUS - NAME CHANGE COST
153. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What was the total cost of replacing the name Transperth for the
metropolitan bus service with the name Metrobus?

(2) Will the Minister itemise that cost, and include details of the cost of
changing the name on -

(a) the buses;
(b) bus stops;
(c) timetables;
(d) stationery; and
(e) in other related places?

(3) What was the cost associated with the engagement of consultants or
agencies to design, promote and implement the name change?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) The name Transperth has not been replaced by MetroBus. Due to the

possibly entry of private operators within the Transperth system, the name
Transperth was transferred to the control of the Department of Transport
and the bus operating organisation therefore had to change its trading
name. The cost of introducing the name MetroBus is $17 956.

(2) (a) A decal has been added above the front door of buses to identify
the operating organisation - cost $97 1.

(b)-(c) Nil.
(d) Old stationery was allowed to run down to virtually nil stock at

changeover date, so the only stationery costs associated with the
name change was some artwork - see reply (3).

(e) Bus backs $644, bumper stickers $212, depot signs $950. Forrest
Place launch cost $4 000.

(3) An advertising agency was used to develop the logo and to produce
artwork for a number of applications such as stationery, decals and bus
backs. The cost of their involvement was $11 179.

POLICE - UNIFORMS, CHANGE PROPOSALS
Consultant Employment

154. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Has the Police Department engaged a consultant to examine proposals to

change the Western Australian police uniform?
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(2) If yes -

(a) what motivated the appointment of this consultant;
(b) who has been engaged;
(c) at what cost; and
(d) with what terms of reference?

(3) Has the consultant reported yet on the issue of a possible uniforma change?
(4) If yes, what was the recommendation of the consultant on this matter?
(5) If not, when will the consultant's report be presented to the Government

and will the Minister table a copy of the report in the House?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2)-(5)

Not applicable.
PACIFIC STAR COMMUNICATIONS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

157. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) What services has the Government contracted Pacific Star

Communications to provide?
(2) Which of these services were included in the request for tender

specifications of September 1994?
(3) On what basis is it anticipated that there will be a saving in

telecommunications expenses of over $I 55m over six years?
(4) What is the annual cost to Government of this contract with Pacific Star?
(5) What percentage of savings in telecommunications expenses will be

retained by Pacific Star?
(6) Was the Queensland Government involved with Pacific Star in securing

the contract with the State Government in Western Australia?
(7) If yes, what was the nature of that involvement and what, if any, financial

return does the Queensland Government receive as a result of the WA
Government contract?

(8) What specific industry and community related benefits to the State are
required under the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) The services to be provided under the contract with Pacific Star are

summarised in the tender document as: Management of
telecommunications services and infrastructure; brokerage of
telecommunications services and infrastructure; resale of
telecommunications services and infrastructure; and supply of services
and infrastructure to support the management of telecommunications - for
example, billing services.

(2) All of the above.
(3) Savings in telecommunications expenditure by Government will stem

from: Price reduction via increased discounts, negotiated lower costs,
economies of scale and the effects of competition; rationalisation of
government networks and services, including telephones, computer
networks, video networks and mobile radio networks; staff savings by
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secondnment or transfer of staff to the telecommunications manager, and
administrative and efficiency savings due to simplified bill payment.

(4) The existing gross expenditure on public sector telecommunications
services within the potential scope of the contract has been estimated at
$200m per year. The take up of services under the contract has been
estimated to reach 80 per cent of this amount in the sixth year of the
contract. However, the contract covers, in the main, services already used
by Government and cost savings will be made as a result of the contract.
Charges for the services provided by the contractor will be more than
covered by savings made resulting in no additional net cost to
Government. Some new services will be introduced under the contract, at
extra cost to Government. Each new service will be developed with
agencies on a business case basis with the cost offset by efficiencies in
other areas and/or cost effective improvements in the core business of
agencies in their delivery of services to the public.

(5) The remuneration formula in the contract provides for 10 per cent of
audited savings to be retained by the contractor.

(6) Yes.
(7) The Queensland Government was involved:

As a customer reference and example of what could be achieved;
advice direct to Government on contractual matters based on its
experience;
provide access to aggregation of WA business volumes and
Queensland Government business volumes with a range of
suppliers to the Queensland Government.

Financial returns to the Queensland Government stem only from the
increased aggregation of dollar volumes by Pacific Star adding WA
Government business to that of the Queensland Government in the
negotiation of discount levels with suppliers. These increased discounts
benefit equally the WA and the Queensland Governments. As Queensland
Government volumes are at least double WA business volume, WA
benefits most from this arrangement.

(8) Specific industry benefits required under the contract are that the
contractor shall: Ensure WA suppliers have fair opportunity to participate
in provision of goods and services under the contract using State Supply
Commission procurement policies; seek business partnering with WA
suppliers in pursuit of opportunities outside the contract, including
promotion of technology developed in WA in national and international
markets and the support of WA based research and development; establish
a new mobile telecommunications business venture with its head office in
WA, with nationwide operation and a target of 100 staff; and provide
telecommunications resale services to WA private sector businesses
leading to decreased costs for their telecommunications services.
Specific community benefits required under the contract are that the
contractor shall: Make recommendations and provide services which aim
to improve and expand the range and quality of telecommunications
services available outside the Perth metropolitan area; combine state
public sector demand and community demand to make a business case to
carriers for enhanced services outside the Perth metropolitan area; be
involved in sponsorship and support of community benefit activities
throughout the State; obtain direct financial benefit for WA business by
including it in the WA Government aggregation base; contribute expertise
to specific communications projects with benefits to the community, on
request from Government; stimulate carrier interest in the introduction of
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pew services which will improve benefits to the community; and
investigate the combination of telecommunications services and changes
in the business operation of the state public sector to develop options for
better service delivery to the WA public.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - NAME CHANGES OF DEPARTMENTS,
AGENCIES OR BODIES

330. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) Would the Minister for Resources Development please list -

(a) the current name; and
(b) the previous name,
of any department, agency or body within his portfolio area which has had
a change of name since January 1993?

(2) On what date was the name change effected for each of these departments,
agencies or bodies referred to in part (1) above?

(3) What was the total cost to the Government of each of these name
changes?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -
(1)-(2) (i) The Department of Resources Development was established on

17 February 1993 to assume some of the function and
responsibilities of the former Department of State Development.

(ii) The Office of Energy was established on 1 January 1995 through
the merger of the Energy Policy and Planning Bureau and the
functions and resources of the former SEC WA regulatory services
branch.

(iii) The State Energy Commission of Western Australia was split into
two corporatised entities and the Electricity Corporation (Western
Power) and Gas Corporation (AlintaGas) were established on
I January 1995.

(3) The following costs are based on signage, artwork and other incidentals -

Department of Resources Development $914
Office of Energy $889
Western Power/AlintaGas* Nil
*No cost to the Government as there were no changes to names.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - NAME CHANGES OF DEPARTMENTS,
AGENCIES OR BODIES

345. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Would the Minister please list -

(a) the current name; and
(b) the previous name,
of any department, agency or body within his portfolio area which has had
a change of name since January 1993?

(2) On what date was the name change effected for each of these departments,
agencies or bodies referred to in part (1)?

(3) What was the total cost to the Government of each of these name
changes?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) Department of Environmental Protection

(b) Environmental Protection Authority.
(2) The Environmental Protection Authority changed to the Department of

Environmental Protection on I1I January 1994.
(3) Approximately $3 000.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENERGY BILLS FOR DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES

347. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) What was the total energy bill for each department or agency operating

within the Minister for Resources Development's portfolio for 1993-94?
(2) What is the estimated total cost for the supply of energy to each

department or agency operating within his portfolio area for the current
financial year?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response-
Minister's Office -

(I) $11227.
(2) $12000.
Department of Resources Development -

(1) $37 121.
(2) $40000.
Energy Policy and Planning Bureau -

(1) $2839.
(2) Nil.
Office of Energy -

(1) Nil.
(2) $16500.
SECWA -
(1) Internal consumption was 42 500 000 units valued internally at $3.40m.

(2) Nil.
Western Power -
(1) Nil.
(2) $2.72m.
AlintaGas -

(1) Nil.
(2) 1 January 1995 to 30 June 1995, $650 000. Natural gas as compressor

station fuel is estimated at $3.064m.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENERGY BILLS FOR DEPARTMENTS AND

AGENCIES
348. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What was the total energy bill for each department or agency operating

within the Minister for Police's portfolio area for 1993-94?
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(2) What is the estimated total cost for the supply of energy to each
department or agency operating within his portfolio area for the current
financial year?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -
(1) $3107590.
(2) $3 230 044.
Note: (1) and (2) include electricity and gas but does not include motor vehicle
and aviation fuel.
I am advised by the Director, Police Licensing and Services as follows -
(1) $99732.
(2) $103 000.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENERGY BILLS FOR DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES

355. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) What was the total energy bill for each department or agency operating

within the Minister for Health's portfolio area for 1993-94?
(2) What is the estimated total cost for the supply of energy to each

department or agency operating within his portfolio area for the current
financial year?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
With regard to agencies within the Health portfolio, [ advise as follows -
Health Department of Western Australia -I refer the member to the reply to
question I111.
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority -

(1) $75811.
(2) $76 000.
WA Health Promotion Foundation (Healthway) -

(1) $5044.
(2) $6 226.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENERGY BILLS FOR DEPARTMIENTS AND
AGENCIES

361. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
(1) What was the total energy bill for each department or agency operating

within the Minister's portfolio area for 1993-94?
(2) What is the estimated total cost for the supply of energy to each

department or agency operating within his portfolio area for the current
financial year?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
State Taxation Department -

(1) $79935.
(2) $74 600.
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Valuer General's Office -

(1) $54580.
(2) $120000.
Government Employees Superannuation Board -

(1) $68465.
(2) $71 900.
State Government Insurance Commission -

(1) $116 568.50.
(2) $142 977.12.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION LEASED FOR
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES

364. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each

department or agency within the Minister for Resources Development's
portfolio area for 1993-94?

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office
accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current
financial year?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

Minister's Office -
(1) $319961.
(2) Nil - now paid by the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet.
Department of Resources Development -

(1) $870 879.
(2) $1 184000.
SEC WA -

(1) $1.lm.
(2) -

Western Power -
(1) Nil.
(2) $0.59m.
AlintaGas -

(1) Nil.
(2) The period I January 1995 to 30 June 1995 is $315 000; this includes -

HO Quadrant. $220 000
Gas distribution (Kewdale) $50 000
Gas transmission (East Perth) $45 000

Energy Policy and Planning Bureau -

(1) $46854.
(2) Nil.
Office of Energy -

(1) Nil.
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(2) $146 728. Rental has increased by $94 500 due to the transfer of technical
and safety regulatory functions from SECWA to the Office of Energy as a
result of the energy restructure.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION LEASED FOR
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES

365. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each

department or agency within the Minister for Police's portfolio area for
1993-94?

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office
accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current
financial year?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) $1927 045.55.
(2) $2 348 000.
I am advised by the Director, Police Licensing and Services as follows -
(1) $597481.
(2) $634 912.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION LEASED FOR
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES

372. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each

department or agency within the Minister for Health's portfolio area for
1993-94?

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office
accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current
financial year?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Health Department of Western Australia -
The information the member has requested would require considerable research
and contact with all health care units in Western Australia. I am not prepared to
allocate resources for this purpose; however, if the member has any concerns
relating to office accommodation leased by a specific health care unit or hospital,
I would be happy to provide an answer.
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority -

(1) $53525.
(2) $54 000.
Health Promotion Foundation of WA (Healthway) -

(1) $58 683.
(2) $63 460.
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MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION LEASED FOR
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES

378. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each

department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1993-94?
(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office

accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current
financial year?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
State Taxation Department -

(1) $585078.
(2) $608 975.
Valuer General's Office -

(1) $788 064.36.
(2) $680 000.
Government Employees Superannuation Board -

(1) $789706.
(2) $874 100.
State Government Insurance Commission - leases floorspace in the Forrest
Centre, which it owns 100 per cent, and Westralia Square, which it owns 70 per
cent. The total cost of the office accommodation leased is as follows -

(1) $1 823 768.02.
(2) $1 921 609.36.
FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY - KIAM CORPORATION PTY LTD,

CONTRACTS AWARDED
390. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) For what tendered work was the company Kiam. Corporation Pty Ltd hired
to do for the Fremantle Port Authority?

(2) On what basis was Kiamn accepted over other tenders for the work they are
doing?

(3) What were Kiam's initial tender rates and scope of work?
(4) What are the current rates Kiamn is charging and their current scope of

work?
(5) Is there any discrepancy between parts (3) and (4)?
(6) If yes, why?
(7) Has the Fremantle Port Authority's purchasing and supply policy been

contravened in this process?
(8) What is the value of the contracts awarded to Kiamn to date?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON! replied:
(1) Kiamn was contracted to provide maintenance day labour. This includes

maintenance of the Fremantle Port Authority's buildings, wharves,
facilities and services.

(2) Five companies tendered for provision of maintenance labour. Kiamn
Corporation met all tender requirements and was the lowest bid.

(3)-(6) Specification of tender was - "provision of maintenance labour covering a
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wide range of skills", electrical, mechanical, plumbing, welding, rigging
and crane driving, and carpentry. The wage rates on which the tender was
based were in accordance with the metal trades award. The scope of work
is unchanged except that in May 1994 Kiarn was asked to submit revised
rates. These rates have been agreed for circumstances where provided
maintenance labour is working with Fremantle Port Authority labour
based on the employment conditions and rates of pay as provided for inthe infrastructure maintenance award covering Fremantle Port Authority
day labour. Some minor works projects up to the value of $20 000 are
now packaged and undertaken on a negotiated lump sum basis using the

* maintenance labour hire rates applicable as the basis for the initial tender -
metal trades award - and including the provision for minor tools,
equipment, facilities, materials, and administration costs.

(7) No.
(8) $1 080 000 of which $948 000 was for contract labour hire and $132 000

was for negotiated minor works projects.
SOLAR POWER STATION - BUILDING PROJECT

408. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Energy:
(1) Is the Minister aware of a coalition parties' pledge to build a $lm,

100 kilowatt solar power station in Western Australia?
(2) Has this power station been built?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) Is the Government still committed to building such a solar power station?
(5) If yes -

(a) when will it be built;
(b) will tenders be called from local firms for the building of this power

station;
(c) which government agency will manage this project; and
(d) where will the funding for this project come from?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following response -
(1)-(3) A solar power station is presently being constructed in the Western

Australian town of Kalbarri and is due for completion by the end of April.
Rated at 20kW and costing $500 000, this will be the largest grid
connected photovoltaic plant in Australia.

(4) The Government is committed to building this project as indicated by the
work at Kalbarri. Sufficient land has been acquired at the project site for
possible future expansion.

(5) Tenders were called within Australia. Local firns won all contracts.
They all supplied Australian made products. Perth company WA Solar
Supplies won the tender for supply and delivery of the photovoltaic
modules. The photovoltaic modules were manufactured by BP Solar
Australia. Perth company BAY Solar won the contract for supply and
installation of the photovoltaic tracking rigs. B/W Solar is the
manufacturer of these tracking rigs. Kalbarri company Kaye and Benning
wvon the tender for the civil works contract. Thbe power conditioning
inverter is supplied by Perth company Advanced Energy Systems as part
of a joint venture between Western Power Corporation, Advanced Energy
Systems, Murdoch University energy research institute, Curtin University
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power electronics research unit and the Energy Research and
Development Corporation. Western Power Corporation is managing and
funding this project.

