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i4rgialntittr Alilirmhly 
Tuesday, 18 June 1996 

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

PETITION - CHRISTIAN BROTHERS INQUIRY 

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.05 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned people of Western Australia request that a Judicial Inquiry into the claims 
made by former residents of Christian Brothers institutions in W A be established forthwith. 

An Inquiry would examine the claims of sexual and physical abuse in the institutions (Castledare, 
Clontarf, Bindoon and Tardun). It would seek to establish the truth of the claims as well as aim to 
ensure that no child in the current or future care of the Christian Brothers experiences such abuse. 

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

The petition bears 5 757 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. This brings the number of Western Australians who have signed such a petition to almost 
30000. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 67.] 

PETITION - ALBANY PRIMARY SCHOOL, MAINTENANCE 

MR CUNNINGHAM (Marangaroo) [2.06 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, calIon Parliament to ensure that the Albany Primary School receives a fair 
and equitable share of the Education Department's maintenance and minor works budgets. 

The school is 100 years old and urgently requires the students' toilet block to be replaced, guuers 
renewed, bitumen areas upgraded as well as a host of minor repairs. 

The school also requires an art room and dedicated music room to bring its facilities into line with 
those enjoyed at recently built schools. 

We believe that all of these works should be completed before the budget for maintenance and 
minor repairs is devolved ~;) each school in its school grant 

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

The petition bears 39 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 68.] 

PETITION - UNIVERSITY FUNDING CUTS; HIGHER EDUCATION 
CONTRIBUTION SCHEME 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.07 pm]: I present the following 
petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned petitioners calion the State Parliament and State Government to vigorously 
oppose the Howard Government's forecast cuts to University funding and the proposed increases 
in the Higher Education Contribution Scheme charges on the grounds that they would severely 
undermine the nation's education capacity, threaten equal opportunities and damage exports now 
worth $1.7b a year. 

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

The petition bears 203 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 69.] 

PETITION - TRAFFIC BAN, ALBANY HIGHWAY -BEDFORDALE HILL 
ROAD JUNCTION 

MR TUBBY (Roley stone - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.08 pm]: I present the following petition -
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To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

Given City of Armadale's expressed intention to ban traffic travelling to or from the south on 
Albany Highway from using Bedfordale Hill Road junction with Albany Hwy, we confIrm that 
such a ban should apply to trucks but calion the State Government to intervene in favour of the 
ban excluding class 1 vehicles, that is sedans, wagons, utilities, light vans etc, and emergency 
vehicles attending incidents, for the following reasons -

(1) Minimise traffic on the Albany Hwy in the hazardous area of Armadale Primary 
School, Pioneer Village and School and the busy junction with the South West 
Highway 

(2) Convenient access to South West Highway and beyond 

(3) Much shorter distance so therefore less exposure to accidents and less pollution 
of the environment 

(4) Less travel costs amounting to many dollars per vehicle per year. 

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

The petition bears 99 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 70.] 

PETITION - SAND MINING, JANDAKOT BOTANIC PARK 

MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [2.09 pm]: I present the following petition-

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, object to the proposed sand mining in the portion of Jandakot Botanic Bark 
at Lots 106 and 107 Nicholson{Thomas!Pony and Anketell Roads, Oakford. We request that you 
take steps to ensure that the sand mining does not proceed in this, or any other Botanical Park or 
Public Reserve, and that you accelerate the full and fInal establishment of the Jandakot Botanic 
Park. 

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

The petition bears 201 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 7l.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 
EST ABLISHMENT TO PROTECT MOORE RIVER AND DUNES 

MR DAY (Darling Range) [2.10 pm]: I present the following petition-

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned respectfully request that the Government establish a regional park 
immediately to the south of Guilderton in order to protect the mouth and lower reaches of the 
Moore River and the significant dunes and coastal heathland south of the mouth of the Moore 
River. 

We request that the Government take urgent action to acquire this land before it is further rezoned 
or developed, 

and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

The petition bears 79 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 
[See petition No 72.J 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - PREMIER 
Premiers' Conference; Council of Australian Governments Conference 

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [2.46 pm] - by leave: It is normal protocol to provide the Leader of the Opposition with a copy of a 20 minute statement. This was to be a three minute statement up until just before the Parliament sat, but to fit in with the request of the Leader of the Opposition, this will be a 20 minute statement, so that the Leader of the Opposition will have the opportunity to respond. 
Mr McGinty: You should treat it with the gravity it deserves and not trivialise it with a three minute statement. 

Mr COURT: I have commented in a number of forums and it is appropriate to give a report on the Premiers' Conference. 
The annual Premiers' Conference was held in Canberra last week, and I wish to advise the House of the outcome of this meeting and of the Government's proposed response. As members will be aware, the Commonwealth's initial proposal involved removing the exemption on sales tax for all state and local government agencies. This would have involved the States alone paying to the Commonwealth at least $1.2b a year. Western Australia's share was estimated to be around $IS0m. The States and Territories were united in opposing the Commonwealth's proposal. The Commonwealth again would have benefited disproportionately from a growth revenue source, widening the vertical fiscal imbalance in the federation. The sales tax proposal would have resulted in significant increases in government costs on a wide range of goods, including in the essential areas of education and health. It also would have increased commonwealth revenue substantially year in and year out, and was an inappropriate measure to address the Commonwealth's short term budget difficulties. Following very lengthy negotiations with the Commonwealth a quite different outcome has been achieved. 
The Commonwealth's proposal on sales tax has been limited only to private plated vehicles available to senior executives as part of their remuneration across the Commonwealth and State Governments. The impact of this measure on Western Australia is estimated at approximately $3m a year. More importantly, and in recognition of the Commonwealth's very difficult budgetary circumstances which it inherited from the Keating Government, the States and the Territories intend to contribute to its deficit reduction task. This contribution will involve the States paying $619m to the Commonwealth in 1996-97. A further payment of $640m will be made in 1997-98, and $300m in 1998-1999, subject to an assessment being made each year of the progress achieved by the Commonwealth in correcting its budget deficit problem. These payments will be made on a per capita basis by all States and Territories, and Western Australia's payment in 1996-97 will amount to $S9.8m. These contributions by the State are also based on the Commonwealth's commitment that it will not cut specific purpose payments made to the States in 1996-97 by more than 3 per cent or $300m. This reduction will be achieved without reducing the payments made for school education. The impact of these cuts in Western Australia is $27.6m. 

It is important to understand that the States' contribution to the Commonwealth, under their sales tax proposal, is not permanent. It will be phased out completely by 1999-2000. The maximum impact of these measures on Western Australia is expected to be in the order of $90m in 1996-97. The exact impact of the reduction of specific purpose payments will not be known until the Commonwealth's Budget is handed down on 20 August. 

With regard to the impact of wholesale sales tax, the Government's motor vehicle policy will be reviewed in terms of eligibility for vehicles and the replacement policy for vehicles. Those agencies which provide motor vehicles to employees as part of their remuneration arrangements will be required to absorb this additional cost within existing budgetary allocations. The impact of the State's contribution to the Commonwealth is equivalent to an across the board reduction of just under 1 per cent of current total expenditures. The Government's ongoing reform of the public sector will allow it to achieve savings of this magnitude and more without reducing the current levels of service delivery. Clearly, it will not be possible to implement across the board reductions. The requirement of service delivery and the capacity to identify and produce savings vary from agency to agency. I will, therefore, meet each Minister individually, commencing this week, to identify specific measures to be implemented during 1996-97 to ensure that this State's contribution to the Commonwealth can be met. The Government will not introduce any new tax measures or levies to meet this additional cost. Unlike the Opposition when it was in government, the coalition Government will continue to strike a balance between sound financial management and meeting the community's social objectives. 
In the past three years, we have had substantial cuts from the Grants Commission of $S4m, $S3m last year, and $73m this financial year. Last year, the Leader of the Opposition said that the cut of $S3m presented the State with a challenge. It certamly has, and we have had to incorporate those cuts in our Budgets to date. The situation that we had to address last week was that a deficit of $8b had to be made up over two years. 



[Tuesday, 18 June 1996] 2713 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Pilbara. 
Mr COURT: All States, including the Labor State of New South Wales, were prepared to cooperate to 
assist the Federal Government to get its Budget not only back into balance but, hopefully, back into a 
surplus in year three. We came up with a state-driven solution involving all the major political parties 
represented at that conference. It is important that this House realises the extent of an $8b deficit. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr COURT: Once again, members opposite do not accept that there was a problem. There was not a 
problem with the huge deficit in the State Government Insurance Commission's third party fund so far as 
members opposite were concerned; it was just a mirage. That is typical of members opposite. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Ever since we introduced ministerial statements in this style, the practice has been 
that there be no interjections or extremely minimal interjections. I ask members to follow that practice. 

Mr COURT: Once again, members opposite are prepared to pretend that there was not a problem. 
Unfortunately, when we came into government, some huge budget problems had to be addressed. 
Similarly, with regard to the federal deficit, all States, including the Labor State of New South Wales, have 
been prepared to make this contribution. 

Mr Graham interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the first time the member for Pilbara. 

Mr COURT: Some of the States will have to increase taxes and charges, and some of the States are 
considering introducing special levies to meet this shortfall; for example, a deficit levy on households. 
Western Australia will not go down that path. 

In addition to the Premiers' Conference, there was the traditional Council of Australian Governments 
conference. A number of issues was discussed at that conference. Agrcement was reached about a treaties 
council, which we regard as a major step forward in establishing a protocol for the States to be involved 
before the Commonwealth enters into new international treaties. Similarly, it was agreed that an 
arrangement would be entered into for the mutual recognition regime to include New Zealand. The 
member for South Perth had some interest in this matter. We did not necessarily agree with the mechanics, 
but we did support the arrangement, and legislation is being prepared which outlines how that mutual 
recognition will be extended. 

There was also discussion about statehood for the Northern Territory, a matter which this Government has 
supported for many years. The main breakthrough with regard to that matter has come about because the 
two most populous States, Victoria and New South Wales, have changed their position considerably. 
Victoria now openly supports statehood for the Northern Territory, and the Labor Premier of New South 
Wales has said that his State now has an open mind. The Prime Minister explained that he was keen to 
work to the timetable that was put forward for statehood of the Northern Territory to be a target for 2001, 
when we will celebrate the centenary of our federation. However, he added the qualifier that he would not 
consider increasing the size of the Federal Parliament, so the Northern Territory would attain statehood but 
retain its current representation in the Federal Parliament. 

Other areas discussed at that conference were national regulation for the gas industry, about which we have 
some concern, and that matter has been left for a further conference between Energy Ministers to resolve 
some of the outstanding issues; and agreement about the broad principles of transferring to the States some 
of the responsibilities for health and housing. At this stage there is no agreement about how that will occur 
in practice, and there will be ongoing negotiations between the State and Federal Governments about that 
matter. 

An opposition member: Which ones? 

Mr COURT: Agreement has not been reached about how, and which, responsibilities will be handed 
across. A better indication of how the Federal Government proposes to address this issue will be given in 
its forthcoming Budget. 

It does not give me any pleasure to go to a Premiers' Conference where the State has to make a 
contribution to a federal deficit when we have already had to suffer considerable pain to get our finances 
back in order. However, for the good of this nation, the Premiers and Chief Ministers have cooperated to 
ensure that the Federal Government is able to address its problem quickly - a problem which members 
opposite are now telling us does not exist. 

MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [2.59 pm]: The statement just delivered by the 
Premier is disappointing for its lack of detail. I had hoped that we might hear from the Premier today 
something that we did not know already and that had not been reported in the Press; that is, specifically 
how the Budget will be adjusted to deal with the significant cuts to be made. 