MINERAL SANDS - BEENUP OPERATION
409. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Mines representing the Minister for

Resources Development:
(1) Does the Government support the development of the Beenup mineral

sands operation near Augusta?
(2) Has a radiation survey been carried out on the ore body?
(3) If yes, are the radiation levels likely to pose a hazard to workers or the

public?
(4) How will the mineral sands concentrate be transported from the site for

export?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

(1)-(2) Yes.
(3) No.
(4) Ilmenite, rutile and zircon will be transported to Bunbury by road for

export, along a newly constructed purpose-built Sues Road.
ROADS - DAWESVILLE REALIGNMENT, TIMETABLE

413. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the Government's, timetable for the construction/completion of the

Dawesville realignment road?
(2) Has any provision been made for the allocation of funds for this project in

the current budgetary context?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Work on the Dawesville deviation will be completed in 1998-99.
(2) Yes. Planning design and land acquisition costs of $1.1m are being

allowed for in 1995-96 to 1997-98. Construction expenditure of $3.9m
will be set aside in 1998-99 to finish the project.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - MOBILE PHONE ACCOUNTS
415. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) How many members of the State Parliament have* part of their mobile
phone accounts paid for by the Ministry of Premier and Cabinet pursuant
to the determination of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal?

(2) What has been the total cost to government for the current financial year
for the part-payment of members of Parliament's mobile phone accounts
pursuant to this determination of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1) 47.
(2) $24 088.43. The determination of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal

provides for the reimbursement to a specified maximum amount of the
access charge and call costs incurred where a member has a mobile
telephone for parliamentary and electorate use. In many cases this
reimbursement covers the total cost of the mobile telephone charge to a
member.
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MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - PROGRAMS MEETING NEEDS OF
ABORIGINES

418. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) Which departments and agencies within the Minister for Resources

Development's portfolio areas have programs aimed at delivering services
or other government activity to meet the needs and interests of Aboriginal
people in Western Australia?

(2) What funds have been allocated within the 1994-95 financial year for
specific use by each of these departments or agencies within the
Minister's portfolio area to deliver programs that target the needs of
Aboriginal people?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

Department of Resources Development/Office of Energy -
(1) There are no programs specifically to service the needs of Aboriginal

people.
(2) None specifically. The department's programs are consistent with its

mission "to plan, promote and coordinate the responsible development of
the State's resources for the benefit of all Western Australians".

Western Power -

(1) Western Power is developing an equal employment opportunity
management plan which includes a number of programs aimed at
managing diversity. These programs encourage the acceptance, value and
management of individual and cultural differences in the workplace.
Western Power also carred out work in Aboriginal communities on a fee
for service basis for both the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Commission and the Aboriginal Affairs Department.

(2) Western Power has not allocated any specific funds for programs in the
1994-95 financial year which target the needs of Aboriginal people.
These programs will be funded out of the general equal employment
opportunity budget of $132 000.

AlintaGas -

(1) AlintaGas did not come into operation until 1 January 1995. However, the
allocation of funds within the 1994-95 financial year to deliver programs
that target the needs of any equal employment opportunity target group
has been from a generic EEO budget.

(2) None specifically.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - PROGRAMS MEETING NEEDS OF

ABORIGINES
426. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) Which departments and agencies within the Minister for Health's portfolio

areas have programs aimed at delivering services or other government
activity to meet the needs and interests of Aboriginal people in Western
Australia?

(2) What funds have been allocated within the 1994-95 financial year for
specific use by each of these departments or agencies within the
Minister's portfolio area to deliver programs that targt the needs of
Aboriginal people?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) Health Department of Western Australia

(b) WA Alcohol and Drug Authority
(c) Health Promotions Foundation (Healthway).

(2) (a) $24.3m has been allocated for 1994-95 financial year for programs
specifically targeting the needs of Aboriginal people. In addition it
is estimated that $140m is spent on providing mainstream services
to Aboriginal people.

(b) $425 500 - Aboriginal addictions training program. $312 100 -
salaries for Aboriginal employees.

(c) Healthway has a special Aboriginal health project funding
category which makes it easier for Aboriginal groups to apply to
Healthway for funding. While no separate budget provisions exist,
based on previous years' information, it is estimated that
Healthway will provide in excess of $500 000 in 1994-95 towards
events and activities which target the needs of Aboriginal people.
METROBUS - BUMPER STICKERS; BUSES

438. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What number of bumper stickers have been produced to identify the

MetroBus fleet?
(2) At what cost were these bumper stickers produced?

(3) Where were the MetroBus bumper stickers produced?
(4) To what other use have these bumper stickers been put other than on the

MetroBus fleet?
(5) How many buses are currently in the MetroBus fleet?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) 2000.
(2) $212.
(3) At MetroBus.
(4) As part of promoting the new name they were given to staff and key

stakeholders.
(5) 851.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ELECTIRICITY AND GAS EXPENDITURE
442. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What was the total expenditure on the supply of -

(a) electricity; and
(b) gas,
for each department or agency within the Minister for Police's current
portfolio areas for each of the following years -

(i) 1992-93;
(ii) 1993-94; and
(iii) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years mentioned above was
for energy bills other than with SECWA?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

() (i) $3088387
(ii) $3 107 590
(iii) $3 230 044.
Due to the financial system currently utilised by the WA Police Service, it
is not possible to separately identify expenditure of electricity and gas.

(2) It is not possible to readily identify payments made to creditors other than
Western Power (SECWA). Howyever, an examination of year to date
expenditure for 1994-95 suggests that the amount would be minimal.

I am advised by the Director, Police Licensing and Services as follows -
(1) (i) $99684

(ii) $99 732
(iii) $103 000.
Note: Separate costing for electricity and gas is not maintained.

(2) Nil.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ELECTRICITY AND GAS EXPENDITURE

449. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) What was the total expenditure on the supply of -

(a) electricity; and
(b) gas,
for each department or agency within the Minister for Health's current
portfolio areas for each of the following years -

(i) 1992-93;
00i 1993-94; and
(iii) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years mentioned above was
for energy bills other than with SEC WA?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Health Department of Western Australia - I refer the member to the reply to
question Il11.
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority -

(1) (i) $76899
(ii) $75 811
(iii) $76 000.

(2) Not available.
WA Health Promotion Foundation (Healthway) -

(1) (i) $5019
(ii) $5 044
(iii) $6 226.

(2) Nil.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS

458. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) What departments and agencies within the Minister for Resources
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Development's portfolio areas have effected savings to government in
areas of expenditure since February 1993?

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

Department of Resources Development and Office of Energy -

(1) Nil.
(2)-(3) Not applicable.
Western Power -

(1) SECWAIWestemn Power has effected savings in expenditure since
February 1993 in areas of labour, fuel and debt servicing costs.
Additional savings have been achieved through safety improvement and
quality assurance programs and through amended work practices.

(2) Precise cash values of all savings in expenditure have not been quantified.
However, ongoing annual savings from initiatives taken to reduce labour,
fuel and debt servicing costs are estimated to be $97m.

(3) Savings have been achieved in line with government policies and aims
relating to energy market reforms and reduced electricity tariffs.

AlintaGas - established as at 1 January 1995 -

(1)-(2) Nil.
(3) Not applicable.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS
459. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What departments and agencies within the Minister for Police's portfolio

areas have effected savings to government in areas of expenditure since
February 1993?

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) The Police Department.
(2)-(3) While the Police Department constantly seeks to improve cost

efficiencies, it is not possible from our existing systems to quantify cash
savings made. Savings originate for a variety of reasons, such as policy
changes, management direction, officer initiative and so on. In all cases,
the savings are used internally within the department to increase funding
for existing activities and to enable new activities to be undertaken.
Savings to government and other government also originate from the
actions of sworn officers in the execution of their duties. Such savings are
obviou sly not quantifiable.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS
461. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

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

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon E-J. CHARLTON replied:
Answer provided by the Minister for Community Development -
(1)-(3) Numerous changes have meant that resources within the Department for

Community Development have been used more effectively; however,
there has been no global reduction in resources.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS
472. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:

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

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1)-(3) Legislative requirements provide that each department or agency shall

exercise its powers in an efficient and economic manner and shall use its
best endeavours to ensure that it operates cost efficiently. Each
department or agency's performance indicators are included in its annual
report and are prepared to assist users in evaluating the performance of
that organisation in achieving its goals and objectives and, therefore,
would indicate what savings may have been realised in a particular
financial year.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS
473. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:

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

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Department of Conservation and Land Management -
(1) CALM.
(2) It is not possible to give a precise cash value.
(3) Policies of the Government and policy decisions made by CALM.
Department of Environmental Protection -

(1) The Department of Environmental Protection has utilised its full budget
allocation. In 1994-95 its budget allocation was reduced by $250 000.

(2)-(3)
See (1).

Kings Park and Botanic Garden -

(1) Kings Park and Botanic Garden has estimated that it will achieve savings
of $15 000 in electricity charges during 1994-95.

(2) $15000.
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(3) Compliance with government policy to reduce levels of expenditure on
energy usage.

Waterways Commission and Swan River Trust -
(1) The Waterways Commission has effected some savings.
(2) $50 000 per annum.
(3) No policy change. The savings were achieved by changing the

arrangements for weed harvesting operations at Albany from subcontract
to direct employment of labour. The savings were directed to other areas
within the commission to meet increased responsibilities.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WATER SUPPLY COSTS
475. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Resources Development:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Resources Development's
portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water
bills other than from the Western Australian Water Authority?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response.-
Minister's Office - WAWA costs not available -

(1) (a) $208
(b) $408
(c) $800.

(2) (a) $208
(b) $408
(c) $800.

Department of Resources Development -

(1) (a) $11758
(b) $28 497
(c) $34 500.

(2) (a) Nil
(b) $207
(c) $500.

Office of Energy -

(1) (a)-(b) Nil
(c) $4 400 (Leederville).

(2) (a)-(b) Nil
(c) $243.

SEC WA/Western Power -

(1) (a) $1124000
(b) $1 301 000
(c) $1362000.

(2) (a) $525 360
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(b) $550 075
Wc $694 515.*
*'The above amounts are inclusive of water service charges and
consumption as well as sewerage, drainage and fire service costs where
applicable. Also included are the operating costs associated with the
pumping of water from minesites to Muja power station. Approximately
65 per cent of the total costs relate to usage for Kwinana and Muja power
stations. Estimates have been made for the balance of the 1994-95 year.

AlintaGas -

(c) $6 500.
(2) Nil.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WATER SUPPLY COSTS
476. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Police's portfolio area -
(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water
bills other than from the Western Australian Water Authority?

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

ITam advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) (a) $257403
(b) $345 118
(c) $344 380.

(2) It is not possible to readily identify payments made to creditors other than
the Western Australian Water Authority. However, an examination of
year to date expenditure for 1994-95 suggests that the amount would be
minimal.

I am advised by the Director, Police Licensing and Services as follows -

(1) (a) $8 372
(b) $7414
(c) $8 000.

(2) Nil.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WATER SUPPLY COSTS

483. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Health's portfolio area -
(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water
bills other than fr-om the Western Australian Water Authority?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
With regard to agencies within the Health portfolio, I advise as follows -

Health Department of Western Australia - I refer the member to the reply to
question I111.
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority -

(1) (a) Not available
(b) $12626
(c) $12000.

(2) Nil.
WA Health Promotion Foundation (Healthway) -

(1) (a) $4908
(b) $4698
(c) $4205.

(2) (a) $708
(b) $231
(c) Nil.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WATER SUPPLY COSTS

489. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
For each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -
(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water
bills other than from the Western Australian Water Authority?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
State Taxation Department -

(1) (a) $1 529
(b) $3022
(c) $21 000.

(2) None.
Valuer General's Office -

(1) (a) $50 384
(b) $35 407
(c) $31711.

(2) None.
Government Employees Superannuation Board -
(1) (a) $50591

(b) $53 61.0
(c) $57 863.

(2) Nil.
State Government Insurance Commission -

(1) (a) $118042.54
(b) $100737.85
(c) $86 000.00.

(2) Nil.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
491. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) How much did the Premier's department spend on consultants between
August and December 1993?

(2) For each consultancy -

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

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature
and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground.
As the member would be aware the Government has given a commitment
to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by the Government on a
six monthly basis. The first report covering the period 1 July 1994 to
31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
492. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

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

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

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

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -

Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature
and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by the
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
496. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
(1) How much did the Minister for Local Government's department spend on

consultants between August and December 1993?
(2) For each cons ultancy -

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

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

Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature
and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions. I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the samne
ground. As the member would be aware the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by the
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
498. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) How much did the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' department spend on

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

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

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2)
Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature
and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by the
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
.503. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) How much did the Minister's department spend on consultants between
August and December 1993?

(2) For each consultancy -

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

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature

and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by the
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
508. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) How much did the Premier's department spend on consultants between
January and June 1994?

(2) For each consultancy -

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

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

See answer to question 491.
CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE

509. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) How much did the Minister for Resources Development's department

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

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

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -
I refer the member to question 492.

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

for Local Government:
(1) How much did the Minister for Local Government's department spend on

consultants between January and June 1994?
(2) For each cons ultancy -

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

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature

and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by the
Government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
I July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
515. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) How much did the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' department spend on

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

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

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -
Please refer to the answer provided to question 498.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
520. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) How much did the Minister's department spend on consultants between
January and June 1994?
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(2) For each consultancy -
(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) 1 refer the member to my answer to question 503.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS
526. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

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

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

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

(1) 340 cards were purchased from Rocky Bay Inc at
a cost of $1.50 per card (this amount includes $12.50
for postage and handling) $522.50
Printing $84.00
Postage - 251 cards were sent $83.06
Total $689.56

(2) No.
(3) O'Keefe and Gee of 18 Oxford Street, Leederville.
(4) 'There were 89 cards unused. As the cards are undated, the remainder will

be used for this year's Christmas greetings.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS

530. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
(1) What was the number and total cost to the Minister for Local

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

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

(1) The number of Christmas cards purchased last year was 400 and the
production cost was $515.

() Yes.
(3) State Print.
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(4) Unused Christmas cards are held over for the following year.
GRAIN POOL BUILDING - ACCOMMODATION RENTED BY GOVERNME-NT

544. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier
(1) What accommodation is currently rented by the Government in the Grain

Pool building?
(2) Have any Ministers occupied the building since February 1993?
(3) If yes -

(a) which Ministers;
(b) what space did they occupy; and
(c) for what period of time did they occupy the building?

(4) Are these Ministers still in the building?
(5) If no, what reasons were given for moving?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1) 797.4 square metres.
(2) Yes.
(3) (a) Hon P. Omodei, MLA.

(b) 434.4 square metres.
(c) Until 23 May 1994.

(4) No.
(5) Expansion space required that could not be provided on the existing floor

and relocated to a government owned building (Dumas House).
CONSTITUTIONAL COMMITTEE - COST

553. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) What is the total cost to government on the work of and the report of the

Western Australian Constitutional Committee?
(2) What was the remuneration of the chairman?
(3) In each case what was the remuneration of the other members of the

committee?
(4) What was the cost of travel of the committee including accommodation?
(5) What allowances were paid to or on behalf of the chairman and each

member of the committee?
(6) What is the basis of the rate of remuneration paid and the rate of

allowance paid?
(7) Who determined the remuneration and allowances paid?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1) $107630.
(2) The chairman waived his entitlement to sitting fees and received no

remuneration.
(3) Each member received a sitting fee of $108 for a full day and $73 for a

half day for attendance at meetings. This amounted to $31 266.
(4) $23 740.
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(-()Each member received sitting fees of $ 108 for a full day or $73 for a half
day except the chairman.

(7) Sitting fee remuneration was on the recommendation of the Public Service
Commission and is consistent with that received by similar boards and
committees.

CALM - CONTRACrS
562. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Have any contracts been entered into by the Minister and the
Executive Director of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, other than the contract with AMRAD, pursuant to
the Conservation and Land Management Amendment Act 1993?

(2) If so, with respect to each contract -

(a) what is the date;
(b) who are the parties to it;
(c) what is its purpose;
(d) what is the value;
(f) what services or funds are to be provided by the department;
(g) what services or funds are to be provided to the department; and
(h) will the Minister table the contractual documents?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A memorandum of understanding between myself, CALM's Executive

Director and the Centre for Pure and Applied Research in Biota Derived
Chemistry Limited was signed on 24 March 1995. The parties have
agreed to work to negotiate and agree upon an arrangement by which the
centre will be provided with some samples of Western Australian flora for
therapeutic and scientific purposes, furthering scientific research in this
State.
The MOU has no value in itself but the terms of the arrangement yet to be
negotiated will involve various payments and services to CALM in return
for flora collection services by the department. However, it is too early
for these matters to be discussed in detail or for the MOU to be tabled.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

584. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment:
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -

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

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

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Gardening services at the Department of Conservation and Land

Management's Como operations headquarters. Management of light
vehicle fleet.

(2) No full time equivalents have left the public sector as a result.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
591. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

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

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

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

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Tourism has provided the following reply -

(1) None.
(2) Not applicable.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

594. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Regional Development:
With respect to the Minister for Regional Development's department and each of
the bodies administered within that department -
(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December

1994?
(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public

sector?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Regional Development has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) None.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

596. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
With respect to the Minister for Resources Development's department and each
of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December

1994?
(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public

sector?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following response -
(1)-(2) Nil.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

597. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Energy:
With respect to the Minister for Energy's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

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

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



Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following reply-
Western Power
(1) (a) SECWA did not privatise any of its functions from 16 December

1994 to 31 December 1994.
(b) Western Power has not privatised any of its functions from 2

January 1995 to 31 March 1995.
(2) Not applicable.
AlintaGas
(1) While no functions have been privatised, certain AlintaGas activities have

been contracted out. There has been considerable outsourcing of
activities, the major services contracted out being meter reading, bill
production and technical services.

(2) As the above are all new positions, no jobs existing prior to 31 December
1994 have been lost.

Office of Energy
(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

641. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Resources Development's portfolio area on entertainment or
hospitality in -

(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government
business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

644. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Community Development:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Community Development's portfolio area on entertainment or
hospitality in -

(a) the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period I July 1994 to 28 March 1995?
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(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

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

(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government
business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

645. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Local Government's portfolio area on entertainment or
hospitality in -
(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year-, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

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

(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government
business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

646. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Commerce and Trade:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Commerce and Trade's portfolio area on entertainment or
hospitality in -

(a) the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) Department of Commerce and Trade
(a) $226 613 (includes $31 186 for official gifts);
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(b) -$180 757 (includes $4 460 for official gifts).
Small Business Development Corporation
(a) $4268
(b) $6010
Perth'International Centre for Application of Solar Energy (CASE)
(a) Nil.
(b) $1062.15
Gascoyne Development Commission
(a) $3 006
(b) $3571
Goldfields Esperance Development Commission
(a) $4 093.45
(b) $3406.55
Great Southern Development Commission
(a) $3 952.34
(b) $5 054.97
Kimberley Development Commission
(a) $5 535.75
(b) $7316.69
Mid West Development Commission
(a) $3 135.20
(b) $1 433.31
Peel Development Commission
(a) $192.75
(b) $616.22
Pilbara Development Commission
(a) $2875.12
(b) $3 814.25
South West Development Commission
(a) $1410
(b) $3968
Wheatbelt Development Commission
(a) $7 520.55
(b) $2 328.90

(2) Minister's Ministerial Office
(a) $13 611I (includes $9 634 for official gifts)
(b) $10 807 (includes $3 727 for official gifts)

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

647. .Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' portfolio area on entertainment or
hospitality in -

(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?
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(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government
business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

649. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Health's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -

(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY,
FUNDS EXPENDITURE

652. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -
(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year-, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY,
FUNDS EXPENDITURE

655. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -
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(a) the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1 )-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY,
FUNDS EXPENDITURE

656. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -
(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
657. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Premier or his office spent on
travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?

(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been
expended by -

(a). the Premier;
(b) the Premier's staff, consultants or others drawing on the ministerial

budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in
quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
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divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
662. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Local Government

or his office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the ministerial

budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

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

(1)-(2)
Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in
quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
663. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Commerce and Trade:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Commerce and

Trade or his office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February
1993?

(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been
expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the

ministerial budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?
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Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) $380421.
(2) (a) $195 165

(i) $3 509
(ii) $86 318 (includes majority of air charter expenses

although Minister may have been accompanied
by others)

(iii) $8 540
(iv) $52 889
(v) $43 909 (includes all vehicle hire and accommodation)

(b) $185256
(i) $14711
(ii) $17 352 (identified as travelling with Minister)
(iii) $10218
(iv) $80801
(v) $62 174 (includes all vehicle hire and accommodation)
TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE

664. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs

or his office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the

ministerial budget allocation for -

(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate. air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in
quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
669. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister or his office spent on
travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?

(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been
expended by -

(a) the Minister,

1572



[Tuesday, 2 May 1995] 57

(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the
ministerial budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in

quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EXPENDITURE
679. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
(1) What has been the total expenditure incurred to 28 March 1995 in the

maintenance and operation of the Minister for Local Government's
ministerial office since February 1993?

(2) What is the breakdown of that expenditure?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(1) Total expenditure incurred to 28 February 1995 - $445 091.95.
(2) Breakdown of expenditure - $

Travel and other staffing costs 98 928.10
Communications 62577.12
Office accommodation rental 43904.88
Air charter 82 125.90
Other services 37 305.43
Consumable supplies 41 767.40
Electricity, gas and water 20 861.50
Motor vehicle maintenance 454.75
Office equipment purchases 51 462.87
Commonwealth grants 5 704.00

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EXPENDITURE
688. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What has been the total expenditure incurred to 28 March 1995 in the
maintenance and operation of the Minister's ministerial office since
February 1993?

(2) What is the breakdown of that expenditure?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) $493551.
(2) .Other staffing costs $65 119

Communications $103 676
Services and contracts $127919
Other, including purchase and maintenance of assets $196 837
Total $493 551
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MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOTOR VEHICLES
700. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) How many vehicles are currently in use within each department or agency

within the Minister for Health's portfolio area?
(2) What details are available about the type of vehicle fleet maintained by

each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio areas?
(3) What positions within each department and agency have vehicles provided

to the position occupant?
(4) What is the monthly cost to each department and agency within the

Minister's portfolio for operating and maintaining its vehicle fleet?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
With respect to agencies within the Health portfolio -

Health Department of WA
(1) The Health Department and its agencies currently have 1 364 vehicles in

use. This figure comprises -

Health Department (including non-teaching board hospitals) 1 177
Royal Perth Hospital 45
Fremantle Hospital 68
King Edward Memorial Hospital 15
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children 21
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 38

Dedicated vehicles allocated to positions within the Health Department
are restricted to officers who are eligible to participate in the executive
vehicle scheme and staff who are entitled to a vehicle by way of
contractual arrangements or award provisions (for example, medical
officers in the north west, as specified in the WA State Public Hospitals,
Medical Practitioners Award 1987). As control of day to day vehicle fleet
management within the Health Department has been devolved to local
area management throughout the State, considerable resources would need
to be committed to provide more detailed information in respect of this
and operating and maintenance costs. [ am unwilling to commit the use of
these resources unless the member has a particular need for these details.
I would be happy to investigate any specific concerns which the member
may wish to raise.

Alcohol and Drug Authority
(1) 27 vehicles.
(2) All except two vehicles are leased through FleetWest. Fleet comprises 25

two wheel drive, Apollo wagons, sedans, Nova hatches, Ford and
Commodore sedans, two four wheel drive Toyota Landcruisers; 14
vehicles are metropolitan area based; 13 vehicles are country based.

(3) Vehicles supplied to -
(0) General manager (SES position);
(ii) Senior medical officer (SES position).

(4) $14 479 per month (approximately average).
Health Promotion Foundation (Healthway)
(1) Three.
(2) Healthway owns three vehicles as follows -
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Vehicle Purchase Price Current Book Value

Magna V6 Executive sedan 21 356 19 042
Magna V6 Executive wagon 22 368 20 131
Lancer GLX hatch 19 410 17 792

(3) Director (Chief Executive Officer) Magna V6 Executive sedan
(4) $1 300 per month.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS -MOTOR VEHICLES
706. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:

(1) How many vehicles are currently in use within each department or agency
within the Minister's portfolio area?

(2) What details are available about the type of vehicle fleet maintained by
each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio areas?

(3) What positions within each department and agency have vehicles provided
to the position occupant?

(4) What is the monthly cost to each department and agency within the
Minister's portfolio for operating and maintaining its vehicle fleet?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
State Taxation Department
(1) Twenty.
(2) A full description of each vehicle is maintained.
(3) Commissioner and Senior Assistant Commissioner.
(4) Average cost is $13 300 per month.
Government Employees Superannuation Board -
(1) Five.
(2) Holden Berlina sedan, Holden Calais sedan, Toyota Camry sedan, Toyota

Camnry wagon and Toyota Corolla sedan.
(3) Executive Director and Director, Investments.-
(4) Approximately $1 500.
Valuer General's Office
(1) 45 vehicles; 7 motor bikes.
(2) 24 Holden Apollo I Mazda ute

8 Holden Commodore 5 Holden Nova
4 Toyota Four Runners 1 Toyota Seca
2 Holden Rodeo 7 Honda motor bikes.

(3) Valuer General - exclusive use: Chief Valuer Metropolitan; Chief Valuer
Country.

(4) $33 500.
State Government Insurance Commission
(1) 19.
(2) SGIC uses only passenger vehicles.
(3) Executive and senior managers who have elected to include in their total

employment contract use of a motor vehicle, plus three pool vehicles.
(4) $19 000 per month, approximately. However, this is reduced by $8 000

contributed from salary sacrifice deductions. The net total is therefore
approximately $11 000.
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS
725. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) With reference to the Premier's ministerial office, how many credit cards
are utilised by the Premier or the staff to cover items of ministerial
expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?
(3) Which officers, other than the Premier, are authorised to utilise these

credit cards and incur expense?
(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?
(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by

utilising these credit cards?
(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the

Premier's ministerial office for -
(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1)-(6) Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as

much of the information sought by the member has already been provided
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS
730. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
(1) With reference to the Minister for Local Government's ministerial office,

how many credit cards are utilised by the Minister or the staff to cover
items of ministerial expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?
(3) Which officers, other than the Minister, are authorised to utilise these

credit cards and incur expense?
(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?
(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by

utilising these credit cards?
(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the

Minister's ministerial office for -
(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1)-(6)

Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as
much of the information sought by the member has already been provided
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS
732. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) With reference to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' ministerial office,

how many credit cards are utilised by the Minister or the staff to cover
items of ministerial expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?
(3) Which officers, other than the Minister, are authorised to utilise these

credit cards and incur expense?
(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?
(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by

utilising these credit cards?
(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the

Minister's ministerial office for -

(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as
much of the information sought by the member has already been provided
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS
737. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) With reference to the Minister's ministerial office, how many credit cards
are utilised by the Minister or the staff to cover items of ministerial
expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?
(3) Which officers, other than the Minister, are authorised to utilise these

credit cards and incur expense?
(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?
(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by

utilising these credit cards?
(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the

Minister's ministerial office for -

(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as
much of the information sought by the member has already been provided
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
743. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Premier's portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply-
See answer to question 49 1.

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

for Local Government:
What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Minister for Local Government's portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature and
given that much of the information sought by the member has previously been
provided in response to similar questions, I am not prepared to divert considerable
departmental resources to cover the same ground. As the member would be
aware the Governiment has given a commitment to tabling the details of all
consultants engaged by Government on a six monthly basis. The first report
covering the period 1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CONSULTANTS EXPENDITURE
755. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:

What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Minister's portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 503.

STATESHIPS - CONSULTANTS EMPLOYMENT
980. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many consultants have been employed to investigate and report on
Stateships since the present Minister took office?

(2) What has been the total cost of those consultants including all expenses?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Two major consultancies have been commissioned to conduct reviews and

report on Stateships. Nine major consultancies have been commissioned
to ,assess different aspects arising from the reviews and for operational
purposes.

(2) $235 945.
STATESHIPS - FUTURE

98 1. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the Government's current commitment to continuing Stateships services

limited to three years from assuming office, as announced by the
Minister?

(2) If not, what is the Government's commitment to continuing Stateships
services?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) The commitment by the Government is to maintain Stateships under

government management until at least the end of 1996.
(2) Not applicable.

STATESHIPS - CHANGES, SAVINGS
982. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Has the Minister announced that changes introduced at Stateships at his direction
or with his approval, will save taxpayers millions of dollars?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
Improvements are being introduced by Stateships that will ensure the organisation
has a strong future with effective and efficient services and a much reduced call
on government funds.

STATESHIPS - TREASURY, MAINTENANCE FUNDING 1992-93
983. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Is it correct that in the financial year 1992-93 - that is, the period substantially
prior to the Government achieving office - Stateships received $16.95m in cash
from the Treasury to maintain its services?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I refer the member to the 1992-93 annual report of the Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission.

MENTAL HEALTH BILL - INTRODUCTION DATE
990. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Government still anticipating that a Mental Health Bill will be

introduced in this session?
(2) If not, what has changed since the then Minister for Health answered

question on notice 1129 of 1994?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) I anticipate that new legislation to replace the Mental Health Act 1962 will

be introduced during the 1995 parliamentary year. However, it is essential
that any new mental health legislation effectively addresses the serious
concerns that have been raised in relation to the provision of mental health
services in Western Australia. That is, the Government is not prepared to
compromise its commitment to effective mental health reform by
prematurely introducing legislation which will n ot comprehensively
address the problems relating to the delivery of mental health services to
the community.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS
997. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Resources Development:
(1) What numbei of individuals performed services for the Minister for

Resources Development's office either as an officer or under a contract
for service as at 29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
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(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for
the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following reply -
(l)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question, I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1000. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Community Development:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister for

Community Development's office either as an officer or under a contract
for service as at 29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1001. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister for Local

Government's office either as an officer or under a contract for service as
at 29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -
(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1008. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister's office

either as an officer or under a contract for service as at 29 March 1995?
(2) What is their -
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(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1011. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister's office

either as an officer or under a contract for service as at 29 March 1995?
(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1012. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister's office

either as an officer or under a contract for service as at 29 March 1995?
(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member h~s a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - TELEPHONE ACCOUNTS

TRANSFERRED TO THIRD PARTY COMPANY
1021. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Public Sector Management:
(1) Is it now proposed that telephone accounts for state government

departments and agencies will be transferred to the name of a third party
company?

(2) If yes -
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(a) what is the name of that company;
(b) who owns the company;
(c) where is the company based, and
(d) what is the relationship between that company and the Queensland

Government?
(3) Are there wind up provisions in place in relation to that company which

would position the Queensland company in such a way as to have the
opportunity of purchasing the assets of the company prior to any other
bidder?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) Yes, all agencies and departments that have agreed to transfer will from

now on have their accounts issued by CornsWest Pty Ltd.
(2) (a) CornsWest Pty Ltd,

(b) Pacific Star Communications Ltd,
(c) Western Australia; and
(d) the parent company of CornsWest, Pacific Star, provides

telecommunications services to the Queensland Government.
(3) No.

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS - BREAKFAST FUNCTION
1023. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) What was the cost of the breakfast function put on for chief executive
officers on 21 March 1995?