A number of assumptions underpinned the Budget which was delivered a month and a half ago, at the 
beginning of May, and the Treasurer proudly announced them during his budget speech. The first of those 
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was that no cuts would be made in the financial assistance grants to the States and that the Budget was compiled on the basis that those untied payments would remain at the level previously agreed with the former Labor Government We find that is no longer the case; we were told today that a cut of approximately $6Om will be made to what was previously guaranteed and what was also one of the most important assumptions undeIpinning the Budget. We were also told that the Budget was premised on the basis that special pUIpOse grants to the States from the Commonwealth would continue at the level at which they had previously been made. It is true that during his speech, the Premier foreshadowed that he did not know what would happen with the tied grants from the Commonwealth; that they may well be subject to deliberation in the Federal Budget; that the State would simply leave that as a matter to be determined by the Federal Government; and that if the cuts impacted adversely on Western Australia, the Federal Government should wear the blame for them. We now know that the impact of those cuts on important programs in Western Australia will amount to about $30m a year. 
It was on the basis of those and other assumptions that a balanced Budget was delivered. If the way in which the Budget was put together showed that there would be a deficit of $90m, which is now the case following the announcements made by the Premier as a result of the Premiers' Conference last Friday, surely the Premier should have said this State's Budget is no longer balanced and the Government must now find an additional $90m. 
Mr Court You are disappointed. 
Mr McGINTY: I am disappointed that the Premier did not give us detail of how he plans to handle what will be either an additional impost on the State or a revenue shortfall totalling $90m. He has not taken the House into his confidence and told us how he will manage that. We must presume the State now faces an unbalanced Budget. 
Mr Court You are assuming wrongly. 
Mr McGINTY: The Premier should have explained how he will allow for that $90m impost. He has not done that; he made gross generalisations which are of no assistance to anyone. Surely if the Premier were taking the budget process seriously, he would explain where that $90m would come from in order to retain the budget balance. He has failed in that endeavour. 
Mr Court If we cannot control $90m in a $7b Budget, we do not deserve to be in the job. 
Mr McGINTY: That is a significant amount of money. The Premier has tried to trivialise the $90m and eaIl it a drop in the ocean beeause it is only 1 per cent. 
Mr Court I am not trivialising; it is damned hard work. That is what we were elected to do. You do not understand what tight financial control is all about. 
Mr McGINTY: The starting point is that the Premier should take the House into his confidence and tell us from where he will find $9Om. He has not done that. On his way back from Canberra he said the report by Gavan Fielding about the future of the public sector would be made publicly available. I expected the Premier to table that report today. Why has he not done that? 
Mr Court: I said the matter would be considered by Cabinet in the next couple of weeks and we would make it pUblic. 

Mr McGINTY: Has Cabinet considered it? 
MrCourt No. 

Mr McGINTY: It has so much priority that the Premier has not taken that report to Cabinet. That is clever. This State expects more when it comes to leadership, particularly financial leadership, than the Premier is giving us. That is why his statement in this House was greatly disappointing to us all. When the Budget was delivered, the Opposition said then that the Government had got its priorities roughly right. It was a mix of fiscal constraint with making sure money was made available to take off the pressure in important areas such as edueation, community welfare and safety. We also said we thought that the money allocated for health care spending was simply not enough and that the State would be plunged into the same sort of crisis into which the health care system was plunged earlier this year when it was revealed that the budget allocation to maintain our hospitals and health system was inadequate. 
Mr Court You cannot accept that money was found without borrowing, can you? 
Mr McGINTY: Yes I can, quite happily. The Premier is trying to set up straw men and knock them over. That comment is as transparent as he is. He must realise that he made a fundamental error in last year's Budget in giving insufficient money to health care. We told him that at the time and it came true. A month and a half ago we said that this would be a good Budget for three months and then it would collapse. 
Mrs Hallahan: It lasted five weeks. 
Mr McGINTY: It did not last for even three months. As the member for Armadale said, it lasted for five weeks. The Premier did not have the decency to explain in detail how the Budget will be affected by the loss of $9Om. He said publicly that he was happy to release the recommendations from Gavan Fielding about the restructuring of the Public Service, which will involve more job cuts, but he is not prepared to bring it into the Parliament. 
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Mr Court: The Fielding report is not about restructuring the public sector. It is a report by an individual on 
the public sector management legislation. It is nothing to do with restructuring. I raised the issue of 
restructuring the numbers of departments and the like. The Leader of the Opposition should get his facts 
right. I am running on that issue; it has nothing to do with Fielding. 

Mr McGINTY: Where is the detail of that report, beyond the Premier's usual glib, gross generalisations? 
There is none; it suddenly evaporates, as is the case on every occasion. The Premier is no good on the 
detail. 

Mr Court: The financial,commentators say that Western Australia has the best fmancial management of 
the States. 

Mr McGINTY: It is considered to have the worst social management of any State or Territory in Australia. 

Mr Court: Who said that? 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier knows that the Evatt Foundation said that. This State rates last after every 
State and Territory in Australia because the Premier has not put sufficient funds into health care or 
education, or into looking after the people of this State. He is a classic bean counter. The only thing the 
Premier understands is adding up beans. He does not understand the value of making sure that we 
continually put money into these projects. 

Mr Court interjected. 

Mr McGINTY: I listened to the Premier in silence and I expect him not to heckle in this way. The Premier 
has failed the State on important social programs. He is not putting enough money into education, health 
care or any of those areas. Why does Western Australia have the lowest school retention rate of any of the 
mainland States of Australia? The Premier has failed in all those important areas. Where did he rate on the 
environment? Nowhere. He is not taking advantage of the prosperity in the broader community and 
converting that into tangible benefits for the people of this State. 

Mr Court interjected. 

Mr McGINTY: He has failed in every sense except in bean counting, which he did in his old accountancy 
job. He is being run by the accountants on St George's Terrace who understand neither the human 
dimension to government nor the importance he should be giving to those policies. 

Mr Court interjected. 

Mr McGINTY: That is exactly right and the Premier knows that, as we heard regarding Key Start interest 
rates and the school cleaners he has sacked. He does not care in the least about the school communities. 
He does not understand those issues. That is why he is a very bad Premier. What would have happened 
had Paul Keating been the Prime Minister of Australia? The paint would be peeling off the ceiling with the 
shrill screeching we would hear from the Premier. The Premier is two-faced and hypocritical. He has gone 
out of his way to apologise for what his political colleagues John Howard and Peter Costello are doing to 
this State. When he should be in there fighting for Western Australia, he is placing his partisan, political 
interests well ahead of the interests of Western Australians. For instance, what has the Premier said about 
university cuts? Silence! He has been heard to say that we should do these sorts of things -

Several members interjected. 

Mr McGINTY: We have announced those. Members know that they are coming. When have we heard 
the Premier say -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! An interesting debate has been going on. The Leader of the Opposition 
has been entertaining interjections from the Premier. Now other members allover the Chamber are 
interjecting. That is not acceptable. I have had to call for order on several occasions. It is fruitful for the 
Leader of the Opposition to be able to pursue his points and accept inteIjections from the Premier. 
However, it will not be fruitful if other members all around the Chamber try to have their say. I will 
formally call members to order if they persist. 

Mr McGINTY: The contrast could not be more profound than the snivelling apology from the Premier 
when his Liberal Prime Minister makes cuts against Western Australian interests. 

Mr Court: So you think we went lightly last week? 

Mr McGINTY: Absolutely! The Premier returned to Perth and boasted about the fact that about $9Om 
would be cut from programs in Western Australia, and boasted he has done a good job! 

Mr Court: I am not boasting. 

Mr McGINTY: Well done, Premier! The Premier should tell that to the people who will have these 
important programs cut from their areas. 

Mr Court: It is better than having to say that $1.5b will be cut. 

Mr McGINTY: Given that the Premier has given John Howard the green light to cut $30m from our 
special grants, which programs will the Premier volunteer to be cut - the early detection of breast cancer, 
the national mental health program, the childhood immunisation program, the bone marrow donor register 
or the cervical cancer prevention and management program? All those programs are in the health area. 
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Will he volunteer any of those programs to be cut? Even though the Premier may want to walk away from 
the situation, ultimately $3Om will be cut from, vital and much needed services to the community. The 
Premier is offering those programs as a sacrifice. The Commonwealth Government funds those programs 
because they are in the national interest; they are vitally important programs, without exception. The 
Premier owes it to the people of this State to tell them that his priority is to see these programs go, if it is 
his intention to volunteer the programs to meet the $30m cuts. The women with breast cancer or the people 
who need bone marrow transplants will not thank him for it, but they are the sorts of programs that will go. 

The Premier said that people would be protected from that situation -

Mr Court: Can I interrupt and ask a question? 

Mr McGINTY: No, the Premier cannot. I have three minutes to go. 
The Premier said that health care would be protected and immunised against the cuts. I note that in the 
Premier's statement today that promise has evaporated. As with so many of his glib statements in the past, 
the Premier said that only education would be protected. Therefore I presume that health care, which 
involves about three-quarters of tied grants to the States, will be exposed to the sharp edge of the knife 
when the cuts come. 

Mr Court: Do you think the Federal Government should have a Budget in surplus? 

Mr McGINTY: Which of the programs will the Premier cut? He has not provided the necessary 
information to this Parliament. Perhaps he does not have that information, in which case it is a negligent 
act to volunteer cuts of $30m without specifying precisely which ones will go. He will say, "Take it. They 
are vitally important programs but we do not care which will be cut!" 

The Premier has a very poor relationship with the new federal Liberal Government in Canberra. I am sure 
that the Premier and his friend Noel Crichton-Browne received a nice payback for the way he has 
conducted himself and the pain he has inflicted on the Prime Minister in working against his interests. We 
have seen John Howard renege on what this Premier calIed an undertaking regarding the extinguishment of 
native title on pastoral leases. Such extinguishment would mean a political plus for the Premier but the 
Prime Minister has told this Premier where to get off on that issue. Now we face significant budget cuts 
which this Premier is trying to trivialise for the simple reason that this State is about to have an election. 
It is interesting to look at the reactions by the other States which, by and large, have conservative 
Governments. They are revealing the full extent of the horror of these cuts. They are talking about 
increases in taxes and cuts in programs. However, our Premier returns and says that he will handle it by 
making the public sector more efficient. Frankly, the public will not cop that. I do not cop it, and the 
Premier knows as well as I do that if he had $90m in his back pocket, he would tell all the community 
groups a different story - those he has starved for the last three and a half years. That is, if he can find 
$9Om or $IOOm by ensuring public sector efficiency. The Premier has not tabled the Fielding report nor 
detailed his public sector reform package. He has not told us in which areas the cuts will be made. He 
should be condemned for his flimsy statement today because he has treated the whole process with 
contempt. 

BILLS (3) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING 

1. Official Corruption Commission Amendment Bill 

2. Listening Devices Amendment Bill 

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Court (Premier), and read a first time. 

3. Land Drainage (Validation) Bill 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Nicholls (Minister for Water Resources), and read a first time. 

MOTION - TIME MANAGEMENT SESSIONAL ORDER (GUILLOTINE) 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [3.19 pm]: In accordance with the sessional 
order for time management, I move -

That the following items of business be completed up to and including the stages specified at 5.30 
pm on Thursday, 20 June-

(I) Revenue Laws Amendment (Assessment) BilI- all remaining stages 

(2) Revenue Laws Amendment (Taxation) Bill - all remaining stages 
(3) Consumer Credit (Western Australia) BiIl- all remaining stages 

(4) Fruit Growing Industry (Trust Fund) Repeal Bill - all remaining stages 

(5) University of Notre Dame Amendment Bill - all remaining stages 

Five Bills are subject to the time management sessional order this week. The two revenue laws amendment 
Bills are measures to provide, among other things, changes to payroll tax and land tax scales. Both Bills 
should be dealt with today. The Fruit Growing Industry (Trust Fund) Repeal Bill is a small, non
contentious Bill which should progress quickly, as is the University of Notre Dame legislation, which 
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simply extends to that university the low interest loan scheme available for non-government schools. Some 
progress was made last week on the Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Bill and the remainder of that 
Bill is listed for debate on Thursday. Also listed for debate this week is the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Fund) Bill (No 2), which I hope can be dealt with and sent to the Legislative Council before the end of this 
week although that Bill, being a budget Bill, is not subject to time management 

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.20 pm]: The Opposition opposes the motion to guillotine debate for the 
second week in a row. The list of Bills read out by the Leader of the House on which debate will be cut off 
on Thursday if we have not concluded does not, of course, include the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) 
Bill, which is also on the agenda for this week. In previous years that Bill has been given fairly short 
shrift; it has been brought on late at night on the second last day or the last day of the session. The 
Opposition has been invited to conclude the debate quickly or lose a fair amount of sleep_ It is a good thing 
that that Bill is being brought on today rather than Wednesday night of next week. Perhaps this year the 
capital works budget will receive some decent scrutiny instead of the fairly truncated procedure that has 
applied in previous years. If that Bill is to be subjected to proper scrutiny, that will put pressure on the 
Bills subject to the guillotine - a significant amount of time might be taken by the Parliament in dealing 
with the capital works Bill, leaving that much less time for consideration of these Bills. 

I am not proposing an uncooperative position on the part of the Opposition; the Opposition is happy to be 
debating simultaneously with the events in this Chamber the Committee stage of the Censorship Bill in the 
new Legislation Committee. The Minister in charge of that Bill has indicated a desire to have it disposed 
of in the Legislation Committee fairly quickly, and there will be some debate in the committee about 
timing. However, the Opposition is prepared to cooperate with the Government in that regard. 

I will surprise the Leader of the House by offering yet another opposition concession, and I find this 
particularly hard to do. However, when the Treasurer comes into the Chamber for the resumption of the 
second reading debate on the Revenue Laws Amendment (Assessment) Bill, he might like to suggest a 
cognate debate with the Revenue Laws Amendment (Taxation) Bill, and the Opposition would accept such 
a proposal. It is not as though this Opposition is so recalcitrant and obstructive that it needs to be 
bludgeoned into submission with this weekly motion moved by the Leader of the House. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I am overcome by the goodwill. 

Mr RIPPER: The Opposition has demonstrated its goodwill, but the extent of the debate on the capital ' 
works Bill might make the conclusion of debate on some of the Bills that are subject to the guillotine a 
little difficult. We would be very unhappy if we found that the guillotine came down in practice on 
Thursday afternoon. The Opposition continues to oppose the weekly use of the guillotine for all the . 
reasons of principle that I have outlined on many previous occasions: It restricts the rights of members of 
Parliament to do what they have been elected to do; it reduces the opportunities for members to scrutinise 
the activities of the Executive; and it runs completely contrary to the spirit that should motivate changes to 
the procedures that apply in this place. 

The Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters recommended 
improved accountability mechanisms, with Parliament as the centrepiece of those mechanisms. The 
commission also recommended improvements to parliamentary procedures with an emphasis on 
accountability. The committee on which you and I sit, Mr Deputy Speaker, is also recommending changes 
to our procedures, with an emphasis on accountability. This weekly motion is completely contrary to the 
directions of the reform process. It will be opposed today as it will be next week and any succeeding 
parliamentary sitting week. 

MR BROWN (Morley) [3.24 pm]: I also oppose this motion, and I do so for a number of reasons. First, 
a number of my constituents have approached me about laws that have been pushed through this 
Parliament with the use of the guillotine motion over the past three years. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr BROWN: There has been the Young Offenders Bill, the workers' compensation Bill and the Public 
Sector Management Bill. Do members opposite want me to go on to tell them about the faux pas in those 
Bills? The Minister for Labour Relations has now introduced a Bill to correct a number of the faults in the 
Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Act. The Government had the temerity to bring the amending 
Bill before the House and not listen to the Opposition or take into account the views expressed here. It 
simply took a high and mighty view that it knew everything. Members opposite had a superior attitude and 
believed that they did not need to listen to other members of this House. The Government believed that it 
had worked it out and it rammed the Bill through. Now, another amending Bill has been introduced into 
this place, demonstrating that the first Bill was badly flawed. 

We note that the Premier has not tabled the Fielding report into the Public Sector Management Act One 
may theorise about what is in that report and why the Government has not tabled it Has it not been tabled 
because the Public Sector Management Act was rammed through Parliament without sufficient time for 
scrutiny and, as a result, contains major deficiencies? If Commissioner Fielding did not find major 
deficiencies, why has the report not been tabled in this Parliament? I could ~o on and on to talk about the 
legislation that has been pushed through this Parliament without proper scrutmy by members, without their 
having the opportunity to put forward their views and without the Minister's giving some modicum of 
consideration to those views. 
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Whenever these faults occur and whenever constituents of mine ask me what I did in relation to these Bills, I tell them quite honestly that I had prepared speech notes and proposals to put 10 the Minister. However, it is the Government's view that it is more important 10 push legislation through this House by use of the guillotine than to listen to the considered views of members of the Opposition. That is the view of this Government and it is a very high-handed, jackbooted view not suited 10 our system of parliamentary democracy as it is supposed to operate. However, we see this action repeated time and time again by this Government on the basis that it is not prepared 10 listen at length to the views of others about the type of legislation that should be going through this place. 
I am amazed that we have this guillotine motion. Recently, as a result of the deliberations of a parliamentary committee, we had an agreement to change the rules for the operation of this Parliament. This afternoon, for the first time, a second committee of the Parliament will be sitting to consider the Censorship Bill. As a result, some members will have responsibilities in the Chamber and in the Legislation Committee. They will be rushing backwards and forwards between the two in an attempt to accommodate the Government's time frame. The Government does not give one moment of consideration to that, nor does it care. What does the Government want next - does it want another committee? I am very disappointed, because I thought that if the Government had legislation considered in two forums there would not be the need for this jackbooted approach. 

The Government is not content with that: It continues on its merry way of forcing legislation through this place without giving any consideration to the concepts of parliamentary democracy. The Government is not prepared 10 listen to the views of members on this side of the House. I oppose this motion and I will continue to oppose any similar motions. I will also continue 10 let my electorate know about the very undemocratic and autocratic ways of this Government. 
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth 
Mr C.J. Barnett 
MrBoard 
MrBradshaw 
MrCourt 
MrCowan 
MrDay 
Mrs Edwardes 
Dr Hames 

Ms Anwyl 
Mr M. Barnett 
MrBrown 
MrCatania 
Dr Edwards 
Dr Gallop 
MrGrill 

MrMcNee 
MrMinson 

Question thus passed. 

Ayes (27) 
MrHouse 
Mr Johnson 
MrKierath 
MrLewis 
Mr Marshall 
MrNicholls 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 
Mrs Parker 

Noes (19) 
Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobclke 
MrLeahy 
Mr Marlborough 
MrMcGinty 
Mr Riebeling 

Pairs 

MrPendal 
MrPrince 
MrShave 
MrW. Smith 
MrTubby 
Dr Turnbull 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

MrRipper 
MrThomas 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Cunningham (Teller) 

Mrs Roberts 
MrBridge 

REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT (ASSESSMENT) BILL 
Cognate Debate 

On motion by Mr Court (Treasurer), resolved-
That leave be given for a cognate debate for the Revenue Laws Amendment (Assessment) Bill and the Revenue Laws Amendment (Taxation) Bill, and that the Revenue Laws Amendment (Assessment) Bill be the principal Bill. 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 16 May. 
MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [3.34 pm]: The Opposition supports the passage of these two pieces of legislation. A number of concessions are made in the Revenue Laws Amendment (Assessment) Bill that would not be priorities for a Labor Government. I refer to the part of the second reading speech of the Treasurer on the effect of the amendments to the Land Tax Assessment Act to 
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provide relief by classifying land used by an owner for the purposes of breeding horses as a primary 
production area that would then attract the exemption that is provided to primary producers for the payment 
of land tax. I find this a peculiar priority for the Government because I believe there are many more 
pressing matters that require financial assistance from the Government than people who own property for 
the purpose of breeding horses. It probably illustrates the extent to which the priorities of this Government 
are askew. Surely offering assistance to industry to create jobs and offering assistance that achieves a 
social purpose are far higher priorities than providing a primary production exemption for land used by an 
owner for the purpose of breeding horses. Nonetheless, the matter has come forward and it is not 
something about which Opposition members feel so passionately that we want to oppose it, other than to 
say that it does not accord with our sense of priorities. 

The second land tax amendment seeks to provide a rebate of land tax to lessees of land leased from the 
Crown, a local authority or a public statutory authority upon involuntary termination of the lease. It seems 
a mere technicality that is being rectified by that amendment and the Opposition has no objection to it 

In relation to the amendments as they touch on the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act, we note that in each of 
the years this Government has been in power, notwithstanding its election promise to abolish payroll tax, 
the Government's take from payroll tax has risen. Today the State Government is more dependent on its 
take from payroll tax than it was three and a half years ago when it came to power. The extent of the 
exemption being granted in this year's Budget is minimal: It seeks to increase by $25000 the threshold 
below which payroll tax is not payable. The effect is $3.5m on this year's Budget That is a drop in the 
ocean in the overall scheme of things. That is why the Government's take from payroll tax is growing 
dramatically in contradistinction to its rhetoric which only three and a half years ago condemned this 
revenue source as a tax on jobs. However, we do not hear that rhetoric a great deal today because the 
Government is taking more and more from employers in the form of payroll tax each year. 

The amendment to payroll tax is a very modest adjustment to the taxation regime by adjusting the threshold 
by that fairly minimal amount. It will affect only a small number of employers. The Government sees it as 
moving towards providing some illustration of its commitment to reducing the incidence of payroll tax. 
However, any reduction is illusory: The incidence of payroll tax is significantly increasing. 

I note the exemption being extended to remote area benefits. In particular, the second reading speech of 
the Treasurer states that the legislation will provide an exemption from payroll tax for prescribed benefits 
paid to employees in remote areas. The benefits to be prescribed as exempt are annual leave travel 
assistance, compassionate and medical travel assistance, power and water subsidies, and child education 
bursaries. In each of those areas every member of this House is acutely aware of the great disabilities 
under which people in many remote parts of the State work in terms of climate, isolation and prices 
charged for goods and services. In addition, they generally miss out on a number of things which a large 
city has to offer. People who work in these remote communities should be offered considerable incentive 
to go to them and assistance in meeting the disabilities associated with living in those communities. 
Accordingly, to the extent that this legislation offers payroll tax exemption for part of the salary package of 
people who work in those remote communities, it is an appropriate measure. 