(2) Who organised the function?
(3) How many CEOs attended?
(4) Where was the function held?
(5) What was the purpose of this breakfast function for the CEOs?
(6) Have there been previous functions of this type for CEOs since February

1993?
(7) If yes -

(a) on what dates;
(b) at what cost;
(c) for what purpose; and
(d) at what locations?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) As indicted on the invitation, the breakfast function was entirely paid for

by the hosts, Pacific Star Communications Pty Ltd, and the cost is not
relevant to government expenditure.

(2) The function was jointly organised by Pacific Star and the State
Telecommunications Management Unit of the Public Sector Management
Office.

(3) Twenty two.
(4) Hyatt Regency, Perth.
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(5) (a) As an initial marketing approach by Pacific Star Communications
ty Ltd, trading as CornsWest, to potential client agencies under

the new Telecommunications management contract.
(b) To provide an overview of the role and function of the State

Telecommunications Management Unit, and to introduce the
Government's telecommunications manager, CoinsWest.

.(6) Not in relation to this initiative.
(7) Not applicable.
HOSPITALS - PRIVATE SECTOR INVOLVEMENT, HEALTH CARE OF

AUSTRALIA REPORT

1032. Hon N.D. GRIFFIHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Can the Minister for Health confirm that the Government has sought

advice from a private sector hospital operator Health Care of Australia to
advise it on the feasibility of private sector involvement in Western
Australia's public hospitals?

(2) When was the appointment made?
(3) What is HCOA being paid?
(4) Can the Minister assure the House that HCOA will not be invited to tender

to provide services as a result of its report to the Government?

(5) What steps has the Minister taken to ensure that HCOA has no conflict of
interest in providing the report?

(6) What steps has the Minister taken to make sure that HCOA's report will
have integrity?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Yes, the study was designed to use Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital as the

model, but with the findings to have potential for application to other
public hospitals.

(2) December 1994.
(3) $50 000.
(4) HCOA would be able to tender for any service advertised in the usual way

if a decision were made to introduce private sector involvement.

(5) HCOA was required to provide a report identifying a range of options for
possible private sector involvement. None of the options provide a
competitive advantage to HCOA.

(6) The report is being analysed by Health Department of Western Australia
officers and a private sector management consultancy company.

HIGH COURT - STATE CHALLENGE TO NATIVE TITE ACT
Legal Fees

1035. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
With respect to the legal fees of $894 286.63 incurred in briefing counsel external
to the Crown Solicitor's Office for the state challenge to the Native Titles Act
1993 -

(1) Who was briefed?
(2) In each case what fees and disbursement were incurred?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
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(1) The legal fees of $894 286.63 were incurred in briefing D. Jackson QC, A.
Robertson, C. Wheeler, C. Humnphry and Freehill Hollingdale and Page.

(2) Amounts incurred to October 1994 were as follows -
D. Jackson QC $284 242.00
A. Robertson $93 522.00
C. Wheeler $48364.00
C. Humphry $169 808.00
Freehill Hollingdale and Page $298 350.63

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
1045. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Mines:

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

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 576.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1046. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Lands:
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 577.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1049. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Resources Development:
With respect to the Minister for Resources Development's department and each
of the bodies administered within that department -
(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or

wholly?
(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following reply -
I refer the member to my answer to question 596.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1051. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Energy:
With respect to the Minister for Energy's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my answer to question 597.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1060. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
With respect to the Minister for Local Government's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(I) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?

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

I refer the member to my answer to question 576.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1065. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the.Minister
for Tourism:
With respect to the Minister for Tourism's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Tourism has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my answer to question 591.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1069. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs:
With respect to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my answer to question 617.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
1072. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

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

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
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Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -
I refer the member to my answer to question 618.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATIO0N OF FUNCTIONS

1074. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 584.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1075. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Water Resources:
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -
(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or

wholly?
(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 585.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1076. 'Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Arts:
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 586.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1077. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Fair Trading:
With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation, either partly or.
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 587.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS -PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1088. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
With respect to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs' department and
each of the bodies administered within that department -
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(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 576.

HEALTH SERVICES (CONCILIATION AND REVIEW) BILL -
INTRODUCTION DATE

1089. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Government still expect to introduce the foreshadowed Health

Services (Conciliation and Review) Bill in this session?
(2) If not, what has changed since the then Minister for Health answered

question on notice 1128 of 1994?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to the answer to his identical question 989 of 29 March 1995.

INFECTIOUS DISEASES - LEGISLATION
1092. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
With respect to the answer provided to question on notice 707 of 1994, when is it
anticipated that infectious diseases legislation will be introduced?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
It is the Minister for Health's intention to introduce infectious diseases legislation
in this session of Parliament. However, this depends on the finalisation of the
drafting process which is currently under way.

DYING WITH DIGNITY - GUIDELINES DECISION
10 95. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) Has a decision been made as to whether or otherwise to adopt a

guidelines approach to the issue of "Dying with Dignity"?
(2) What is the decision and the reasons for it?
(3) If so, when was the decision made?
(4) If no decision has been made, when is it anticipated that a decision will be

made?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) No.
(2)-(3)

Not applicable.
(4) A decision will be made after the Dying with Dignity working party

presents its final report to me, which I expect to be later this month.
CROCODILE PARK, BROOME - LEGAL FEES

1105. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) What was the total cost to the State Government for the legal expenses of

the Broome crocodile park owner Malcolm Douglas that relate to efforts
to secure land for the purpose of opening a crocodile park in Broome?

(2) Is it correct that the legal fees alone were in the order of $ 100 000?
(3) To whom were these fees paid?
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(4) What was the breakdown of the amount paid?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
1 he Premier has provided the following reply -

() The total cost to the State Government for the legal expenses of the
Broome crocodile park owner, Malcolm Douglas, that relates to efforts to
secure land for the purposes of opening a crocodile park in Broome was
$147 014.82.

(2)

(3)
Yes.
Mallesons Stephen Jaques.

(4) The amount paid covered $133 446 in legal fees and disbursement of
$13 568.82.

HIGH COURT - STATE CHALLENGE TO NATIVE TITLE ACT
Legal Advice Tabling

1106. Hon TOM STEPH-ENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) Now that the High Court decision has been handed down in the matter of

native title legislation, will the Premier table all legal advice received by
the State Government in regard to its unsuccessful challenge to the federal
native title legislation?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) No.
(2) The advice is both confidential and subject to legal professional privilege

and public immunity privilege which the Government is not prepared to
waive.

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES - FIMISTON MINE
Tailings Storage Extension, Works Approval; Tailings Dam

1112. Hon L.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:
I refer the Minister to the Fimiston Tailings storage extension developmental,
construction activities on mining lease M26/308 and other surrounding mining
tenements near prospecting licence P 2612665 -

(1) On what date did the Minister's department approve the works approval
for the extension?

(2) Did Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines commence work prior to the
Minister's approval being granted?

(3) Has a condition to plug existing drill holes on the floor of the proposed
tailings dam been made?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Will the proposed dam have an impermeable membrane?
(6) If not, why not?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to the answer to question without notice dated 6 April 1995. I
am becoming very concerned at the number of questions which are in identical
terms to others already asked. Even a simple identification of this results in
considerable processing time and is a waste of taxpayers' money.
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GWALIA - SONS OF GWALIA MINE, COMPENSATION PAYMENTS
1113. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Mines:

In relation to the Sons of Gwalia Mine at Leonora -

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the Sons of Gwalia Mine are paying
community members in the town of Gwalia $50 per week compensation?

(2) If so, what is this compensation for -
(a) noise;
(b) dust nuisance;
(c) health effects;
(d) property damage; or
(e) other?

(3) If compensation is being paid to community members in the town of
Gwalia is it being paid by the Sons of Gwalia or Roche Brothers
Contracting?

(4) What monitoring and research programs are being carried out in the town
of Gwalia to assess the levels of dust and silica in order to avoid a
community health disaster similar to that at Wittenoom?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) The management of the Sons of Gwalia mine at Leonora has confirmed

that it has entered into an agreement to pay each of the nine residents of
the town of Gwalia the sum of $200 per month for the limited duration of
the current cutback in the Sons of Gwalia pit, which is expected to be
completed by the end of 1995.

(2) Sons of Gwalia management has stated that these payments are made as a
recompense for any inconvenience which may be experienced as a result
of dust or noise. No payments are made in respect of health effects.

(3) The sum in question is paid by Sons of Gwalia.
(4) 1 am advised that the Sons of Gwalia mine has cooperated with the

Department of Environmental Protection in assessment of nuisance dust
levels in the Gwalia township, with due regard to background ambient
dust levels in the region.
Dust monitoring results on site and in the region to date do not appear to
indicate that there is a threat of any serious health problems; however, I
am advised that the Department of Minerals and Energy will pursue a
coordinated approach with the Department of Environmental Protection to
determine if additional dust monitoring may be required in the Gwalia
townsite. Any comparison with the potential for risk to health between
the townsite of Gwalia and Wittenoom is unwarranted.

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES - MT CHARLOTTE
Dust Control

1117. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Can the Minister explain why dust suppression techniques have not been

enforced on Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines' Mt Charlotte operations
to prevent dust containing high levels of silica from leaving the mine site?

(2) Is this proliferation of dust in contravention of Regulation 98 of the
Mining Act 1978 and Regulations as it causes health threats, nuisance, and
inconvenience to nearby residents?

(3) Has blasting at Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines' super pit ever
affected the health, amenity and convenience of residents of Kalgoorlie-
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Boulder due to the presence of sulphur dioxide, carbon monoxide and
nitrogen dioxide fumes, which would appear to be in contravention of
Regulation 98 of the Mining Act 1978 and Regulations?

(4) What action will the Minister take, in the future, to prevent Kalgoorlie
Consolidated Gold Mines from blasting while prevailing winds are
unfavourable to residents?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) Dust suppression measures to protect the health of employees at the

Mt Charlotte mine are enforced under the Mines Regulation Act, as they
are at all mines. Any concerns over fugitive dust emissions from the
minesite into the general environment should be referred to my colleague,
the Minister for the Environment.

(2) Section 98 of the Mining Act deals with detritus, dirt, sludge, refuse,
garbage, mine water or pollutant. The issue of alleged proliferation of
dust as a fugitive emission from a mine to the regional atmosphere is dealt
with in (1).

(3) I am advised that my department is not aware of the generation of any
gases listed at levels above the ambient levels present in the atmosphere
from normal city and heavy vehicle traffic, which can be traced or
attributed to open pit blasting. It is therefore extremely unlikely that the
emission of fumes from open pit blasting would constitute a breach of
regulation 98 of the Mining Act regulations 1981. Due to the widespread
and rapid dispersal of blasting fumes from open pit firing it is extremely
unlikely that the gases r7ferred to could be detected or identified as
deriving from blasting.

(4) If my colleague, the Minist~r for the Environment, is able to establish that
pollution at an unacceptable level in the atmosphere of residential areas
regularly derives from open pit blasting and refers the matter to me, I will
determine and implement the necessary control measures.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE - RENOVATIONS, BUDGET ALLOCATION
1127. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

Can the Premier advise the House what moneys have been allocated in this year's
Budget for renovations to Parliament House?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to pages 55-57 of the Capital Works Program 1994-95 (Budget
papers) which provide details of new works and works in progress for Parliament
House.

COMMUNITY SERVICES - EMERGENCY RELIEF BUDGET ALLOCATION
1128. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
What amount of money was allocated to community services for emergency relief
in the state Budgets for.-
(a) 1992;
(b) 1993; and
(c) 1994?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply -

Emergency relief is a Federal Government program. The funding to Western
Australia is as follows -
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(1) $1750530
(2) $2113890
(3) $1 908 835
OLD PERTH PORT PROJECT - TENDERS; LEASE ARRANGEMENTS

1129. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Will the Minister for Transport advise the House if the development

known as the Old Perth Port project went to tender?
(2) Is it correct that the financial leasing arrangements for the Old Perth Port

project are less than half that for other similar leasing arrangements for
riverside development; for example, Matilda Bay?

(3) Is it correct that the leasing arrangements for the Old Perth Port project is
at a rate of $25 per square metre compared to $1 000 per square metre at
the Galleria Morley shopping centre?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The question is identical to question 1819 asked by the Hon Kim Chance on
15 December 1994, and the answer provided to the member in writing at that time
remains the same.
(1) The original development known as Old Perth Port was introduced as a

project to the Department of Marine and Harbours in June 1987 by the
Western Australian Development Corporation. I am not aware of the
selection processes that were used by the WADC.

(2) The current riverbed leasing arrangements were based on a valuation by
the Valuer General's Office resulting in an annual rental of $35 000 in the
first year, $45 000 in the second year, $60 000 in the thirdl year, and
market rental thereafter with reviews every three years. Any questions
concerning government leases outside the Transport portfolio should be
directed to the relevant Minister.

(3) The comparison is incorrect. The developers of Old Perth Port must first
construct the buildings over water and then sublease the rentable areas to
tenants who can expect to pay a significantly higher rent than the
developer.
MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS

1134. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
With respect to the Premier's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department, what is the total amount of payments of media accounts
made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1135. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Resources Development:
With respect to the Minister for Resources Development's department and each
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of the bodies administered within that department, what is the total amount of
payments of media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following reply -
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts,
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1139. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Local Government:
With respect to the Minister for Local Government's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department, what is the total amount of payments
of media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1140. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Commerce and Trade:
With respect to the Minister for Commerce and Trade's department and each of
the bodies administered within that department, what is the total amount of
payments of media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -
(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(a) $15372
(b) $4217
(c) $5753
(d) $5471

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1141. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Aboriginal Affairs:
With respect to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' department and each of the
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bodies administered within that department, what is the total amount of payments
of media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -
(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1146. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for Mines:

With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department, what is the total amount of payments of media accounts
made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1149. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Finance:

With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department, what is the total amount of payments of media accounts
made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -
(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1150. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment:

With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department, what is the total amount of payments of media accounts
made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
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(d) February 1995?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.
WESTERN POWER - SECWA, ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION WORK,

ZURHARR PROPERTY, APPLECROSS
1162. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister

for Energy:
(1) Did SECWAfWestern Power undertake work to regularise the electrical

installation which had been made by Mr Stephen Zurhaar in relation to his
property at 42 Tamn Street, Applecross ini 1993 or 1994?

(2) What was the nature of the work done and what was the cost?
(3) Who approved the expenditure?
(4) Is such work normally undertaken at SECWA/Westem Power's own cost?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following reply -

(1) No. SECWA employed a licensed electrical contractor to carry out the
work.

(2) The electrical contractor installed a new consumer mains to a residence at
the mear of Mr Zurhaar's property owned by Mr and Mrs Dear. SECWA
obtained three quotes from private electrical contractors and the lowest
quote of $1 329 was accepted.

(3) The expenditure was approved by SECWA 's manager, southern area.
(4) No, except in extenuating circumstances; that is, when an incorrect ruling

is given by SECWA.
HOSPITALS - SIR CHARLES GAIRDNER

Legal Fees Expenditure
1164. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Mnister for Health:
(1) How much has been spent by Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital on legal fees

during -

(a) 1 July 1993 to 30 June 1994; and
(b) 1 July 1994 to 15 March 1995?

(2) How much of that sum has been spent on services provided by the public
sector legal personnel and how much on private sector solicitors and
barristers?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) $39 373.83

(b) $11 739.71
(2) All the above spent on services provided by public sector legal personnel.

HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH
Legal Fees Expenditure

1165. Hon AJ.G. MacTIiERNAN to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) How much has been spent by Royal Perth Hospital on legal fees during -
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(a) 1 July 1993 to 30 June 1994; and
(b) 1 July 1994 to 15 March 1995?