The legislation also amends the Stamp Act. The provision on which I part company with the Government 
is its proposal to extend stamp duty relief for the transfer of farming properties between family members 
where a discretionary trust is involved. Discretionary trusts are typically used for tax minimisation 
purposes, and it is time the Government reviewed generally the tax rebates and concessions offered to 
people who structure their businesses in such a way as to minimise or avoid their taxation obligations. 
Because of the clear influence of the National Party on the Government, this legislation proposes to give 
special treatment to the transfer intra-family of farming properties. Family small businesses which are 
transferred intra-family do not attract the same favourable taxation treatment as farming properties under 
this proposed amendment. Most importantly, it opens up all sorts of possibilities for tax avoidance by 
specifically including within the framework of the legislation the discretionary family trusts operated in 
this way. The Treasurer in his second reading speech alluded to the possibility of tax avoidance, 
particularly with respect to trust income. The Opposition shares that concern. However, despite the 
objections of the Labor Party in opposition, the Government has persisted with this move to grant tax 
exempt status to the transfer of farming properties. Transfers between natural persons are currently exempt 
and this amendment will include the transfer of properties into trusts, subject to certain conditions set out in 
the legislation. 

I will comment briefly on two other matters contained in the legislation. The first is the admissibility in 
legal proceedings of unstampcd instruments by the non-liable party. It is easy to envisage a situation in 
which an innocent party with no liability to pay stamp duty could be prejudiced in legal proceedings by 
having a copy of a document which cannot be admitted in evidence because the party liable for payment of 
the stamp duty did not make that payment. In my view this is a timely amendment and it has the 
wholehearted support of the Opposition. I appreciate that in many cases the non-admissibility of the 
document provides an incentive for it to be registered and the duty paid, even when the incentive is cast on 
a non-liable party who may subsequently seek to rely on it and have it admitted in legal proceedings. It 
provides an additional incentive to ensure people comply with the law, register their documents, have them 
stamped and pay the requisite amount of duty. Although I acknowledge the argument running the other 
way in terms of ensuring the highest level of compliance with the stamp duty legislation, it can operate in 
such a way that is harsh and unconscionable to an innocent party who is not liable for the payment of the 

1 
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stamp duty in any event. That has occurred in the past and, consequently, the Opposition supports the amendments which will achieve the admissibility of these unstamped documents. 
The other area I am pleased to see amended relates to the proposal that Homeswest leases to its tenants, who by and large are the people in need of some assistance from the State, will be exempt from the payment of stamp duty. This is a good example of the point I made at the outset that the Government should construct the revenue laws of the State so that they achieve either a significant economic purpose or a significant social purpose. To exempt from the payment of stamp duty the leases between Homeswest and its low income tenants will provide a modest, but nonetheless significant, additional income flow to an organisation charged with the responsibility of looking after the lower income people in the State and providing them with access to housing. It is a good move. Several other proposals in this legislation do not excite me about the Government's order of priorities, particularly the provision to grant horse breeders tax exempt status while people are still waiting for beds in hospitals and our schools are not being cleaned properly. It is a strange order of priority, but that is a matter for the Government 
A further matter on which I will comment deals not so much with the specific content of the legislation but the context in which it is presented. These Bills contain a number of measures that will cost the State Treasury millions of dollars. They are presented at a time when the State will be hard pressed financially and they should be reconsidered. A few minutes ago, in response to the Treasurer's statement about the $9Om shortfall in this year's state Budget, the point was made that it was anticipated when the Budget was delivered five or six weeks ago that it would be a balanced Budget. The Parliament was told that the income from the financial assistance grants from the Commonwealth was guaranteed and the Budget had been prepared on that basis. The Treasurer's statement today indicated that $6Om in commonwealth financial assistance grants to the State will not be forthcoming; however, those grants were an essential underpinning of the state Budget. Secondly, an additional $3Om has been cut from specific purpose grants to the State for unspecified programs of the highest priority, which the Federal Government agreed to fund because they are in the national interest and also because they are much wanted by the general populace. Therefore, it was prepared to either contribute all the money or provide matching grants to ensure the programs were up and running. When $30m is taken from those most essential programs which go to the heart of services provided by the State, such as health care, education and training, I find it rather strange that the Government should offer favourable tax treatment to horse breeders. This State is facing significant cuts to important programs such as home and community care, the supported aecommodation assistance program, and the homeless youth program. Other examples are the national landcare program and the Iandcare and environment action program. The examples I have given are heavily funded by the Federal Government, but that funding will be cut by $30m a year. The Government, in looking at its priorities, should place far greater weight on putting the readily available doIlars into maintaining these programs. It is strange to be pushing ahead with offering favoured tax treatment to horse breeders and others when there is no social objective to be achieved from offering that concession, other than perhaps a measure of political patronage from the Government. 

The Opposition criticised the state Budget when it was delivered because it believed it would have a limited life. What was in it was good, but the Opposition expected it to have a life of three months rather than the planned 12 months. Only five weeks after the Budget was delivered it has been revealed that it contains a $90m shortfall. The Government should not be pressing ahead with these revenue laws at a time when it should be identifying the programs which will be cut from the special purpose grants and the number of jobs that will be cut from the public sector, of which the Treasurer has refused to provide the Opposition with any details, and when it should be looking at maintaining standards and service delivery; it is basically to have the proposition the wrong way around. 
Simply, there are too many people crying out for financial assistance from this Government. These include school communities which do not have covered assembly areas, parents who are looking for child care facilities for their children, people who have the misfortune of having to go to hospital emergency centres and find themselves waiting for hours on end for treatment, public sector workers who face the prospect of losing their jobs and people who are the subject of this Government's privatisation programs which are resulting in the quality of services being diminished. For example, there has been a dramatic decline in the standards at schools because the product of privatisation has been dirty schools with hardly any financial savings. A similar situation is occurring with public transport which is used by school children and lower income people, particularly those from the outer metropolitan suburbs. The standards are declining because the money is not being allocated to these programs. This Government is offering favoured tax treatment to certain classes of people who, in the assessment of the Labor Party, do not need that favourable treatment because they have the opportunity to set up artificial structures - for example, family trusts and the like - to avoid their obligations to pay tax. These people do not need the sort of assistance needed by the people whom one meets on the buses, in the hospitals and in government schools. I would rather see the Government paying greater attention to these people as a matter of priority. Instead, in a climate of uncertainty, the Government is pressing ahead by offering these favoured tax treatments to a range of people. 

For the reasons I have outlined, this legislation does not excite the Labor Party. It is not the sort of legislation which the Labor Party would introduce if it were in government. However, it does reflect this Government's priorities and for that reason the Opposition will not vote against it, although it argues that the Government should review its priorities and allocate the money to areas where it is needed rather than to some of these artificial and unworthy causes which are the beneficiaries of this legislation. 
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MR PENDAL (South Perth) [3.55 pm]: I will make a brief contribution to that part of the Bill which is 
referred to in the Treasurer's second reading speech as follows -

Part 3 of the Bill seeks to amend the Land Tax Assessment Act to implement two land tax relief 
measures to operate from the 1996-97 year of assessment ... 

It is a truism in politics and public administration generally that tax reform is never enough or implemented 
in the right places. Probably, that criticism can be levelled at land tax and possibly payroll tax more so 
than against most other forms of taxation. However, because of a number of complaints that have been 
brought to my attention by constituents in South Perth - these complaints have in tum been transmitted to 
the Minister for Finance - I will raise a couple of issues. I do not pretend that these issues are new to the 
Treasurer, but one must work on the basis that unless the fault is raised sufficiently often, action will not be 
forthcoming to address what is fast becoming a most serious and, some people would say, unfair impost on 
those who pay this tax. 

I was not in this Parliament when it introduced amendments in the 1970s that brought about what is 
perhaps the greatest reform for land tax payers sinee the inception of land tax. The reform removed the 
obligation for most land tax payers to pay the tax. Members may recall that until that point every 
landholder in Western Australia, no matter how modest their holding, paid an annual assessment for land 
tax. I think it was the Government of the Treasurer's father who introduced the major exemptions so that 
the general land tax payer did not pay that tax. If I recall correctly, it meant that from that point people did 
not pay tax on their principal place of residence. It also meant from that point a person did continue to pay 
it on other property he owned. 

I suppose that to some extent I come into the debate with a vested interest because only recently I 
purchased a piece of Toodyay and I will be paying land tax for the first time. However, that is not my 
concern. I am concerned about a couple of issues and I hope the Treasurer will give some attention to 
them. It begs the question of whether the Parliaments and Governments of 20 years ago did the right thing 
in abolishing land tax on all but one's principal place of residence. It meant that in the so-called old days at 
least the burden was spread reasonably equitably across income and landholding lines. We have now a 
land taxation system which discriminates according to the type of one's investment. That is perhaps not a 
matter for shedding tears over on the part of many in our community who do not pay land tax. However, it 
should be. If one decides to invest one's modest savings by purchasing gold or some other form of 
investment such as shares, debentures or a bank deposit, one would not pay a tax that is the equivalent of a 
land tax. Perhaps what the parliamentarians of 20 years ago did is a bit like what happened to the streaker 
who was hauled before the Magistrate's Court. When the magistrate asked him for an explanation of his 
conduct, he said, "I know it seems a bit lame, but it seemed like a good idea at the time." Abolishing land 
tax across the board 20-odd years ago seemed like a good idea at the time. However, it removed a general 
tax which was a minor burden on most people and concentrated the burden on the small number of people 
who invest their savings in property; that is, not only broad acres, but also residential property. 

I draw one statistic to the Treasurer's attention. Like most members of Parliament, over the years I have 
heard in a number of forums the argument that land tax is becoming a greater burden. However, I have 
never heard it expressed in quite so graphic a way as when a constituent from Hensman Street in South 
Perth drew the following to my attention. This man, whom I will not identify, has been a landlord since 
1979. He now owns three rental properties. For the two bedroom house that he owns he receives rental of 
$150.40 a week and he pays an annual assessment of $1489.82 in land tax. For the second property, a 
three bedroom house on a strata title, he receives $160 a week in rent, and he pays an annual assessment in 
land tax of $968.94. In the case of his one bedroom granny flat he receives $110 a week in rent, and he 
pays $968.94 in land tax. SuperficiaIIy he does pretty well. However, that is only superficial, because 
none of that takes into account his other oncosts, his rates and other taxes and charges, maintenance and the 
rest. He brought to my attention, and I now bring it to the Treasurer's attention - I am sure the Treasurer 
will be busy writing this comment down - that the land tax on those same three properties in the current 
year equates to 15.87 per cent of his gross rent before his other costs. Here is the rub. As recently as 
1991-92 the percentage that he was paying on land tax for those same three properties was 12.08 per cent. 
I do not know enough about taxation to know whether that is bracket creep. However, it certainly sounds 
like it, and it would be an unwelcome addition to anyone's expenses if one were paying more in real terms 
this year for land tax than in the 1991-92 year. I have heard the problem expressed in a variety of ways in 
the past decade or so, and I have heard the arguments rebutted in a variety of ways. However, I have never 
seen a better argument that someone's share of land tax has increased, notwithstanding what might have 
happened to property values and other costs that a person owning residential property is confronted with. 
His comment is that the gain in land tax costs has therefore substantially outstripped the increases in rent 
and will continue to accelerate due to the compounding nature of the land tax scale. 

I am not saying that successive Governments have not sought to come to grips with the problem, because I 
believe they have. However, they have not yet arrived at the answer. That is a graphic illustration of 
someone who is not a huge property owner. Even if one were a huge property owner, there does not seem 
to me much equity in a position that would visit those sorts of increases onto a person. A sense of 
frustration is creeping into this whole equation for property owners. As a constituent from Salter Point 
says, "What is the point? I may be better off - notwithstanding things like capital appreciation - investing 
in blue chip shares with my local stockbroker, or finding other forms of investment with a lower risk." 

Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 
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Mr PENDAL: I will be interested to hear from the member for Geraldton. I thought that he, being such an 
extensive property owner, would be the first on his feet supporting this. 

Mr Bloffwitch: I am. I want a complete review of the tax system. 

Mr PENDAL: That is a start. However, sometimes the so-called complete reviews do not seem to lead 
anywhere. Incidentally, I recall that the High Court brought down a decision in the early 1990s that gave 
the States some opportunity for a better taxation base. One of the suggestions that I read sounded 
remarkably like a goods and services tax. However, given the restrictive nature of state taxation revenue, 
one hopes that this current State Government is at least looking at some of those opportunities that the High 
Court opened up to us. It is not often one has to admit that the High Court opens up any opportunities for 
the States, but it did do so on that occasion. Again, it is an opportunity to spread the burden, which my 
constituent believes is not being spread around at the moment. I know enough to say that the 
Government's Bill is taking a modest step in the right direction. 

I hope it will not stop there. Like the member for Geraldton, I agree we should go back to taws to find 
those ways that exist both within the current system and in the hints dropped to us by the High Court 
Otherwise we may find that if it does become unattractive for people to invest in the residential property 
market, the burden of providing for those tenants inevitably and invariably will fall on the Government 
The waiting lists for Homeswest housing are long enough already without our adding to them the burden of 
the public housing sector. In any case, it should be at the forefront of the thinking of any government of a 
Liberal and National Party persuasion to do everything that it can to make investment in property more 
attractive rather than less attractive. 

I appreciate that modest reforms will take place within this Bill, but I draw to the attention of the Treasurer 
that if I were an investor and had to pay 15 per cent of my rental income in state land tax this year as 
opposed to 12 per cent four years ago, I would get the impression, without being a mathematical whiz-kid, 
that I was slipping behind the eight ball. That causes frustration for property owners. I do not have time in 
this debate to outline all of the concerns that have been put to me by constituents, but in fainless they have 
been passed to the Minister for Finance and the relevant departments that do their best to answer and 
justify. However, I leave members with the thought that all that government departments can do is explain 
and justify, because they do not make the rules and they do not impose the rates. That is the job of the 
Parliament. It is the job of the Parliament to say, "Enough is enough; there is sufficient burden on 
investment oriented property owners that we should take notice of, and do something to reverse, that 
trend." Notwithstanding those comments, I support the Bill. 

MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [4.12 pm]: I reiterate that while we do not support the priority of this 
Bill, we will not oppose its passage. The Bill raises some further anomalies within the current state land 
tax system. As was mentioned by the member for South Perth, a person's principal place of residence 
currently is exempted, but unfortunately for the people who pay land tax at the moment, there is no ceiling 
on that exemption, so a person who owns a residence in Peppermint Grove worth $lOm receives a total 
exemption from land tax. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Do you think there should be a ceiling? 

Mr LEAHY: I certainly do, as is the case with every other tax system. A person who chooses to invest in 
land is hit by the fact that he must pay land tax, whereas an investor in shares, racehorses, paintings or 
whatever does not pay a similar state tax. However, a person whose total investment is in his principal 
place of residence in Peppermint Grove, which is worth $10m, avoids the payment of land tax. 

Mr Bloffwitch: He has to pay rates. 

Mr LEAHY: He pays very low rates in Peppermint Grove. Peppermint Grove is one of the lowest rating 
shires in the State. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Is that right? I do not have any property there. 

Mr LEAHY: Nor do I. Many of the shire councils that we are talking about are very low rating because 
the facilities are already in place. The shire councils which are expanding are the ones which are higher 
rating, and often they have fairly low income levels across the board. 

A person who elects to spread his investments over a number of properties, which may be very modest by 
way of investment for rental or for subdivision in the future, pays state land tax, and that tax accumulates 
exponentially because the properties are added together. He might pay very little land tax for a $60 000 
property, but if he doubled that investment to two properties worth $60 000 each, the land tax would be 
quadrupled. 

Mr Court: The problem with you, and other people on your side of the House, is that you are becoming 100 
big a landowner. 

Mr LEAHY: Not too many of us on this side are in that position. I do not know of one member on our 
side who owns property in Peppermint Grove or an area like that. 

Mr Court: You are one of the biggest landowners in Carnarvon. 

Mr LEAHY: I wish I was. 

Under this BiII, people who elect to put their principal place of residence into a family trust or some other 
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mechanism to minimise their taxation payments to the Federal Government, or, as we have seen recently in 
a number of cases, to avoid that property becoming available to creditors if they become bankrupt, will also 
be exempt from the payment of land tax. I cannot see how that is equitable. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Many family homes are in a family trust 

Mr LEAHY: People made that decision based on what was best for them; they knew that they could avoid 
or minimise some federal taxes and that they might be able to protect their assets, but they knew they still 
had to pay ~tate land tax. Under this Bill, those people will now receive the benefit of not having to pay 
state land tax. There arc many other areas which should receive priority; I can point to a number in my 
electorate where a few million dollars could be spent to preserve a jetty which is the last standing jetty in 
the north west, and for a number of other things which are very important to me and my constituents. 

One area where I differ with the Leader of the Opposition, because of my shadow portfolio responsibility 
for Racing and Gaming, is that I agree with the extension of the exemption to the horse breeding industry. 
That exemption is currently available to people within the grazing and horticultural industries, and one can 
support the exemption in equity terms, although it is currently quite easy to avoid the payment of land tax 
by the scam of growing a few fruit trees or raising a few pigs when the primary purpose for buying the land 
is for subdivision. 

Mr Bloffwitch: It must still be the primary source of revenue. 

Mr LEAHY: It does not have to produce any revenue. 

Mr Bloffwitch: I think it does. 

Mr LEAHY: I do not know; I need to look at that. 

Mr Court: It must be the primary source of revenue. 

Mr LEAHY: The Bill states that there will be an exception for the agistment of horses that are not used for 
breeding. I believe that area should not remain an exception. People who agist racehorses or horses which 
are used for show jumping or anything else are still involved in primary production. I can see a reason for 
racehorse training establishments not to be regarded as primary producers. Agistment of horses, whether 
they be for racing or show jumping, could quite easily be allowed along with breeding. There would not be 
many of them and it would not have much impact on the revenue raised. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [4.20 pm]: The cognate debate on these Bills enables us to discuss a whole 
range of tax concessions being provided by the Government in the current Budget. While I do not wish to 
take any issue with those measures - there is a need to provide some concessions - the Government is 
trying to make a virtue of taxing people even more, and people will not accept that. While I appreciate that 
concessions are being provided, they are very small in comparison to the total tax take. 

The concession in relation to the debit tax is to be extended to certain charities, resulting in an annual cost 
of about $800 000. While we are not given much detail on that, we clearly support that measure. There is 
a whole range of changes with respect to land tax. The primary production exemption, to which the 
member for Northern Rivers referred, includes the land tax rebate for leases of crown land and from other 
instrumentalities. There is a change in that area to allow a fee for the provision of information and that fee 
will be in excess of the cost of providing the service. Those concessions are presumably not to have any 
real cost I hope the Treasurer can provide more details on that because the statement that there would be 
negligible cost does not give much of an indication of what is involved. 

The next key area - and it is rather large - relates to payroll tax relief. This covers a number of areas. My 
estimate from the Treasurer's second reading specch is that about $6m or $7m is to be forgone as a result 
of these measures. There are also changes to the Stamp Act involving $3m. I estimate that the total 
revenue forgone will be a little in excess of $lOm. While that amount is reasonably large, particularly in 
the context of the $90m that the Treasurer has given to the Commonwealth, we need to take into account 
the fact that there has been a huge growth in government revenue. 

The Treasurer's speech contained figures on land tax collections and the concessions provided in this Bill. 
He indicated that in 1995-96 land tax revenue was $157m. If the current regime were to continue, we 
would be talking about revenue in 1996-97 of $177m; that is, a natural growth as a result of the increased 
value of land of approximately $20m. This Bill reduces that tax take - it does not hold it static - so that the 
revenue estimate is $165m, which represents a growth in revenue from land tax of $8m. Those figures 
clearly make the point that I stated earlier; that is, the Government is trying to make a virtue of taking more 
tax from the people of this State. That will not wash, particularly with the large number of people who will 
suddenly find that their land tax assessments have gone up and, in some cases, as a result of the valuation 
process the increase will be quite considerable. 

The Treasurer has laid it on a bit thick. In the second reading speech he stated -

This will provide an estimated benefit to taxpayers of around $11.5m. 

No-one in the community who pays land tax will accept what the Treasurer is saying: People do not see it 
as a benefit La pay more land Lax. Clearly, they are being provided with a reduction given what might 
otherwise be the case if this Bill were not passed. However, it is stretching it too far to say that in any way 
this will result in a benefit. These people are simply being asked to pay more tax instead of a huge amount 
more. 
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The payroll tax concessions in this legislation cut back the tax take that would flow to the Government if 
the current regime were to continue. The same story that applied to land tax applies here: The tax take 
increases and it increases so much to the embarrassment of the Treasurer that we do not find any figures in 
the second reading speech for either Bill. Mention is made of the savings, but we do not see any figures 
relating to the actual amount. The budget papers show that in 1995-96 payroll tax is expected to bring in 
$628m, whereas the estimate for 1996-97 - which I assume is included in these changes because they came 
forward with the Budget - is $671m. Even with the supposed concessions, payroll tax will increase by 
$43m or nearly 7 per cent. At a time when inflation is running at about 3 per cent or 4 per cent, we see 
twice that amount in the increase in payroll tax. As I said, there was no mention of that in the Treasurer's 
speech; he was simply trying to put a spin on the whole thing as though somehow payroll tax would be 
reduced. Clearly that is dishonest: Payroll tax will not be reduced; it will increase at roughly twice the 
inflation rate. 

Payroll tax is a major source of taxation income for the State Government. That has been recognised for 
some time, although it appears that the Treasurer does not understand that. We have a real difficulty in 
having a Treasurer who cannot discuss economic matters in a rational and open way. Back in 1993, the 
Treasurer was quite willing to allow Mr Hewson to take that amount - and in those days we were talking 
about $500m. As I have just indicated, we are now looking at something close to $700m, which is a key 
revenue stream for the state Budget. In 1993, the now Treasurer was quite vociferous in his support of Mr 
John Hewson and his Fightback package - a package that would take $500m from the States. That runs 
totally contrary to what the Treasurer knows to be in the interests of this State and all States; that is, as he 
has said, the main growth streams in revenue lie almost totally with the Commonwealth. Payroll tax is one 
of those small areas where we do have a growth tax. This is not the time or the place to debate whether 
that is good or bad; there are clearly many negatives with payroll tax. However, at the end of the day, it is 
one area that actually provides a large amount of money for state finances. With our growth in population 
and jobs it is a growth tax. Yet, some three years ago, this Treasurer was telling everyone that we should 
hand it back to the Commonwealth, leaving the State totally subservient to the Commonwealth. Clearly, 
the Treasurer has not changed his spots in respect of that, because what we have seen in the past week or so 
is our Premier and Treasurer and the other Premiers being willing to hand to the Commonwealth even more 
money by giving back some of the grants that have previously flowed to the States. 

While the Treasurer has certainly made a lot of noise during the past three years about the reduction in 
commonwealth funds flowing to the States, particularly to Western Australia, we find that he is suddenly 
magnanimous with the money of the people of Western Australia and is willing to fix up the 
Commonwealth's problems by handing over nearly $IOOm. 

Mr Bradshaw: I think you're misrepresenting the truth. 

Mr KOBELKE: Will the member point out how? 

Mr Bradshaw: Obviously, the Premier did not go over to the meeting and willingly hand over the money. 

Mr KOBELKE: One gained that impression from his statement today. He said that he will 
magnanimously accept that the Commonwealth has a huge financial problem, and as this is a growing State 
and doing well financially he is willing to help the Commonwealth out. 