(2) How much of that sum has been spent on services provided by the public
sector legal personnel and how much on private sector solicitors and
barristers?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) $38456

(b) $47 947
(2) 1.7.93-30.6.94 Public $37 249 Private $1 207

1.7.94-15.3.95 Public $37 991 Private $9 956
PRODUCTIVITY AND LABOUR RELATIONS, DEPARTMENT OF -

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS PROMOTION
1174. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Have Department of Productivity and Labour Relations officers been

given instructions or directions to promote workplace agreements?
(2) Have DOPLAR officers been issued with instructions to promote

workplace agreements in workplaces where complaints have been made to
DOPLAR officers of award breaches?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Yes, in certain areas of the department.
(2) No.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - DISTRICT OFFICES
Budget; Emergency Financial Assistance Allocations; Expenditure

1175. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Community Development:
(1) What was the 1994-95 Budget for the following district offices of

Community Development -

(a) Mandurah;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Manjim up;
(d) Albany; and
(e) Collie?

(2) What was the allocations for emergency financial assistance to each of
those offices for the 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95 (estimate) financial
years?

(3) What was the actual expenditure in the financial years 1992-93 and
1993-94?

(4) What other financial assistance programs does the department have?
(5) What was the total allocations to each of those offices listed in part (1)

above for the financial years 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95?
(6) What was the actual expenditure for each of those offices in 1992-93 and

1993-94?
(7) What was the amount allocated to each of those offices for financial

counselling programs conducted by the department in 1992-93, 1993-94
and 1994-95?
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(8) What was the amount allocated to non-government financial counselling
by each of those offices for 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95?

(9) What was the amount allocated to non-government agencies for
distribution as emergency financial assistance grants for 1992-93, 1993-94
and 1994-95?

(10) What mechanisms are in place to identify the underlying financial
problems of the small percentage of Department of Community
Development clients who shop around to obtain financial assistance grants
from more than one non-government agency?

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

(1 )-(6) This information has previously been provided; refer to question on notice
1002 of 1994.

(7) This information has previously been provided for 1992-93 and 1993-94;
refer to question on notice 1002 of 1994. The figures for 1994-95 are as
follows -

(a) Mandurah $39 585
(b) Bunbury $39 585
(c) Manjimup refer Collie
(d) Albany $39 585
(e) Collie $39 585

(8)-(10)
This information has previously been provided; refer to question on notice
1002 of 1994.

HOSPITALS - BENTLEY
Wards 4 andS5, Upgrading

1177. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Can the Minister for Health confirm that the Government spent $250 000

in the upgrading of ward 4 at Bentley Hospital in 1994?
(2) Can the Minister also' confirm that the Government spent $50 000

upgrading ward 5 at Bentley Hospital?
(3) Can the Minister also confirm that since wards 4 and 5 were renovated

they have not been utilised?
(4) For what purpose were those wards renovated?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(2) Upgrading wards 4 and 5 cost $400 000 in 1994.
(3)-(4) All 36 beds in ward 4 have been fully utilised since renovations were

completed. Ward 4 was modified to accommodate an extra 12 geriatric
beds. Ward 5 has been modified to accommodate 12 child and adolescent
patients and will be utilised when psychiatric staff can be recruited.

CLEARING OF LAND - NATIVE VEGETATION, HECT7ARES; AREAS
1178. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister for the Environment:

It is estimated that some 664 000 hectares of native vegetation on private land are
still being cleared in Australia each year -
(1) Can the Minister confirm how many hectares of native vegetation are

being cleared in Western Australia each year?
(2) In which areas is clearing taking place?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) Clearing of native vegetation is controlled primarily under the Soil and

Land Conservation Act administered by the Minister for Primary Industry,
to whom the question should be referred.

ANDERSON, ROB - HEALTHCARE LINEN
1179. Hon J.A. SCOTTr to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Public Sector Management:
I refer the Minister for Public Sector Management to a letter addressed to the
Minister for Health dated 9 February 1995, tabled in the House on 30 March
1995, entitled "Re Hospital Laundry Linen Service" in which the Minister
discussed the case of Mr Rob Anderson and the Healthcare Linen Service -

(1) Who advised the Minister that Mr Rob Anderson was unhappy about the
process of transferring him from a conflict of interest situation and felt
concern about his career prospects and intimidated by the actions of
Mr Paul Solomon?

(2) Who are Mr Anderson's backers whose confidence may have been
undermnined by his transferral?

(3) Was their confidence undermined because Mr Anderson had been moved
away from a position of conflict of interest where he may have had access
to other tender information, and thus given them confidence that their
tender bid would be successful?

(4) Is the Minister aware that under Section 9 of the Public Sector
Management Act 1994 and Code of Conduct Provisions No 9/91 there are
proper procedural processes for resolving potential conflicts of interest
and appeal mechanisms if the outcomes of those processes are disagreed
with?

(5) If yes, why did the Minister use his political office to seek to override or
interfere with such processes?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Public Sector Management has provided the following reply -

(1)-(5) Mr Anderson himself drew his concerns about his situation to the attention
of the Department of State Services. Mr Anderson was concerned about
both his personal treatment and the potential effect on his prospects. The
relationship between Mr Anderson and his backers is a matter for them.
The action of the Minister Assisting the Minister for Public Sector
Management in writing to the Minister for Health was intended to draw
attention to what appeared to be an unsatisfactory situation relating to
publitc sector management. This action is entirely consistent with the
functions of the Public Sector Management Act 1994 (refer section 10).

TRAVEL -AIR CHARTER AND HIRE ENTITLEMENT, COUNTRY
MEMBERS

1184. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) In relation to the second named member in the accompanying document, I

ask whether there is any substance to the allegation, or to any related
matter?

(2) If so, what action was taken?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) The air charter and hire entitlement is provided to country members by
determination of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal for use "within and
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for the service of their electorates". The tribunal considers that use of the
entitlement to facilitate the attendance of those members at Parliament or
while undertaking parliamentary related functions in Perth is within the
scope of the entitlement. In this regard I am aware that country members
on both sides of the House use the entitlement in this manner.

FORTES CUE HOTEL, WITITENOOM - AUSKI HOLDINGS PTY LTD,
GOVERNMENT REIMBURSEMENTS

1189. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Commerce and Trade:
(1) Has the Western Australian Government provided financial assistance to

settle creditors of Auski Holdings Pty Ltd in respect of its management of
the Fortescue Hotel in Wittenoom between approximately November 1989
and March 1990?

(2) If so, what payments were made and to whom?
(3) What reimbursements were made to Auski Holdings Pty Ltd by the

Western Australian Government in respect of the running of the Fortescue
Hotel, for what purposes were those reimbursements made and over what
dates were the costs incurred?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Auski Holdings Pty Ltd was reimbursed $84 600. This amount

represented the difference between the costs incurred by Auski Holdings
operating the Hotel Fortescue on behalf of the WA Government and the
income generated over the period 1 November 1989 to 28 February 1990,
as per the management agreement between Auski Holdings and the State
Government.

HOMESWEST - LOCAL TENANTS ORGANISATIONS, FUNDING
1194. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Housing:
(1) Does Homeswest make available any funds to assist with the formation or

operation of local tenants organisations?
(2) What steps are involved in order to access these funds?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) In order to access program funds, tenants must demonstrate the

following -

the support of the majority of tenants through public meetings;
appoint officer bearers;
establish a bank account and appoint signatories;
ensure all meetings are open and accountable; and
operate within the program guidelines.

HOMESWEST - BROOME, PAINTING A HOUSE COST
1196. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Housing:
(1) What is the current cost of painting a Homeswest house in Broome?
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(2) What was the cost of this work in -
(a) 1983;
(b) 1987; and
(c) 1991?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1)* (a) Internal approximately $3 243
(b) External approximately $1 141

(2)* (a) Approximately $1 594 (internal)
(b) Approximately $1 921 (internal)
(c) Approximately $2 646 (internal)
*Three bedroom single detached dwelling.

HOMESWEST - COURIER SERVICE
1197. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Housing:
(1) What was the nature, role and function of Homeswest's intermetropolitan

courier service?
(2) Why did Homeswest operate such a service independently of Mailwest?
(3) H-ow long has this service been in operation and what was its total cost in

1993-94?
(4) Who will be operating the service from early April 1995?
(5) At what cost will this service now operate for a full financial year?
(6) What is to happen to the officer whose position is abolished as a result of

the privatisation of this service?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -
(1) Twice daily delivery and pick-up service of documents to Homeswest's

regional and area offices.
(2) Immediate service to metropolitan offices.
(3) (i) Since 1971.

(ii) 1993-94 - $34 610.45.
(4) Courier Australia.
(5) $21 250 pa.
(6) The officer has been placed into a vacant position within Homeswest.

HOMESWEST - TENANCIES, 'VALID OFFER OF TENANCY'
1198. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Housing:
(1) What constitutes a "valid offer of tenancy" from Homeswest?
(2) Are Homeswest properties offered to prospective tenants prior to the

undertaking of clean up, repairs and maintenance of the property
following earlier tenancies?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -
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(1) A valid offer is one which is consistent with the applicant's choices as
stated on the application form and is within entitlement.

(2) Yes. Pre-allocating vacant properties is part of Homeswest's procedures
to reduce turnover times and therefore rent loss on vacant properties.
However, applicants are thoroughly briefed on maintenance work to be
carried out and the date the property will be available for occupation.

HOMESWEST - TENANCIES, REJECTIONS BY PROSPECTIVE TENANTS
POLICY

1199. Hon TOM STEPH-ENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What is the current policy of Homeswest in regard to the right of

prospective tenants to reject an offer of accommodation and still retain
their position on the waiting list?

(2) How long has this policy been in place?
(3) What was the previous policy?
(4) Why was the policy changed?
(5) What efforts have Homeswest made to ensure that prospective tenants are

made aware of this current policy?
(6) Are records kept of the number of prospective tenants who decline an

offer of a tenancy?
(7) If so, what number of offers were declined in the 12 months preceding the

implementation of the current policy?
(8) What number of offers have been declined since the new policy has been

in operation?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1) An applicant is made one valid offer.
(2) Since August 1994.
(3) An applicant was made two valid offers.
(4) To enable Homeswest to house applicants more quickly, for better

management of the waiting list and to achieve cost effectiveness.
(5) All applicants were advised in writing.
(6) No.
(7)-(8) Not applicable.

HOMESWEST - CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAM, NEW HOUSES
CONSTRUCTION

1202. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
How many new houses are planned to be built in 1994-95 under the Homeswest
capital works program in the towns of.-
(a) Kununurra
(b) Wyndham
(c) Halls Creek
(d) Derby
(e) Broome
(f) Newman
(g) Exmouth
(h) Carnarvon
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(i) Denhanm
(j) Yalgoo
(k) Mt Magnet
(1) Cue
(in) Meekatharra?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(a) 20
(b) 0
(c) 13 (this program is subject to review)
(d) 10
(e) 36
(M 4
(g) 0
(h) 5
(i) 2
(1) 4
(k) 0
(1) 0
(in) 2
These figures represent proposed unit commencements and include spot purchase.

ADOPTION ACT - INFORMATION VETOES; CONTACT VETOES
1204. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Transport representing the

Minister for Community Development:
Since proclamation of the Adoption Act 1994 on 1 January 1995 -

(1) How many of the 206 adoptees who placed information vetoes also placed
vetoes on contact?

(2) How many of the 176 adoptees who placed vetoes on contact also placed
vetoes on information?

(3) How many of the 121 relinquishing parents who placed information
vetoes also placed vetoes on contact?

(4) How many of the 114 relinquishing parents who placed vetoes on contact
also placed vetoes on information?

(5) How many of the 221 adoptive parents who placed information vetoes
also placed vetoes on contact?

(6) How many of the 232 adoptive parents who placed vetoes on contact also
placed vetoes of information?

(7) Is it the case that if any of the parties in the adoption triangle placed an
information veto, it would automatically follow that a contact veto also
comes into effect?

Hon E.j. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following reply.-
(1)-(6) These figures would have to be counted manually and this could riot be

done within the time allowed.
(7) No.

HOMESWEST - BROOME, DENSITY HOUSING
1205. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Housing:
(1) Will the Minister for Housing give an assurance that Homeswest tenants
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who currently occupy houses on larger blocks in Broome will not be
- forced or pressured into vacating these houses in order to enable the

construction of higher density accommodation facilities?
(2) If not, why not?
(3) Is the Minister, Homeswest or the Government Employees Housing

Authority currently seeking consolidation or more intensive housing on
land currently occupied by GEHA accommodation in Broome?

(4) If yes, which locations have been identified for consolidation?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes; however, Homeswest has the right to negotiate a transfer with its
tenants.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.

HOMESWEST - BROOME, CONSTRUCTION, REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE
WORK CHECKS

1207. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What checks are in place to ensure that construction, repairs and

maintenance work carried out for Homeswest in Broome is meeting
quality standards?

(2) Is the Minister for Housing aware of complaints that much of the
construction, repairs and maintenance work undertaken for Homeswest in
Broome is being done in a substandard way that does not meet adequate
quality standards?

(3) What steps is the Minister prepared to take in order to ensure that the
standard and quality of construction, repairs and maintenance work in
Broome is raised?

(4) Specifically, will the Minister ensure that the standard is raised for the
following work -

(a) painting;
(b) materials used for construction of cupboards, flyscreens, doors,

interior and exterior walls, windows, bathroom, kitchen and toilet;
and

(c) the provision of clotheslines - of a more adequate size and strength?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1) Trained technical advisers carry out regular inspections during
construction. Regular audits and checks are carried out by the
accommodation managers on maintenance work undertaken by zone
contractors. In addition, Homeswest relies on feedback from its customers
on the timeliness and quality of work.

(2)-(3)
No. However, if the member will provide me with specifics I will have
them investigated.

(4) Homeswest has an approved materials schedule which is reviewed
regularly and all contractors are required to adhere to these specifications.

1602 [COUNCIL]



[Tuesday, 2 May 1995] 10

.WATER AUTHORITY - JOONDALUP REGIONAL OFFICE. RELOCATION
1213. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Can the Minister confirm the relocation of the Joondalup base of regional
management of the Western Australian Water Authority in accordance
with the Government's policy decision made in December 1993?

(2) Where will the new base be relocated?
(3) What services will remain at Joondalup?
(4) How many personnel are involved in this move?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Following consultation with regional customers and in an effort to

improve overall customer services, it was agreed that the Joondalup
regional office should be relocated to the Balcatta depot site. The decision
to relocate will reduce the current fragmentation of regional office sites
and provides the best solution to improve customer service and the
efficiency of operations. It is estimated that the relocation will be
completed by 30 June 1996.

(2) Balcatta Road, Balcatta.
(3) The possibility of leaving a shop front counter at Joondalup dealing with -

General account enquiries and payments
Pensioners/Senior applications and inquiries
Debt recovery matters and arrangements

is currently being investigated. All other services will be progressively
relocated to the Balcatta site.

(4) It is estimated that at the completion of the relocation, 162 personnel will
operate from the Balcatta site, with approximately 116 relocating from the
Joondalup office.

WATER AUTHORITY - SEWERAGE
Bunbury, Building Better Cities Project

1218. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
Further to question on notice 384 of 1995 -

(1) What works have been completed under this project?
(2) Does the total cost of $12 351 000 include the construction of a new waste

water treatment plant?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Completed works to date -

300mm pumping main
main sewer - 932m
pump station structure completed
(fitting out commenced)

(2) No. It does not include a new treatment plant, but an upgrade to WWTP
No 2 to cope. This work has just commenced. Estimated completion date
is March 1996.