Mr Court: Get it straight! All the States, including New South Wales, which has a Labor Government, 
agreed to the proposal. If you want to go for me, go for the Labor Government as well. 

Mr KOBELKE: I am having a go at the Federal Government which tricked the Premier into this deal. The 
Premiers attended the meeting and were about to be ambushed and mugged. They stood together to save 
being mugged, but had their pockets picked instead. The Premiers were happy not to be mugged, battered 
and abused, but they came away with empty pockets; they were absolutely done over. I accert that the 
Premier is not the only one to whom that has happened - it has happened in the past. It is difficult dealing 
with the Commonwealth as it holds the purse strings, and different Prime Ministers employ different 
strategies to reduce States' revenue. However, this was no Placido Domingo performance in which the 
Commonwealth rolled out a new structure so that the States received less of the revenue - it was a straight
out ambush. A day or two before the Premiers arrived, the Federal Treasurer lobbed on the States a 
proposal for a new form of goods and services tax. The States recoiled at that suggestion, and went to the 
meeting determined to fight back. 

This proposal was to give a growth revenue area to the Commonwealth and to make the States further 
supplicant to the Commonwealth. Clearly, the States could not buy that; nevertheless, they had their 
pockets picked at the end of the process. The Premier returned to Western Australia with $l00m less in his 
pocket, and that was in addition to the restructure in commonwealth grants resulting in a $70m reduction 
for the State, as announced some time ago. 

The Treasurer has great difficulty in providing any rational economic argument to substantiate his position. 
He must resort to political posturing with the Prime Minister and the Federal Treasurer in referring to an 
$8b hole which the State must somehow help plug. Can the Treasurer tell us the percentage of total 
government revenue in Australia which is gathered by the Commonwealth? I believe it is about 80 per 
cent - correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr Court: We raise only about 40 per cent of our revenue for the state Budget. 
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Mr KOBELKE: So the Commonwealth collects about 60 per cent? I think the Treasurer is right 

Me Bloffwitch: You cannot work it out like that To say that the amount the Commonwealth gives us back 
is a reflection of what is taken -

Mr KOBELKE: That is not what I say when referring to the total tax collection across the States. 

Mr Court: It is 40 per cent of our state Budget. I could not tell you the figure as a percentage of the total, 
but I could find out easily. 

Mr KOBELKE: It is certainly in excess of 60 per cent; it may be up to 70 per cent The remainder of 
government revenue collected across Australia is by the States. 

Mr Court And local government. 

Mr KOBELKE: That is a small percentage. Those general figures indicate where the comparative revenue 
raising power lies; that is, clearly with the Commonwealth, not the States. Where is the rational argument 
to claim that we should give up funds to help the Commonwealth with its problem? The Commonwealth 
has the growth revenues, not the States. Year after year the Commonwealth has tended to retain more of 
the revenue, but I have a problem with the Treasurer making a virtue of it. 

Mr Court: You are correct that the Federal Government has access to almost all growth revenue. If it 
controlled its expenditure, it would be able to place its Budget in a healthy surplus in its third year. It 
cannot be done overnight, as we learnt ourselves. As the Commonwealth has access to the growth revenue, 
we were not prepared to give it access to another growth revenue. That was the fight last week. If the 
member believes that it is a better proposition to accept the Commonwealth's wholesale sales tax, he -

Mr KOBELKE: The Treasurer is misrepresenting what I said. The Treasurer resorts to the level of 
argument of deliberately misrepresenting what people say as he is incapable of arguing rationally on 
economic facts. I agreed with his comments until the nonsense of misrepresenting what I said. He 
indicated that the State would not give the growth tax of a wholesale sales tax to the Commonwealth - I 
agree with him on that. However, I disagree with the Treasurer in his attempts to make a virtue of 
propping up the Commonwealth. His view is totally unbelievable. The Treasurer's pocket may have had 
$loom picked whichever Government were in Canberra; we have a history of such action by .the 
Commonwealth. We can argue - I am sure we will - that these are run of the mill deals in which the States 
miss out on revenue. I accept that. However, I do not accept that the Treasurer somehow .should 
magnanimously accept the deal and claim it is good for the State. I cannot see the basis for his argurnentas 
it cannot be substantiated. . 

The Treasurer could have been done over much worse, but he and the other Premiers still had their poCkets 
picked. The second reading speech for this Bill makes a glossy claim which facts do not support As, much 
as I would like to state that the Bill provides benefits, I cannot as none is involved. The Government is 
simply extracting a little less taxation than would otherwise be the case. Nevertheless, peoplecwiUpay 
more tax and that cannot be denied. I have difficulty with the Treasurer's inability to rationally argue his 
economic position. The Treasurer cannot substantiate parts of his speech because thebenefit·doesnot 
exist. The reduction in taxation is not absolute, and in most areas taxation continues to grow. Today the 
Treasurer made a statement for which I can see no rational support; he said -

The Government's ongoing reform of the public sector will allow it to achieve 
magnitude and more without reducing the current levels of service delivery. 

I am happy to take an interjection from the member for Melville, but it is difficult to do ;)V<~UvU;Jy 
halfway through a quote. 

Mr Shave: What you are saying is irrelevant. I am trying to beef up your speech. 

Mr KOBELKE: The member claims that what I said was irrelevant, but I was quoting 
speech of today. Therefore, the Treasurer's speech was irrelevant. Perhaps 
irrelevant as he cannot rationally argue economic matters. He said that we will smlpl~firrl~ 
reduction out of savings made within the public sector. The Bills before us 
$lOm. Also, the Treasurer is saying that $loom in lost revenue is no pro~lem as 
some savings. If that is true, let us consider from where those savings Will come. 
really claim that the Budget contains a lot of fat? Do we have a padded nnn~".' 
Government's Budget may be wrong, as it was hopelessly wrong last 
dollars? Following the Government's track record we have a pretty 
stand up. A lot of money has somehow been padded in it. Now that the 
on and taken Sloom away from us, we will dip into those pockets of mo.ney 
what the Treasurer is saying? That is one way of answering his undertakmg to 
his fingers he can find Sloom from the Budget which is to start in a couple of 
to find evidence of that. 

Mr Osborne: It didn't stop you doing a bit of speculation, did it? 

Mr KOBELKE: I am putting a rational argument. I have another 10 minutes. 

Mr Wiese: You have to be joking. 

Mr Court: His time is up. He should sit down and let the next person speak. 
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Mr Ripper: The new rule is that a member has 20 minutes and then a 10 minute extension. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson); Ten more minutes. 

Mr KOBELKE: I have been caught before when I have been halfway through a speech. I have sat down 
not realising that the clock is there to deceive me, somewhat like the Treasurer, who is very good at giving 
an impression that is different from the actual situation. 

I was suggesting that when we fish around for an argument to support the Treasurer's statement that $ 100m 
can be found by a click of the fingers, we find it very difficult. I have suggested that one way is simply to 
put money in the Budget to pad it, so that it might be released. There is no evidence of that. The Treasurer 
is not putting forward that argument. Perhaps we might be looking at a major change to our public sector 
structure. The Treasurer has hinted at that but given no details. If that is the way that much of the $100m 
is to be saved, we must have some details. Again, on past experience of government in this State, it cannot 
happen. If the Treasurer is talking about major restructuring, the Government may in the longer term 
achieve major savings, but we are talking about the next 12 months. The Treasurer has also said that the 
Government will maintain the level of services. I will come to that in a moment. If it maintains a public 
sector largely delivering the current level of services, it will not save anything near $100m in the first 12 
months of restructuring. When a Government amalgamates departments it has to reprint all the letterheads 
and change all of the signs on the doors. That costs more. That counters the savings that a Government 
might make in the frrst year. If the savings are to be drastic and the Government is to remove staff from 
the payroll, it will have redundancy payments which will appear in the next year's Budget. That might in 
the longer term lead to savings but it would not do so in the Budget we are discussing today, of which these 
two Bills form part. The Treasurer has made no rational argument about how to save $100m. The third 
possibility is that we will have major cuts in services. The Treasurer has said that is not to be the case. We 
heard in the Treasurer's speech statements that are not true. Perhaps the statement about no major cuts in 
the quality of services is another of the Treasurer's untrue statements. We have not been given any 
evidence of where the Treasurer will find this amount of nearly $100m. 

The basis for the concessions contained in these Bills is that we have a growing revenue base. That is 
certainly true. This Government has received very good Press on its economic management. It is very 
difficult to find a Government that does not receive a positive recognition in a time of economic growth, 
which is clearly what this Government has been in. If we look at all the graphs of growth, whether in jobs 
or investment, we find that since mid 1991 we have been in a very steep growth curve. Only in 1993-94, 
after this Government came to power, did we start to see a downturn as a part of the normal cycle. 
Whether it will be momentary and then we will carryon, or whether it will be the start of the next dip, time 
will tell. We clearly see that cycle taking place. Most economic indicators show growth starting in the 
middle of 1991 and into 1992, moving up into 1993-94 and then levelling off or starting to dip again. Let 
us hope that growth continues and the economy does not fall into the next trough. The economic climate in 
which this Government has had to frame its Budgets has been one of incredible growth. Between the 
Government's coming to power in 1992-93 and the Budget it brought down in 1995-96, Western 
Australia's tax revenue has grown by 42 per cent in just three years. I do not have the figures for inflation. 
Over those three years the total rate of inflation would have been about 10 per cent, and yet the revenue 
growth in this State was 42 per cent. It is not too difficult to manage a Budget when a Government is 
raking in that amount of money. The reasons for that are largely threefold. We have seen the economic 
growth to which I have alluded and for which this Government can take no credit. If it could sustain the 
growth, clearly we would have to recognise that the Government had done that. However, the growth 
started in 1991-92 and led the growth throughout the whole of Australia. National policies and world 
demand started that growth in the Western Australian economy. This Government might help maintain it. 
If it does, that is great, but the Government cannot take the credit for the economic growth. We have also 
seen population growth in this State at a high level generally throughout the 1980s and into the 1990s. 
Although the figure has waxed and waned a little, it has remained strong, with much of the increase coming 
from immigration. 

A significant factor in the huge increase in tax revenue taken by the Court coalition Government has been 
the large impost it has made on the taxpayers of this State who have had increases in water and sewerage 
rates, a $50 levy on motor vehicle licences and an extra 4¢ on a litre of fuel. I could go on and on about 
where this Government has loaded on the taxes. It is certainly the height of hypocrisy for the Treasurer in 
his speech on these Bills to suggest that somehow he is giving a benefit to people because he is increasing 
tax by less than he would otherwise. It is all about increasing the tax again but not by so much. This 
Government has a clear record of laying higher taxes on the ordinary people of the State. Since the 
Government was elected the average family in Western Australia has paid an extra $34 in taxes and 
charges. That has been at a time of natural growth of revenue because of economic and population growth. 
In conclusion, the economic judgment on this Government will be made on the basis that it was in power at 
a time of quite large economic expansion. The difficulties come when a Government has to manage the 
slide down the cycle when trade, world demand and the national economy are going in the wrong direction. 

Me Court: In the so-called great growth period that you are talking about, why did you allow debt to blow 
out by so much? 