TAB - NEW AGENCY AGREEMENT
1221. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Did the Totalisator Agency Board at a special meeting on 24 November
1992 resolve "That the Board agrees in principle to enter into a new
Agency Agreement on a five (5) year plus five (5) year option basis
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encompassing a number of matters reported on and raised in discussion at
this meeting, including a new remuneration scheme"?

(2) Is the TAB now not prepared to provide TAB agents with any security of
tenure beyond five years?

(3) If yes to (2), what are the reasons for that stance?
(4) If not to (2), what is being proposed with respect to the tenure of TAB

agents?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) Yes. However, this resolution was taken in conjunction with the board's

intention to include in the new agreement a buy-back clause to limit the
price to a maximum of two times the agency's earnings before interest and
taxes (EBIT). The WIA TAB Agents Association objected to this
provision as it would lead to a write-down in the goodwill value of the
agencies. Both resolutions were ultimately rescinded by the board of the
TAB in favour of pursuing a five year agreement.

(2)-(4) Not applicable, as the TAB has yet to finalise its agency agreement.
TAB - AGENTS, REMUNERATION REVIEW

1222. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Is it the policy of the Totalisator Agency Board that agents' remuneration

be reviewed annually?
(2) Does the proposed new agreement between the TAB and agents make

provision for remuneration to be reviewed annually?
(3) If not, why not?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(3) Not applicable as the board of the TAB has yet to finalise its agency

agreement.
TAB - AGENTS, NO LEASES RENEWED AFTER JULY 1995

1223. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the -Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Is it the case that all Totalisator Agency Board agents will not have their

leases renewed beyond July 1995?
(2) If so, what criteria are being employed?
(3) What compensation, if any, will be paid to agents who do not have their

leases renewed?
(4) Has any estimate been undertaken of the financial loss to agents who will

not have their leases renewed?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1)-(4) As the board of the TAB has yet to finalise its agency agreement, no final

decision has been made regarding offering agreements to agents beyond
July 1995.

STEPHENSON AND WARD) INCINERATOR - RELOCATION OPPOSITION
1224. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment:

Mr Peter Brown-Cooper of the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP),
in an interview on an ABC morning talkback show on 5 April 1995, made a
statement to the effect that "it was strong opposition from the Felspar Road
Action Group that prevented the Stephenson and Ward Incinerator from
relocating to a more appropriate site in Sheffield Street, Wembley".
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(1) Is it correct that opposition from industries in Sheffield Street prevented
the incinerator from relocating?

(2) If yes, will the Minister publicly retract the statement made by Mr Brown-
Cooper and apologise to the Felspar Road Action Group for his incorrect
allegation?

(3) Why were industries located in Sheffield Street opposed to the
incinerators relocation?

(4) Did industries in Sheffield Street express a lack of confidence in the
technical assurances regarding the public health and environmental risk
from the incinerator?

(5) Has an industry, located in Sheffield Street, recommended that
Stephenson and Ward should provide fluoride, sulphur trioxide and trace
metal emission data from an equivalent plant or alternative evidence to
prove that the proposed upgrade plant is capable of meeting DEP criteria
for these substances?

(6) If yes, and if such data was supplied, will the Minister table same?
(7) If no, why was no such data supplied?
(8) Has an industry, located in Sheffield Street, recommended that the DEP's

works approval and conditions for the upgrading of the incinerator be
expanded to include air emissions criteria for dioxin, furans and PAHs?

(9) Has an industry, located in Sheffield Street, recommended that the
proponent, in consultation with the DEP, design and undertake a
monitoring program that will provide 99 per cent confidence that the plant
will always comply with DEP emissions criteria?

(10) If yes, has the proponent complied with this recommendation?
(11) If not, why not?
(12) Have industries, located in Sheffield Street, threatened to move their

operations out of the Welshpool area if the incinerator was relocated there,
with associated cost to the companies concerned?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Opposition from industry contributed to the decision of the incinerator

operator to withdraw his proposal to relocate to Sheffield Street,
Welshpool.

(2) No. Mr Browne-Cooper' s comments on ABC Radio 6WF on 5 April
referred to the fact that the Feispar Road action group had lodged a formnal
appeal on the Department of Environmental Protection's decision to
handle the proposed relocation of the incinerator under the works approval
provisions of the Environmental Protection Act. It was not to suggest that
this was the only factor which influenced the operator's decision to
withdraw the proposal. In his letter to the department, Mr Stephenson
cited the fact that the City of Canning had been unable to reach a decision
on the development application in the time frame necessary to take up the
option for the new site.
The City of Canning also sought comment from local industries and most
of these were opposed to the relocation, in at least one case citing
widespread community concern about the existing operation in Felspar
Road as highlighted by the Felspar Road action group. The Conservation
Council of Western Australia also appealed against the works approval
decision. The previous Minister for the Environment dismissed both
appeals. It would defy common sense to suggest that the activities of the
Felspar Road action group, including its appeals against the works
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approval decision, did not play a part in the fact that there is now no
proposal to move the incinerator to an environmentally preferable site.
The legitimate role that the Feispar Road action group has played and
continues to play ;n ensuring proper environmental management of the
incinerator is acknowledged. Further, I am assured that there was no
intention on Mr Browne-Cooper's part to mislead the public.

(3)-(12)
Because the incinerator will not be relocating to Sheffield Street, these
questions are no longer relevant. However, it should be said that the
incinerator operator's decision not to proceed with the relocation means
that he will proceed with installation of approved pollution control
equipment on the existing incinerator. The emissions limit for the
upgraded incinerator must comply with national and international
standards. As all biomedical waste incinerators are now licensed by the
Department of Environmental Protection, the Stephenson & Ward
incinerator will be subject to strict licence conditions. The licence will
require the operator to undertake monitoring of all significant air
pollutants. That information will be made available to the public. On
completion of installation of pollution control equipment, and before the
operator's final licence is issued, the public will have a further opportunity
to comment on the proposed environmental protection measures for the
incinerator. The Department of Environmental Protection believes that
the pollution control equipment required to be installed is equivalent to
best available technology for biomedical waste incinerators. Further, the
consultants contracted by the incinerator owners to instill the pollution
control equipment have guaranteed that all air pollutant discharges will
meet the relevant standards or guidelines.

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES - SUPER PIT BLASTS
1227. Hon J.A. SCOTT' to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Will the Minister investigate whether or not Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold
Mines was in breach of regulation 98 of the Mining Act 1978 and
regulations by causing health threats, nuisance and inconvenience to the
public, for open-pit blasts on Wednesday, 29 March 1995 at
approximately midday, -on Sunday, 19 March 1995 at approximately
4.40 pm and on Friday, 24 March 1995 at approximately 4.45 pm, whose
resultant clouds of dust and fumes passed through Boulder residential
area?

(2) If the company has breached the regulations, will it be prosecuted?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) What action will the Minister be taking to instruct Kalgoorlie

Consolidated Gold Mines to keep mining activities at its super pit from
affecting the health of and causing nuisance and inconvenience to the
people of Boulder?

(5) Will the Minister table the results of vibration and over pressure for two
open-pit blasts by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines in its super pit
operations, at approximately 12.00 pm and 4.45 pm on Friday, 24 March
1995, which caused excessive vibration to nearby houses in the Powell
Street, Hainault Road and Launceston Street areas?

(6) Were these blasts within the required limits?
(7) Will the Department of Minerals and Energy compensate residents and

businesses for any damage to buildings and contents caused by blasting by
Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines at its super pit operations?

(8) As open-pit blasting operations by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines

1606 [COUNCIL)



[Tuesday, 2 May 1995] 60

are planned to extend approximately 200 metres closer to residential areas,
what additional measures will the Minister be imposing on the company to
protect the health, property, amenity and convenience of residents in
Kalgoorlie and Boulder?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) No. It is not possible to investigate transient events retrospectively.
(2) As this is a hypothetical question, a clear-cut yes or no cannot be given.

(3) For any prosecution to be conducted, clear and incontrovertible proof
would be required that a substantial and sustained or a highly hazardlous
contravention had taken place. I am advised that widely spaced and
transient emissions at very low levels would not meet the criteria.

(4) No evidence is available of any effect on health. I am advised that the
company already takes every reasonable measure to minimise fugitive
nuisance dust emission from blasting. These measures include blast
design and blasting so far as practicable at times of favourable wind
direction. Prevention of all transient dust emission would require a total
cessation of operations, which I do not contemplate.

(5) I am advised that the department does not carry out continuous monitoring
of blasts and has not conducted monitoring at the times on the date in
question.

(6) Refer answer to (5).
(7) No.
(8) As I advised in response to an earlier question from Hon Jim Scott

(question 1115) I am not aware of any proposed changes to the present
exclusion zone. In the light of this fact, I do not see either the need or the
practicability of further controls.

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES - SUPER PIT BLASTS
1229. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Has the Department of Minerals and Energy been conducting nitrogen
dioxide testing in the last 12 months in the areas of Powell Street, Hainault
Road or Launceston Street in Boulder when Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold
Mines have been blasting in its super pit operations?

(2) If no, will the Minister instruct the Department of Minerals and Energy to
conduct such tests for each and every blast in Kalgoorlie Consolidated
Gold Mines' super pit operations?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) If yes, will the Minister state the time and date of such tests and table the

results for all the testing?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) In response to a complaint from a resident living close to the exclusion

zone boundary in the Boulder area, tests were done during blasts on thre
occasions at that residence during February 1995. I am advised that the
resident was present at each test and viewed the readings.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

(4) Tests were conducted on 2 February, 6 February and 9 February of this
year all at blasting time. Gases tested for, with electronic apparatus
designed for occupational exposure monitoring were CO, S02, and N02.
Readings obtained were as follows -
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2 February - Zero
9 February - Zero
6 February - Trace of S02 N02 (fraction of one part per million)

SCHOOLS - ELECTRICITY CHARGES, COMMERCIAL RATES
1232. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Energy:
(1) Is it correct that schools arm charged commercial rates for electricity?
(2) If yes, on what grounds is this justified?
(3) Will consideration be given to negotiating a lower rate for schools to

compensate them for the fact that they cannot write their electricity costs
off as input costs for taxation purposes?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Energy has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Western Power's tariffs are based on cost recovery. Customers with

similar load characteristics ame grouped together and charged a tariff based
on their average load profile. Residential customers' electricity usage
tends to fall in off-peak period and is spread over seven days a week.
Schools use electricity more during peak hours and this use isconcentrated in the five working days of the week. The cost of supplying
electricity to residential customers is lower than for schools. Therefore,
residential customers and schools face different tariffs. Residential
customers are charged residential tariff while schools are charged general
supply tariff.

(3) No, since tariffs are cost based and there is no room for special discount.
Western Power continues to look at opportunities to reduce general tariffthrough cost cutting measures. It is suggested that schools implement
energy management programs to improve energy efficiency which could
reduce the electricity bills.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - PUMAJINA COMMUNITY,
NEWMAN

Community Coordinator's Position, Funding
1235. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is the community coordinator's position at the Pumajina community inNewman funded by the State Government through the Aboriginal Affairs

Department?
(2)

(3)

(4)

If not, who funds the position?
If yes -

(a) is the position about to be filled;
(b) does the selection process for the position involve a selection panel;
(c) who is on the selection panel;
(d) does the panel include representatives of the local Aboriginal

community?
If not, why not?

(5) Is a representative of the Aboriginal Affairs Department on the selection
panel?

(6) Has the department received representations from the local community
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expressing the view that there is a need for consideration to be given to the
appointment of a local person to this coordinator's position?

(7) Does the department recognise the value of having an Aboriginal person
employed in this position?

(8) Will local Aboriginal people from Newman have the opportunity of being
given consideration for appointment to this vacant position?

(9) If not, why not?
(10) Has the selection panel received an application for the position from local

Newman-based Aboriginal community worker Ms Shirley Viti?
(11) Will Ms Viti's application for this position be given consideration?
(12) Will Ms Viti be given an interview by the selection panel?
(13) If not, why not?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -
(1) Yes, for six months until being funded by a joint commonwealth-state

program.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) (a)-(b) Yes.

(c) Representatives from Shire of East Pilbara, Aboriginal Affairs
Department (Aboriginal person), BHP, Department of
Employment, Education and Training (Aboriginal person), and the
local Aboriginal representative from Pumajina community.

(d) Yes.
(4) Not applicable.
(5)-(8) Yes.
(9) Not applicable.
(10) Details of individual applications are confidential.
(11) All applications will be given consideration.
(12) Unknown until applications are assessed.
(13) See (12) above.

LOVE STARCHES WA - LICENCE; WASTE WATER DISPOSAL
1237. Hon J.A. S COTT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) What were/are the terms and conditions of Love Starches' licence relating
to the disposal of waste water in the years -

(a) 1992;
(b) 1993;
(c) 1994; and
(d) 1995?

(2) Has Love Starches complied with all the conditions of the licence it held
under the Environmental Protection Act in the years 1992 to 1995?

(3) If not, what were the condition(s) with which the company did not
comply, and what action against Love Starches will the Department of
Environmental Protection take for non-compliance with the licence
term(s) for the years 1992 to 1995?

(4) If no action was/is to be taken, why not?
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(5) In each of the years since 1992, what quantity of waste water has Love
Starches' shallow well injected into the aquifer?

(6) What quantities of waste water is Love Starches currently injecting daily
into the aquifer?

(7) Has the DEP agreed to allow Love Starches to inject more waste water
into the aquifer than its licence allows?

(8) If yes -
(a) how long will this be allowed, and under what conditions; and
(b) will the Minister table the relevant documentation and agreements?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The terms and conditions of Love Starches' licence have not changed in

the period from 1992 to 1995. A copy of Love Starches' licence is
attached. [See paper No 298.]

(2) No.
(3) The company has not complied fully with licence condition 7, which

states -

At six monthly intervals, the licensee shall forward records of
monthly discharge volumes, sample analysis results and standing
water levels determined pursuant to conditions 3 to 6, to the
Manager, headworks and Treatment Branch, at the Water
Authority of WA, Perth.

It should be noted that WAWA is not the administrator of the licence. All
monitoring reports were sent to WAWA and not the DEP. Monitoring
reports for the following six month periods -

July-December 1992
January-June 1993
July-December 1993
January-June 1994
July-December 1994

- were not received on time. The DEP does not plan to take any action
against Love Starches at this time.

(4) Monitoring data have since been received for the above periods.
(5) Love Starches is licensed to inject 5OkLday into the aquifer.
(6) Latest monitoring reports indicate that the company is injecting 500kL per

day of wastewater with an additional intermittent amount of 2OkL per day.
(7)-(8)

No action is being taken in relation to this minor excess waste injection
pending a review of all operations by the company.

PLUNKETT, T.S., PTY LTD - DAWESVILLE PROJECT, DECISION
1244. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Minister for the Environment:

Does the Minister intend to approve or reject the project at Dawesville proposed
by developer T.S. Plunkett Pty Ltd?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
T.S. Plunkett Pty Ltd plans to develop land at Point Grey. I understand that it is a
tourist and golf course complex. The development is in the early planning stages
and there is no firm proposal to refer to the Environmental Protection Authority
and the planning agencies as yet.
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RETAIL TRADING HOURS - DEREGULATION
Small Business Association Discussions

1250. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for Fair Trading:
(1) What consultation has been held with the Small Business Association

regarding the deregulation of trading hours?
(2) What was the outcome of those discussions?
(3) Was the Small Business Association in total agreement with the final

decision made and announced by the Minister?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) An extensive public consultation process which involved advertisements

for public submissions and public forums was undertaken for the review
of the retail trading hours legislation. The Small Business Association
made a submission.

(2) Not applicable. See (1) above.
(3) No. Decisions made in the trading hours area are extremely contentious

and total agreement with all decisions is virtually impossible. The
decision announced has maintained a fair balance between the interests of
small and large businesses and provides new opportunities for all
businesses while encouraging small businesses to grow.

RETAIL TRADING HOURS - DEREGULATION
Motor Vehicle Industry Discussions

1251. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for Fair Trading:
(1) What consultation has been held with the motor vehicle industry regarding

the deregulation of trading hours?
(2) What was the outcome of those discussions?
(3) Was the motor vehicle industry in total agreement with the final decision

given and announced by the Minister?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Consultations occurred with the Motor Trade Association of WA

representing licensed motor vehicle dealers.
(2) It was agreed that motor vehicle sales would in future occur from 8.00 am

to 6.00 pm Monday to Saturday.
(3) No. Decisions on trading hours rarely attract total industry agreement.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Expenditure Incurred Against Homeswest

1265. Hon TOM STEPH-ENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Has all ministerial expenditure in the maintenance and operation of an

office for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs been incurred against
Homeswest as the host department for the Minister?

(2) If not, what Ministerial expenditure has been incurred against either the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority or the Aboriginal Affairs
Department?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
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LIQUOR LICENSING - REPORT
1266. Han TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Has the report on liquor licensing in Western Australian been completed?
(2) On what date was it presented to the Minister?
(3) What actions have delayed the tabling of the report?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1)-(3) No report is presently due to be presented to the Minister as part of the

review of the Liquor Licensing Act 1988. However, the report of the
Minister for Racing and Gaming on the review of the Liquor Licensing
Act will be tabled as soon as practicable.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - PREMIER
1282. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall
within the Premier's current portfolio responsibilities?

(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committees from this list do
not form part of the Premier's current portfolio responsibilities?

(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within
the Premier's portfolio responsibility?
Premier -

Commission on Government
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet

Director General's Office
Office of State Administration
Policy Office
Premier's Office
Public Sector Management Office
Government Property Office
Workforce Management & Development Office
Government Media Office
Taskforce Office
Overseas Offices

Official Corruption Commission
Office of the Auditor General
Office, Director of Equal Opportunities in Public Employment
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal
Treasurer -

Bank of Western Australia Ltd
Department of the Treasury
Western Australian Treasury Corporation
Gold Corporation
Parliamentary Superannuation Board
R & I Holdings Ltd
Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd
Public Sector Management -

Public Sector Standards Commission
Public Service Commission
Tourism -

Rottnest Island Authority
Western Australian Tourism Commission
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -

The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently
being reviewed. Details will be published in the Government Gazette
shortly.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - LOCAL GOVERNMENT

1297. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Local Government:
(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall

within the Minister for Local Government's current portfolio
responsibilities?

(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committee's from this list
do not formn part of the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?

(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within
the Minister's portfolio responsibility?
Local Government -

Department of Local Government
Non-statutory:

Aboriginal/Local Government Coordinating Group
Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
Local Government Accounting Advisory Committee
Local Government Professional Development Committee
Local Government Structural Reform Advisory Committee
Ministerial Liaison Committee

Statutory:
Albany Cemetery Board
Building Regulations Advisory Committee
Chowerup Cemetery Board
Control of Vehicles (Off-Road Areas) Advisory Committee
Fremantle Cemetery Board
Interim Caravan Advisory Committee
Keep Australia Beautiful Council (WA)
Local Government Auditor's Board
Local Government Boundaries Commission
Local Government Grants Commission
Metropolitan Cemeteries Board
Municipal Clerks and Treasurer's Qualifications Committee
Municipal Building Surveyors Qualifications Committee
Municipal Engineers Qualifications Committee
South Caroling Cemetery Board
Upper Preston Cemetery Board

Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs -

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

The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently
being reviewed. Details will be published in the Government Gazette
shortly.
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MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
1298. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall

within the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' current portfolio
responsibilities?

(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committee's from this list
do not form part of the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?

(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within
the Minister's portfolio responsibility?
Aboriginal Affairs -

Aboriginal Housing Board
Aboriginal Justice Advisory Council
Aboriginal Social Justice Implementation Group
Aboriginal Women's Task Force
Department of Aboriginal Sites
State Aboriginal Affairs Department
The Aboriginal Advisory Council
The Aboriginal Affairs Coordinating Committee
The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority
The Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee
The Aboriginal Lands Trust
Housing -

Government Employees Housing Authority
Industrial and Commercial Employees Housing Authority
Office of Government Accommodation
Rural Housing Authority
State Housing Commission - (Homeswest)

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -
(1)-(3) The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently

being reviewed. Details will be published in the Government Gazette
shortly.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATESHIPS - GENERAL MANAGER APPOINTMENT
160. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Services:

(1) Is the Minister aware that questions have been raised with the Minister for
Transport concerning irregularities in the tender process for the
appointment of a general agent for Stateships?

(2) Has the person acting as the General Manager of Stateships recently
announced the appointment of the Mediterranean Shipping Company as
general agent for Stateships, purportedly with the approval of the State
Supply Commission?

(3) Will the Minister give an assurance that the Mediterranean Shipping
Company was not invited, or given an opportunity, to vary its original
tender price?

(4) Is the Minister aware of the beneficial ownership of the Mediterranean
Shipping Company in Europe?

(5) If yes, will the Minister table the ownership details?
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(6) If not, will the Minister ascertain and table the ownership details?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.

(1) No.
(2) The State Supply Commission gave approval to the General Manager of

Stateships to award a contract with the Mediterranean Shipping Company,
subject to satisfactory negotiations being concluded on the tender offer.
This approval was on the basis that the Mediterranean Shipping Company
had put in the lowest price and most satisfactory tender.

(3) See (2).
(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.
(6) The Mediterranean Shipping Company is a private organisation. If the

member wishes to ascertain details of the ownership of the company, it
would be appropriate for him to contact the company directly.

STATESHIPS - MEDITERRANEAN SHIPPING COMPANY, CONTRACT

161. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

In The West Australian dated 1 May 1995, the Minister for Transport is reported
as saying that he "would not confirm that Mediterranean Shipping Company had
won the contract to act as general agent for Stateships". Further, Mr Charlton said
that the contract had not yet been signed, sealed and delivered. However, in the
same article, MSC spokesman Mark Godfrey said that the company had been
awarded a six month contract which he believed had been signed on Monday,
24 April 1995 to act as the General Manager for Stateships. I ask -

(1) Who is correct, Mr Godfrey or the Minister, particularly in the light of the
advertisement in The West Australian on 29 April 1995, in which the
opening lines were "M.S.C. is pleased to announce that they have been
appointed sales agents for Stateships and accordingly are seeking to
appoint suitably qualified personnel within the Frenmantle office"?

(2) Is this another example of the Minister not being totally frank, open and
accountable about the operation of Stateships?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

(1)-(2) When I was asked about the decision, I said it was not my position to
publicly announce it. As a consequence, I was not aware that the final
decision had been made because it was to be announced by the Acting
Manager of Stateships. I was not aware of the announcement by him
being made. If the member took on board the answer to the previous
question by Hon Peter Foss, he would know that that is accurate.

ROADS - DAMAGE CAUSED BY CYCLONE BOBBY, ASSISTANCE

162. Hon TOM STEPH{ENS to the Minister for Transport:

I have given the Minister some notice of the question.

(1) What initiatives has the State Government put in place to assist those
shires that suffered severe unseasonal road damage during the passage of
cyclone Bobby?

(2) Is the Minister aware that the damage to local rural roads in the Shire of
Mt Magnet is estimated to be in excess of $500 000?

(3) Does the Minister recognise that the cost of reconstruction of many
kilometres of road destroyed by this cyclone represents a problem totally
beyond the ability of local authorities to finance?
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(4) What progress has been made in having the damage considered under a
package of national disaster relief?

The PRESIDENT: Order! It has been brought to my attention that this question
is on notice.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: If it has been put on notice in my name, it has not been
put on notice by me.
The PRESIDENT: Question 1379 dated 2 May 1995 is in the member's name.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Sir, it has not been put on by me.
The PRESIDENT: So?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: So, this question is without notice.
The PRESIDENT: The question is on the Notice Paper. The relevant rule doesnot say who has to give notice. The member cannot ask the same question.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr President, are you saying that it is in my name?
The PRESIDENT: Yes.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It should not be there.
The PRESIDENT: It is there. I go back to what I said about this some weeksago. I expressed some concern about the system that seems to be operating ofsomebody else submitting questions on behalf of members of the Opposition.That is not permissible. This is classic example of defiance of my instruction thatevery member is responsible for submitting his or her questions. However,somebody else is having a heap of questions prepared and typing somebody else'sname on them and that is totally unacceptable and is contrary to the rules of thisplace. I sympathise with Hon Tom Stephens in this instance because I have nodoubt that he is very genuine in his belief that this question should not be onnotice and somebody else has put it there. I guarantee that when I leave thisChair, I will find out who did it because somebody in this building typed this onnotice. I will find out who typed it and where that person received instructionfrom. We are making a farce of what I keep reminding honourable members isone of the most highly treasured privileges of this place; that is, the right toquestion the Executive Government without fear or favour. If members continueto wheel up questions on notice irrespective of whether a member is aware of thatquestion, we should have a good look at our standing orders with a view, perhaps,to eliminating the question period. I say that in all seriousness and I say itparticularly on behalf of the Opposition's supporters because members of theOpposition have to be the questioners of the Executive Government. However, itsaddens me greatly if they are to contribute to the demise of that opportunity. Iam in a quandary because I do not want to deny Hon Tom Stephens theopportunity of asking his question. I am in a bit of a bind because the standing

order says clearly that if the question has been asked, it cannot be asked again. Ihave the dilemma of Hon Tom Stephens saying that he did not ask it, but if Idelete his name, which is a simple thing for me to do, there will be no name onthe question on notice. Therefore, I am between the devil and the deep blue sea.
I anm starting to feel a little like King Solomon.

Points of Order
Hon A.J.G. MacTLERNAN: Mr President, I am concerned about your comments.
While it is true that the Opposition has a system wherein the staff of one member
physically type questions for Opposition members and physically lodge them withthe appropriate ministerial officers, it is certainly not the case that the questions
do not emanate from the members concerned. I am quite concerned that you,Mr President, think it is otherwise. I can assure you that there is a great deal ofjockeying by Opposition members to try to get their questions up. They are verymuch the product of the mind of the members, notwithstanding that because of a
shortage of resources they have to be typed by one person.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! Members should not think that I am trying to frustrate
the actions of the Opposition. I am saying that this is not a place to be taken
lightly. The question must emanate from the person asking it. Hon Tom
Stephens denies it is his question; therefore, I am very concerned that someone
else has taken it upon himself to ask it for Hon Tom Stephens. I would not be so
strenuous in my concern about this if it were the first time it has occurred, but it is
a recurring problem. Members can become too smart with some of these new
fangled approaches to questions. If Hon Tom Stephens did not give notice of the
question, who did? It is my responsibility to find that out. In the meantime, and
on reflection, to be fair to Hon Tom Stephens I will deny the question on notice
and approve his question without notice.
Hon PETER FOSS: Mr President, you have indicated that you will be carrying
out an investigation to find out how this question became a question on notice.
The PRESIDENT: Not only this question, but previous questions.
Hon PETER FOSS: I raise another point which is in the same vein. I have
received a large number of questions, from this House and the other place, which
are identical to questions which have already been asked. It gives the strong
impression that someone has lodged the first question without the knowledge of
the member or that the second question has been lodged without the knowledge of
the member. Even though Ministers can refer the member to the previous answer,
the problem is that by the time it has been through the process here, to my office
and to the people handling the subject matter and it is found that the question has
already been answered, a considerable amount of money has been expended. If it
had the careful attention of the member there is no way the question would be
asked twice.
Hon Mark Nevill: It sounds as though we need more staff.
Hon PETER FOSS: It is becoming a concern that Ministers have to answer
questions not once, but twice. If members are not interested in the answer they
should not ask the question.
The PRESIDENT: I am not sure whether that is a point of order, but it is
certainly a point of information.
Hon Mark Nevill: We do not know whether it is correct.
The PRESIDENT: I know. I am concerned about the alleged Hon Tom
Stephens' question on notice. I have said that I am prepared to accept that the
question on notice does not exist and I authorise him to ask the question without
notice. Has he already done that?
Hon Tom Stephens: Yes.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for notice of this question.
(1) Main Roads Western Australia has completed a report outlining the

damage caused to roads by cyclone Bobby.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes, in many cases this is the situation.
(4) The matter is under consideration by government. As an interim measure,

I have agreed to provide funds to open local roads to a trafficable level.
FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY - BULK CARGO JETTY, COCKBURN

Contract Decision

163. Hon A.M.. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport:
In or around May 1993 the Fremantle Port Authority decided to seek private
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investors to develop the bulk cargo jetty at Kwinana to ensure that appropriate
facilities were available to permit and encourage future trade opportunities.
(1) Was the Minister aware of that decision made in or around May 1993?
(2) Did the Minister support the decision of the board at that time?
(3) On what basis was Conaust Ltd selected as the preferred proponent to

redevelop the bulk cargo jetty in September 1994, pursuant to that earlier
decision.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(04-2) Yes.
(3) The basis of the Fremantle Port Authority's assessment was obviously the

information provided by those organisations which submitted an
expression of interest. Having taken that on board, the authority issued a
public statement that Conaust Ltd was the preferred proponent. In dealing
with Conaust the authority further expanded on its proposition to manage
and operate that bulk cargo jetty. I said previously that having done that
the authority reached the conclusion that it was not in its best interest to
enter into a contract with Conaust. The authority made that decision
based on the economic benefits of that facility not only to the port
authority, but also to the proposed users.
I previously told the member that I would be happy to arrange for her a
briefing on the second berth of the bulk cargo jetty so that she can learn
about its history and the reason Conaust was not successful. I have also
told her that at its request I met with Conaust and discussed the matter
prior to the port authority making its final decision. I pointed out to it that
it was a decision for the port authority and [ expected it to abide in a
businesslike way to its decision.

PORT KENNEDY PROJECT - ENDORSEMENT DATE
164. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister representing the Minister for Planning:

Some notice of this question has been given. I refer to the Minister's media
statement of 19 April 1995 about the approval of the first three phases of the
$250m Port Kennedy project.
(1) On what date did the Port Kennedy management board give the project

endorsement?
(2) Was endorsement by the Port Kennedy management board unanimous?
(3) Will the Minister table the minutes of the meeting of the Port Kennedy

management board and any other evidence which shows that endorsement
was given to the Port Kennedy project.

(4) Will the Minister table the minutes of every meeting the Port Kennedy
management board has held?

(5) The Minister's media statement states that there will be development of
freehold blocks for freehold villas and apartments. Will these lots be for
the purpose of residential housing?

(6) On what part of the area covered by the Port Kennedy Act will the
freehold villas and apartments be built?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) 18 November 1994.
(2) Yes.
(3)-(4) No.
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(5) Yes.
(6) Generally in accordance with the freehold areas shown on the land tenure

plan, subject to those lots being surveyed pursuant to the approved
proposal.

FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY - BULK CARGO JETTY, COCKBURN
Conaust Ltd Proposal

165. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport:
In the light of the Minister's answer to my last question -

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Conaust Ltd proposal, as it was developed
after Conaust was declared the preferred proponent, allowed full
stevedoring rights to any third party, that those rights were to be fully
transparent and accountable, and that the rate of those stevedoring charges
was to be subject to gazettal?