Mr KOBELKE: That is not true. The Treasurer cannot give the figures. When Labor came into power in 
1983 we had a major debt problem far greater than the current Government claims it inherited. In the early 
1980s the Burke Government gained control of it. Therefore, from the mid to late 1980s the debt per head 
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of population was falling. That was shown in the select committee report tabled in this Parliament From 
1987 to the early 1990s, there was a collapse in shares and property values around the world, and Western 
Australia got caught up in that. No-one denies that poor management decisions were made by the previous 
Government. However, the impact on the total debt was minimal compared to the debt inherited by Labor 
in 1983. In addition, the Labor Government managing that decline into a much lower level of economic 
activity borrowed money to look after the ordinary people - to provide them with houses and jobs, 
something this Government would never consider doing. It made a conscious decision to allow debt to 
increase a little to try to look after the people of this State. This Government, with a huge growth in 
revenue, does not care a fig for the people of this State. We can see that in the way it has cut services and 
the quality of services so that we now have a lower quality of health and education services. This mob of 
bean counters opposite has no social policy and no regard for looking after the people of this State, even 
when it has had a huge windfall in tax revenues coming into its Budget. 

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [4.52 pm]: These Bills propose a range of tax concessions and reductions in 
taxation rates and the Opposition wiII not oppose them. In summary, the House is being asked to approve, 
firstly, a debit tax concession which will apply to charitable organisations estimated to cost revenue about 
$800 000 per annum. Secondly, it is being asked to approve three changes to land tax arrangements. 
People who hold land for the purpose of breeding horses will receive the primary producer exemption. 
According to the second reading speech, that will have a negligible impact on revenue. The BUl also 
includes a pro rata rebate of land tax when a lease of crown land is terminated by the Crown. Thirdly, we 
are being asked to approve changes to land tax scales, which will cost revenue about $11.5m. The rebate 
on crown leases is said in the second reading speech to be negligible. There will also be changes to payroll 
tax. A new payroll threshold will free a further 130 employers from paying payroll tax at a cost to revenue 
of $3.5m. There will also be a new scale for the payment of payroll tax. Again, the estimate is a cost to 
revenue of about $3.5m. I assume those are separate amounts of $3.5m so that the total payroll tax forgone 
will be about $7m in those two measures. There is a measure in each Bill, each of which is estimated to 
cost $3.5m. Because the figures are so similar I wonder whether -

Mr Court: That is not the case, but I will get a detailed answer for you. 

Mr RIPPER: Are we talking about one amount of $3.5m forgone rather than two amounts? 

Mr Court I will give you the answer. 

Mr RIPPER: That would be helpful. Because the same figure is included in two speeches, it is unclear 
whether it is one amount of S3.5m or two. Lastly, we are being asked to approve the removal of payroll tax 
from certain benefits enjoyed by employees in remote areas. That is estimated to cost $lm. Further, there 
is an exemption of payroll tax on the salaries paid to certain trainees at a cost to revenue of $2m, if that has 
ever been collected. Next we are being asked to approve concessions in the stamp duty area; that is, stamp 
duty required to be paid on the transfer of farm and property to family members who want to hold the 
property in a discretionary trust. That will cost revenue $3m. An exemption involving stamp duty on 
Homeswest leases is said to cost revenue about $150 000, although the second reading speech says that that 
revenue has never been collected. Lastly, those first home buyers who purchase a house jointly with 
Homeswest will receive stamp duty exemptions applicable to other first homeowners. That is quite a list of 
taxation concessions and revisions to the scale. 

I want to make a few general comments about those concessions. There is every reason to support the 
debit tax concession to charities, particularly as it not only extends concessions to charitable organisations, 
but also makes the position with regard to those exemptions much clearer than it has been in the past. 
However, we must think about the accountability of charitable organisations. In a number of cases in 
recent times, charitable organisations have not spent the moneys they have raised on the purposes for 
which they were raised. In some cases, charitable organisations have spent far too much on employing 
fundraising contractors whose own expenses have consumed the bulk of the money raised. Therefore, we 
should be concerned about the accountability of charitable organisations. I am not satisfied that the current 
Charitable Collections Advisory Committee structure is able to hold charities sufficiently accountable. 
This is important when we are extending $800 000 a year in revenue forgone to these charities. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Didn't we tighten the guidelines? 

Mr RIPPER: I think the Minister is suggesting new legislation. However, my understanding is that that 
legislation has not yet been considered by the House. New legislation is needed to govern charities. The 
giving of $800 000 in effect provides us with all the more reason for making them more accountable. It is 
not just a question of their being accountable for the money they raise from the public voluntarily, but they 
are also the beneficiaries of taxpayers' money raised on a compulsory basis. We should be able to 
ascertain whether they arc operating properly. 

It is good to see that the benefits paid to employees in remote areas will be exempted from payroll tax. 
Principally, they will be employees of the mining industry. As we know, the mining industry often has to 
make a commercial decision about whether it will house its employees at the mine or the processing 
facilities, or whether it will fly its employees in from Perth or from a regional centre and fly them out 
again. Regional development is greatly enhanced if companies do not opt for the fly in, fly out proposition. 
This will remove one small impediment to companies basing their employees in regional areas. It is only 
fair to those employees that they have those benefits without the company suffering a payroll tax penalty 
because, in many cases, the benefits compensate those employees for the rigours of life in a remote area. 
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While the State might be offering this concession to the mining industry and its employees, Our federal colleagues are set to embark on the opposite course. They propose to remove the diesel fuel excise rebate currently enjoyed by the mining industry. That will have a significant impact on the mining industry if it proceeds. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Are you sure about that? 
Mr RIPPER: It is interesting that the member for Geraldton asks that question. I know the matter is being considered by the Federal Government. In an address to farmers, the Prime Minister gave an assurance that the diesel fuel rebate scheme would continue to apply to them. Giving an address to miners he conspicuously refused to give the mining industry the same level of assurance. I understand from m~dia reports that at a National Party conference in New South Wales, a National Party Minister was not able to give an assurance to the mining industry about the continuation of the diesel fuel rebate, despite the fact that there was considerable interest at that conference in such an assurance being given. If the Federal Government plans to leave the diesel fuel rebate alone, one would expect it to have taken those two opportunities, when it was under some political pressure, to give that guarantee to the mining industry. 
This concession to the mining industry is worth $lm per annum based on the figures in the second reading speech, yet the Federal Government will remove a concession to the mining industry valued at between $300m and $400m - valued at slightly less by the Federal Government, I might add. Irrespective of the estimate used, it is a very significant figure. The Federal Government proposes to tax the diesel fuel consumed by the mining industry. While the Stale extends a concession of $lm, the Commonwealth is undertaking a measure in the opposile direction, which is anything between 200 and 400 times the magnitude of the action taken by the Stale. 
I also note the exemption from payroll tax to be given to certain categories of trainees. That is a good move, one that was probably inevitable. From the second reading speech I judge the payroll tax was not being collected from employers, so the law has been adjusted to accord with the practice of state revenue. This can be seen as a subsidy to training opportunities in Western Australia. However, it must be put in context. In my view the State Government has missed the boat on the training requirements imposed by the surge in resources investment. 
We have a shortage of skilled labour now, and that will continue because of the surge in resources investment for a couple of years at least. Extra training should have been put in place last year or the year before to deal with the shortage of skilled labour. It is too late now to embark on extra training opportunities, welcome as they are, because it will take time even on the basis of upgrading the skills of those in the existing work force to get workers to acquire the level of skills needed to cope with the demand for skilled labour. This is a small benefit to the training system, but much more is required from the Government if we are not to miss out on some opportunities for Western Australians that would otherwise come from the surge in resources investment. 
[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 
Mr RIPPER: I now want to make some general comments on the concessions offered in these Bills. I have already run through some figures provided in the second reading speech for the revenues that will be forgone. One difficulty in the past has been that state revenue and the Government have not been able to verify these estimates. I raised these questions in the Estimates Committee hearing and again during the third reading debate of the budget Bill. 
These Bills come to the Parliament stating what these concessions will cost in terms of revenue forgone. I am not aware of any operation where state revenue checks the outcome. When I asked in the Estimates Committee whether that had been done, I was told that it had not been, and with quite a number of these concessions it was simply too difficult to do that. Once again, Parliament is being asked to take estimates of revenue forgone on trust. Why should we trust these estimates - except that the Treasurer has given them to us - when his department docs not follow up to see whether in a year or two the concessions have cost the stated amounts? 
Perhaps a loophole has been created through a drafting problem. The figures may not be correct. On the other hand the legislation might have been drafted too tightly and the Treasurer may say that he is giving $800 000 to charity by this exemption when, in fact, only $400 000 is being given. My point is this: Nobody checks and Parliament cannot find out whether the advice given to it when the Bill is presented for consideration has turned out to be realistic. 
My other comments are about the context in which the Government is able to extend these concessions. The Government is in an exceedingly handsome revenue position by comparison with that of the Lawrence Labor Government. The revenue available in 1996-97 to the State Government compared with that available in the last year of the Lawrence Labor Government reflects a total increase in the State:s recurrent revenue of $1.051b. In 1996-97 this Government will have available to it more than $1 b extra 10 revenue by comparison with that available in the last financial year, 1992-93, of the Lawrence Labor Government 

Let us take payroll tax, for example. We arc extending payroll tax concessions in these two Bills. Payroll tax raised $527m in 1992-93; however, in 1996-97, evcn with these concessions, it will raise $671m - a 27 per cent increase. In these Bills there are concessions on taxes on financial transactions. In 1992-93 th~se taxes raised $251 m, and in 1996-97 they will raise $327m - a 30 per cent increase. It is the same story With 
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property taxes. In 1992-93 property taxes raised $349m, and in 1996-97, despite these concessions, they 
will raise $509m - a 46 per cent increase. 

The tax per capita in 1992-93 was $1 104. The budget papers no longer include tax per capita figures; 
however, it is possible to make calculations, and on my estimate the tax per capita in 1996-97 will be 
$1427. That is a 29 per cent increase since the last Budget of the Labor Government in this State in 1992-
93. Members opposite could say that some inflation has occurred since then, therefore it is expected that 
tax per head will rise. Based on the inflation rates quoted in the various budget papers and on my 
calculations, my estimate for inflation over that intervening period is 12.7 per cent The consumer price 
index has risen by 12.7 per cent, but tax per capita has risen by 29 per cent. The Government is in an 
exceedingly handsome revenue position. No wonder it is able to extend a few meagre concessions here 
and there. Given its revenue position, it should be able to do much better on both the taxation side and of 
course the services side. Why do we have so many complaints about our hospital system when the 
Government has that amount of extra revenue compared to the last Budget of the previous Government? It 
has more than $Ib extra in the kitty this coming financial year compared with 1992-93. The Government 
should be able to do much better on the taxes and services front than it is. 

Payroll tax has continued to increase despite the Premier's extravagant promise before the last election that 
it would be abolished. That promise was based on a federal Liberal Party promise which could not be 
implemented because the then federal Liberal leader and his party failed to win the confidence of the 
electorate. However, the Premier did not let that failure of John Hewson faze him because prior to the 
election he said that the Government would still go ahead and abolish payroll tax. Far from abolishing that 
tax, the Government has increased it considerably - by 27 per cent - as I indicated earlier. The Treasurer 
miscalculated the impact of federal Liberal policies at that time. He has miscalculated again this financial 
year. These Bills will help to implement a Budget which is based on about $2.5b of commonwealth 
revenue to the State. When the Budget was introduced we said it was a Pollyanna, short-term Budget that 
would not last more than three months. The Opposition has been proved right. This Budget is based on 
figures that cannot be sustained because that $2.5b of expected federal revenue has already been cut. It is 
interesting that we are talking about revenue concessions to various groups in the community. The biggest 
concession the State Government has given will result not from these Bills but from the Commonwealth 
Government's impost of approximately $90m. The Government has given to the Commonwealth 
Government far in excess of the concessions contained in the two Bills we are debating today. We will be 
$9Om short if we combine the effects of cuts in general financial and tied grants and the extra charges as a 
result of the imposition of sales tax on certain vehicles purchased by the State Government 

These Bills implement a Budget which is no longer strictly accurate. It is based on revenue figures from 
the Commonwealth which no longer apply. We do not know precisely how those Commonwealth cuts will 
affect us - approximately $28m worth of cuts will be made to tied grants on the Treasurer's own figures. 
We do not know which tied grant programs will be affected. It may be accommodation for homeless 
people, the home and community care program which provides assistance to aged or disabled people, or the 
various schools assistance programs, among others. We do not know what will happen, nor do we know 
which programs of its own the Commonwealth might cut which will have an impact on the States. If the 
Commonwealth cuts the Skillshare program, for example, pressure may be put on the State to provide more 
assistance to the long-term unemployed or more support for training programs. 