(2) If the Minister is aware of that, can he explain how this proposal would
not be in the interests of any third party, and how any third party's
interests could be jeopardised by this proposal?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2) I do not know why Hon Alannah MacTiernan is concerned about Conaust

and why she considers that Conaust has been disadvantaged in some way -
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Because it spent $4m.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Oh yes?
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: I withdraw that. It certainly spent a lot of money.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Alannah MacTieman obviously does not want to
consider the fact that the possible users of that facility also have a right to make
representations to the Fremantle Port Authority in regard to how they want to get
products in and out of Fremantle or Cockburn.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: This has been going on since May 1993. This was up
for discussion in May 1993.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Alannah MacTiemnan can think what she likes and
come to any conclusion that she likes, but the facts are that Conaust did respond
but was not successful because the Fremantle Port Authority made a commercial
decision that in the interests of the people who might use that berth in the future -
and that berth had never been used before, even though it was paid for by the
taxpayers of Western Australia and had been there for a long time -

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: That decision was made in May 1993. You knew all
that in May 1993.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Did we?
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: You should have.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: That demonstrates the lack of any commercial ability by
the mob opposite.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The Fremantle Port Authority called for expressions of
interest and tenders, or whatever it was -

Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: Both; one and then the other.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let me get a bit of order in this place. Hon Alannah
MacTieman should be patient in seeking the information that she is looking for
and let the Minister answer the question. If the Minister does not give her the
information that she wants, she can ask him another question, but she should at
least let him finish before she starts to interject on him.
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Obviously Hon Alannah MacTiernan believes that
Conaust should have been given the contract to operate the bulk cargo jetty at
Cockburn, and she is entitled to that opinion. However, the Fremantle Port
Authority, having entered into negotiations about the preferred tenderer,
considered that it was not in the best interests of the people who would use that
berth to enter into a contractual arrangement with Conaust. As a consequence,
people are now using that berth in a free way where they are not confined to using
a particular stevedore and are not operating under any specific terms and
conditions but have a range of options.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: That is ridiculous.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The member is obviously a dope.
Hon Mark Nevill: I think you take a bit!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Mark Nevill would be closer to it than me.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I am going to stop these insulting comments going
across the Chamber. It is quite out of order.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I withdraw that. Hon Alannah MacTiernan obviously
does not know that part of the Conaust proposal was that it would spend $4m -
and this is obviously where the member got the figure of $4m from - on
conveyors, sheds and so forth in which to put the product when it unloaded it
from the ships that came into that berth; therefore, other people would then not
have the flexibility, because someone would have to pay for the $4m that Conaust
would have spent, and they would be liable for increased charges in order to get
their product across that waterfront. This Government wants to have an efficient
operation at the cheapest possible price for users so that they can do business.
The member should try to get the facts rather than rabbit on that someone has
some vested interest -
Hon AJ.G. MacTiemnan: I know that. You do not know that.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I know a bit more about it than Hon Alannah
MacTiernan does because obviously the member thinks there is some special deal
with someone in Conaust.

FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY - BULK CARGO JETTY, COCKBURN
Redevelopment

166. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport:
Unfortunately, the last question that I asked in regard to how it was not in the
interests of third parties to proceed with the Conaust proposal was not answered,
and the Minister has demonstrated his lack of knowledge of the Conaust proposal.
I now ask -
(1) In the light of the decision of May 1993, of which the Minister approved,

which acknowledged that the facilities needed redevelopment in order to
facilitate and encourage further development in the area, and that the
facility was grossly underutilised, is it proposed now that the Fremantle
Port Authority will proceed with the redevelopment of the bulk handling
jetty?

(2) If yes, from where will the finance be obtained?
(3) If not, why not?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(3)

The facility is being used by people who have never used it before and it
is being used with a great deal of success and efficiency.
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POLICE - OFFICERS WAGI-ORN AND CHRISTMASS, CHARGES
167. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

In respect of the charges against police officers B. Waghom and J. Christmass -

(1) On what evidence or on what basis were the two officers charged with
peijury?

(2) Were these charges laid after consultation with Deputy Commissioner Les
Ayton?

(3) Did the Director of Public Prosecutions read the results of both the first
and second police inquiries?

(4) Given the advice in the letter from Mr M. McCusker, QC that O'Halloran
believes the charges were an injustice and that the officers were innocent,
why did the DPP proceed with the charges when he knew the chances of a
conviction were non-existent?

(5) What investigation was requested by Mr McKechnie, QC as alluded to in
the letter from Crown Prosecutor G. Overman to Mr Les Ayton dated
7 April 1993 in respect of the internal inquiry into police officers
Waghorn and Christmass?

(6) What was the nature of "our agreement" referred to in the letter which the
DPP wrote to Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton on 25 March 1994?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) The charge was laid by police officers and the question should be

addressed to the Minister for Police. The police did receive advice from
the DPP.

(2) Mr Ayton referred the matter to the DPP for advice. He was not consulted
by the DPP for an opinion.

(3) Yes.
(4) In answer to this question, I seek leave to table a copy of a letter from the

DPP to Mr McCusker, QC.
Leave granted. [See paper No 297.]

(5) Mr P. O'Halloran stood trial before the District Court on two counts
alleging manufacture and supply of a prohibited drug, namely morphine.
He pleaded not guilty. The accused was unrepresented. In the absence of
the jury he alleged that notes of a record of interview allegedly made
between he and Detectives Christmass and Waghorn were not made and
were not voluntary. O'Halloran told the judge in respect of the notes, "I
am saying I didn't sign them." Detectives Christmass and Waghom called
on the voir dire gave evidence that O'Halloran had signed every page.
O'Halloran called Sergeant James Hofstee, a police handwriting expert,
who examined the signatures overnight and reached the preliminary
conclusion that some of the signatures on the record of interview were not
consistent with the accused's handwriting. As a result, fairly and
properly, the-.Crown did not lead evidence of the interview between
O'Halloran and the two police officers. The trial proceeded and the
accused was acquitted.
In light of the factors which had emerged at the trial, especially
O'Halloran's assertion that he did not sign the notes and the handwriting
expert's preliminary view that certain signatures were not consistent with
O'Halloran's signature, the DPP requested the Assistant Commissioner
Crime Operations, Mr Ayton, to have the matter appropriately
investigated to determine whether there was evidence of hL criminal
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offence having been committed in respect of the evidence given or
intended to be given at the trial.

(6) An agreement with the DPP instituted between Commissioner Bull,
confirmed by Acting Commissioner Ayton and subsequently
Commissioner Falconer, whereby in order to ensure that police officers
accused of crime are treated fairly, objectively, and exactly as are other
members of the community, the DPP would take over all prosecutions
against police officers to the extent of the DPP's functions; namely
indictable offences.

POLICE - OFFICERS WAGHORN AND CHRISTMASS, CHARGES
168. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Attorney General:
In respect of the ex officio indictments against police officers B. Waghomn and J.
Christmass after acquittal of the preliminary hearing -

(1) Under which Statute are ex officio indictments preferred?
(2) What consideration must be taken into account when preferring such

indictments?
(3) Is there a Statute of limitations on ex officio indictments and why did it

take two months to initiate the indictment?
(4) On what ground was the decision to proceed based?
(5) Was there any consultation between the Director of Public Prosecutions

and Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton in reaching this decision to proceed
with the ex officio indictment?

(6) Has the decision to ex officio indict B. Waghomn and J. Christmass been
made as a result of additional evidence?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Most of the questions asked by Hon Mark Nevill seek legal opinion and I would
not normally answer them, but I happen to have the benefit of advice from the
Director of Public Prosecutions, so I will provide that advice. I emphasise that it
is not my advice, but that of the DPP.
(1) Section 579 of the Criminal Code.
(2) Prosecution policy published in the Government Gazette of 6 November

1992 pursuant to section 24 of the Director of Public Prosecutions Act
199 1, paragraphs 14-32, 40, 42 and 44.

(3) There is no Statute of limitations for crimes. The time is the normal time
required to process indictments in the office of the DPP.

(4) The Director of Public Prosecutions considered that the facts fell within
the prosecutions policy and that the public interest required a resolution of
the matters by a jury.

(5) No.
(6) The director had available other material.

POLICE - OFFICERS WAGHORN AND CHRISTMASS, CHARGES
169. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
I refer to the letter of the Acting Commissioner of Police to the Director of Public
Prosecutions dated 6 December 1993 which states, "whilst I do not purport to be a
handwriting expert I draw attention to the so-called forged signatures of
O'Halloran on pages 11I and 12 and the manner in which the signature is
completed. 'Examine the final four or ive vertical lines in a squiggle and
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compare those with the last three squiggled lines in the signature of Detective
Christmass."
(1) What expertise did the Acting Commissioner of Police Les Ayton have at

the time in analysing handwriting?
(2) Is Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton aware there is no evidence to support

that statement as confirmed by expert document examiners?
(3) Will Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton apologise to the two police Officers

concerned for this grossly prejudiced statement?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. Earlier today when seeking
an answer to this question it was put to me that the substance of the question was
sub judice. I took advice on the matter and have been advised that is not the case
and accordingly I have asked that a response be sent to me for the benefit of this
House by tomorrow. If the member raises the issue again tomorrow I hope to
have the answer for him.

POLICE - OFFICERS WAGHORN AND CHRISTMASS, CHARGES
170. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police :
I refer to the prosecution of police officers, Brad Waghorn and Jeffrey Chnistmass
over the O'Halloran case -

(1) Who instigated the inquiry into Waghomn and Christmass?
(2) Who ordered the inquiry into Waghomn and Christmass?
(3) After the first investigation did the officer in charge of internal

investigations find there was no evidence to prefer criminal charges
against the above two police officers?

(4) Who was the officer in charge in (1)?
(5) When was this officer subsequently transferred?
(6) Who made that decision?
(7) On what date was the finding relayed to Deputy Commissioner of Police

Les Ayton?
(8) Is it correct that Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton was not satisfied with

this investigation?
(9) Was a second investigation then ordered?
(10) Why was the first investigation considered unsatisfactory?
(11) Who undertook the second investigation into the charges and what was

their position and rank?
(12) What were the findings of the second inquiry?
(13) To whom were the findings reported?
(14) Were the recommendations accepted by Deputy Commissioner Les

Ayton?
(15) If not, why not?
(16) By what procedure can Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton overrule the

findings of a properly conducted internal investigation?
(17) What action was then taken by Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton?
(18) When were the two officers suspended from duty?
(19) When were the two officers charged?
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(20) What was the reason for the delay in laying charges?
(21) Did Detective Inspector Dawson of Police Internal Investigations swear

the summons detailing the offence in respect of Waghorn and Christmass
before Justice of the Peace Errington?

(22) Was Detective Inspector Dawson involved in the investigation of police
officers Waghomn and Christmass?

(23) If so, what was the extent of his involvement?
(24) Did Detective Inspector Dawson make himself aware of the contents of

the investigating officer's file which advised there was absolutely no
evidence to prefer charges?

(25) Was Detective Inspector Dawson ordered by another police officer to
swear the summons?

(26) Was that officer Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton?
(27) If not, who instructed Detective Inspector Dawson to swear the summons?
(28) Did Deputy Commissioner Les Ayton accept the court verdict?
(29) Why were not the two officers immediately reinstated?
(30) Who made the decision not to immediately reinstate the two officers?
(31) Why were both police officers ordered to take all their annual leave

entitlements?
(32) Who made the decision to order the two police officers to take all their

annual leave entitlements as at 27 February 1995, one week after they had
been acquitted?

(33) During what period were the two officers under suspension?
(34) If they were still under suspension as of 2 May 1995, why are they stilr

under suspension?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
My answer is similar to the last answer. When seeking advice on the question
earlier today it was put to me that the substance of the question would infringe the
sub judice rule. Again on taking advice I was advised this was not the case. The
questions are proper parliamentary questions in keeping with the standing order
of this House and I have asked that an answer to the various parts of the question
be provided so that I can provide the House with an answer tomorrow afternoon.

BUDGET, STATE - GENERAL AND SPECIFIC PURPOSE GRANTS
171. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister representing the Treasurer:

Will the Minister confirm that -.
(a) Western Australia's general purpose grants rose from $1 .5704b in

1994-95 to a proposed level of $1.5831b in 1995-96; and
(b) s pecific purpose grants rose from $1 .6239b in 1994-95 to a proposed level

of $1.7721 bin 1995-96?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(a) Yes. This represents a real reduction of 3.3 per cent or $50M.
(b) No. The figures quoted are estimates only and are for "other net

payments". These include debt redemption; that is, financial agreement
debt handed over to the States as it matures, as well as payments which
are only passed. through the State to universities, private schools and local
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governments, and direct payments to the State; that is, which exclude
these items, and are estimated to fall by $lm in 1995-96, representing a
real reduction of $47m.

STATESHIPS - PATRICKS' CONTRACT, INTEREST PAYMENTS
172. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Was Stateships obliged to pay Patricks - previously Australian
Stevedores - interest for non-payment or late payment of accounts in
1993-94?

(2) If yes -
(i) how much interest was incurred in 1993-94; and
(ii) could taxpayers have been saved this expense if Stateships had

been able to meet payments on the due dates?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Patricks' contract provides for interest to be paid on any invoice

outstanding over 30 days. Stateships' payment cycle consists of an end-
of-month cheque run. Some invoices are, therefore, unpaid for more than
30 days.

(2) In 1993-94 interest paid totalled $11 552.57. It is not a question of being
able to meet payments. This contract, which was entered into while the
previous Labor Government was in office, is totally unacceptable and the
Acting General Manager of Stateships has been considering means of
eliminating Interest payments through renegotiation of the contract.
Western Australian taxpayers are also suffering because of the very poor
deal the previous Labor Government negotiated for three vessels operated
by Stateships, which we will shortly overcome. It is interesting that the
member keeps raising problems that have been caused by arrangements
that were put in place while his party was in government.

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - REFUSALS TO REGISTER
173. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Labour

Relations:
(1) How many workplace agreements have been refused registration with the

Commissioner for Workplace Agreements?
(2) On what grounds have these agreements been rejected?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) To 31 March 1995 there have been 191 refusals to register agreements

under the Workplace Agreements Act 1993. This figure includes refusal
of individual workplace agreements, partial exclusions of parties from
collective workplace agreements and refusal of agreements to be added to
collective workplace agreements.

(2) The grounds for refusal in most of the above cases are that employees do
not genuinely wish to have the agreement registered once they realise that
they have a choice. In other cases employees have not understood their
rights and obligations under the agreement and in a small number of cases
agreements have not complied with the Act. In some of the cases where
employees have not genuinely wished to have the agreement registered
there has been some indications of intimidation and one case clearly
involved a threat of dismissal.
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Point of Order
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr President, regarding the missing question or the
missing questioner or the duplicate question which came up earlier, I thank you,
Mr President, for your ruling but I have sought a copy of the question I typed and
which was sent upstairs by my staff. We are well served by staff as members in
this House.
Hon Mark Nevill: You might be.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: We have good staff and the House has good staff as
well, though not enough of them. There are two people in this building who
handle questions: John in the office of the Leader of the Opposition and Janeen
in the Clerk's office. Inadvertently my question was taken to the wrong John!
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I double checked to see whether my question got there
and it had not, so I sent it again. This time it went to the correct John and was
placed on notice as well as being asked without notice. I must accept
responsibility for having sent the question twice. By speaking quickly I misled
my staff into believing it should have gone to a different John.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have already indicated I will make some inqu; ries
and the member's comment will not curtail those. Worse than that, because of
what the member said he has misled me and I take offence at that. He clearly
insisted, re-insisted and underlined his insistence that the question was not his. I
intend to pursue the matter, notwithstanding his explanation.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I apologise for misleading you in any way, Sir.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Grovel! We have heard all this before.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: No wonder you ended up in Wyndham prison!
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I did not intend to mislead you, Sir, but I have
inadvertently misled you. It was not my intention to place this typed question
without notice on notice. I could not believe it was put on notice. Nonetheless,
that is what happened and I accept responsibility for it and apologise for having
misled you, Sir.
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