If the Commonwealth cuts the Australian Geological Survey Organisation's funding, pressure may be put 
on the State to do more basic scientific research to provide the information to the mining industry which it 
needs for its exploration programs. That is not the only way the Commonwealth may impact on this state 
Budget. It may try to shift some programs to the States together with what it may estimate to be the 
relevant financial allocations. It may shift the pharmaceutical benefits program to the States, which is 
growing by 8 per cent per annum in real terms. The State must be very careful before it takes on a program 
such as that. Given that program's growth rate, it is unlikely that State revenues will increase sufficiently 
each year to cope with the long-term impact of that program. In effect the Commonwealth may put the 
States under financial pressure by seeking to make that transfer of a high growth program without 
providing any equivalent high growth revenue source. 

In conclusion, these Bills implement a Budget which is no longer accurate because it did not take into 
account what were inevitable cuts to commonwealth funding to the States. Blind Freddy could have seen 
what was coming. From the moment this Federal Government took power it indicated cuts would be made. 
It talked about 58b worth of cuts. It was unrealistic to frame a Budget in that environment on the basis that 
commonwealth revenues to the States would be maintained. That is what this Government has done. The 
Bills provide some concessions, and the Opposition does not oppose them. However, the Government is in 
a very sound position as a result of the economic growth this State has experienced. With the $Ib extra 
revenue it has compared to the last year of the Labor Government, it should be performing better on the 
taxation and services fronts. 

MR COURT (Ned lands - Treasurer) [5.28 pm]: I thank members for their support of this legislation. 
The member for Belmont referred to 53.5m; it occurs only once. 

Mr Ripper: It is mentioned in each second reading speech. 

Mr COURT: That is because they are complementary Bills. It is a scaled reduction that will be worth that 
53.5m. Similarly, the remote area benefit reduction will be worth Slm in a full year. The member for 
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Nollamara said that the total value of the measures in these Bills was $lOm; in fact it is $2Om. It is all very 
well for the member for Belmont to say that the State has had growth revenues. However, he did not 
explain that as a result of those growth revenues, the Grants Commission reduces our grants. 

As I mentioned, Grants Commission reductions in the past three years have been, from memory, $54m, 
$53m and $73m. As a percentage of gross domestic product it is an interesting figure. I provide some 
statistics: Taxes, fees and fines revenue has risen significantly per capita in all States and Territories. The 
increase in Western Australia incorporates the strong economic growth since 1993-94. According to the 
latest Grants Commission data, Western Australia's tax rates are the second lowest in this country. The 
growth in taxes, fees and fines revenue has been offset by reductions in commonwealth grants. For 
example, when more royalties flow from, say, the North West Shelf project, automatically we will face a 
reduction in our grants. 
Mr Ripper: But there are some offsetting figures. 

Mr COURT: I will provide the figures: General purpose grants for Western Australia have fallen from 
31.1 per cent of the total general government revenue in 1987-88 to 26.9 per cent in 1992-93, and an 
estimated 20.6 per cent in 1995-96. That is a detail that the member for Nollamara conveniently ignored. 
As a percentage of the gross state product the State's general government revenue, including all 
commonwealth grants - with the exception of compensation on the sale of BankWest - has fallen from 15.4 
per cent in 1987-88 to 14.3 per cent in 1992-93, and an estimated 14.1 per cent in 1995-96. Therefore, 
when members quote figures, they must put them in perspective. They must understand that when we have 
big growth in royalties, there is a corresponding cut from the Grants Commission. We will have a nominal 
decline in our funding from the Grants Commission this year because of the changes. 

Mr Ripper: The corresponding cuts are not of the same magnitude. Overall your revenue position is vastly 
in advance of the position achieved -

Mr COURT: That is not the case. The previous Labor Government had years of enormous growth in 
revenue, but members opposite blew it. That is the problem. If the member wants to debate that -

Mr Kobelke: When will you speak the truth? You said that I ignored that aspect but I made that very 
point. 

Mr COURT: Come off it! I have explained that the value of the revenue measures in this Bill is $20m, not 
$IOm as the member said. 

Mr Kobelke interjected. 

Mr COURT: I do not care how the member puts it. Members opposite cannot say that when they lost in 
excess of $1.5b it was good for the weak in our community - as one member opposite said! I would not use 
that language. Certainly the $1.5b lost by members opposite came from record revenue growth, but they 
squandered their opportunities. That is why they allowed schools, the Police Service, the environment and 
disability services to be neglected. They should not now say that we have growth revenue and that we are 
lucky. Members opposite had growth revenue but they squandered their opportunity. They blew it. I do 
not believe they will have that opportunity again for some time. I thank members for their support of the 
Bill. 

Mr Ripper: You did not indicate the boUom line of the calculation. You said that you have had growth in 
revenue and that there would be cuts in commonwealth grants. What is the bottom line? 

Mr COURT: I will provide the statistics on grants over the past decade. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Committee 

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr Hames) in the Chair; Mr Court (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill. 

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed. 

Clause 3: Principal Act -

Mr KOBELKE: I intend to go through each main part of the Bill and speak on each leading clause. I seek 
more detail on how the concession will apply in respect of charitable exemptions criteria and whether 
$80 000 is the annual estimate for costs to revenue. 

Mr Court: It is $800 000. 

Mr KOBELKE: I referred to an amount of $ 10m during the second reading debate because the Treasurer 
in his speech did not comprehensively cover the revenue forgone under each part of the Bill. I intend to go 
through each part and speak to one clause in order to receive a brief outline additional to the comments 
about the application, particularly regarding the cost to revenue of each division. 

Mr RIPPER: Earlier I asked whether any effort would be made to verify the accuracy of the estimates 
given in the second reading speech for revenue forgone. What mechanisms will be adopted by state 
revenue, if any, to check on the operation of the concessions and to determine the accuracy of the estimates 
provided to Parliament? 
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Mr COURT: On the land tax scale for 1996-97 it will be $IUm for the full year. For payroll tax benefits, 
using the scale it will be $4.2m and $4.5m in a full year, but for the charitable debits tax it is $800 000 in a 
full year. For family farms it is estimated at $3m. For Homeswest it is $800 000 in 1996-97 but it will be 
$150000 in the full year. Stamp duty is revenue; others are concessions, and that is $300 000. 

As to the accuracy of the figures, when concessions are clearly identified - such as for the farming group -
state revenue will monitor those concessions to find out whether the operation is running according to the 
estimates. Some of the other general concessions are difficult to monitor. Therefore, it becomes a best 
estimate. 

Mr Kobelke: What was the $ll.5m for? 

Mr COURT: The land tax scale changes. If we had not changed that, we would have an additional 
$l1.5m. 

Mr RIPPER: I understand that it may be difficult to monitor the exemption that is provided to charities for 
the debits tax, for example. However, from time to time might a special assessment be done to see what 
the concession is costing? 

Mr COURT: A good point has been raised. Treasury officials are looking at whether they should develop 
tax expenditure statements that will report on the concessions in place, whether they are believed to still be 
appropriate and whether they are having the desired effect. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Hames): I am pleased the Treasurer sought the call; he does not do that 
often. It is not so much that I am bothered by it; however, I gather that the people in the closed circuit 
television room do not know where to point the camera unless members seek the call and I give them the 
call. 

Mr RIPPER: I am pleased that tax expenditure statements will be developed because for a long time we 
have not given enough scrutiny to revenue forgone. We do not give it the scrutiny that we give to 
expenditure, yet it can be just as important, both for people who do not have to pay because of concessions 
and for the taxpayers who do not receive revenue that could otherwise be spent on public purposes. Will 
the tax expenditure statements be published in the budget papers or given to the Parliament in another 
form? 

Mr COURT: As I said, the issue is being considered by Treasury. I would have to get advice from 
Treasury on what it proposes to do. I thought it was the sort of information that a Government would want 
to make public and use as a means of selling changes to the tax system. Just as we are calling on the 
Federal Government to reform its system, we must also look at bringing about changes where we can. 

Comments have been made that some of these changes might not be the priority of the Opposition. 
Members opposite will agree that many small changes have been made to these taxing measures in the past 
three years. That has been due largely to the Minister for Finance trying to get rid of anomalies in the 
legislation. Many of those are of nuisance value to various people; however, to some individuals they can 
cause a lot of pain. Members will agree that the Government has becn able to get rid of many of the 
anomalies. It has cost revenue; however, it has solved many problems for various groups in the 
community. 

The question of land tax on semi-rural properties in the metropolitan area is a difficult issue. We are trying 
to come up with a fair way to work our way through it. As a policy we have tried to move to address as 
many of these anomalies as we can. 

Mr RIPPER: I appreciate the Treasurer's comments on the changes that have been introduced by the 
Minister for Finance to various legislation in recent years. One man's nuisance is another man's rort, 
which is why I seck advice on the accuracy of the estimates that are given in the second reading speeches. 
I hope the Treasurer's agencies will give more thought to this question because otherwise large amounts of 
revenue may go missing before it is recognised that a particular concession has become a rort. 

Mr COURT: I accept that. 

Mr KOBELKE: An alignment exists in the concession for charitable organisations between what 
concession applies to the debits tax and what applies to the financial institutions duty. Does the Treasurer 
envisage further steps to roll these taxes into one rather than to coHeet two different taxes by the State, both 
of which are basically on bank transactions? 

Mr COURT: I am advised that at this stage Treasury is not looking at changes. Some studies are being 
conducted into both the debits tax and the FID regime; however, it is not proposed to roll them into one. 

Mr Kobelke: Will advertising of this alignment of concessions to the charitable organisations be carried 
out so that those who will be able to take advantage of it will know about the change? 

Mr COURT: I am advised that those who currently receive the FID exemptions and who are not able to get 
the debits tax exemptions will be notified that they can now receive that exemption. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 4 and 5 put and passed. 
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Clause 6: Principal Act -

Mr KOBELKE: I assume that the amendment to the Land Tax Assessment Act for exemption for the 
breeding of horses will just bring in a new category? 

Mr Court That is correct. 

Mr KOBELKE: The second relief measure under this Bill is a rebate of land tax on land leased from the 
Crown, local authorities or public statutory authorities upon an involuntary termination of the lease. What 
does that cover? 

Mr COURT: Under the legislation if people have a lease with the Crown on 1 July, they are deemed to be 
the owners. However, if during the year a change occurs in the lease that is given to them, this amendment 
will provide the ability for compensation to be given for that tax. 

Mr Kobelke: For the purposes of this taxation does that lease treat the land simply as though it were 
freehold, and is it lumped in with the owner's freehold land? 

Mr COURT: Yes, the legislation treats the lessees as though they own the land. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 7 to 14 put and passed. 

Clause 15: Principal Act -

Mr KOBELKE: This clause is included in part 5 of the Bill dealing with the Stamp Act, which contains 
provision for relief from stamp duty on the transfer of farming properties. Will the Treasurer indicate the 
revenue forgone? 

Mr Court The amount is $3m exactly. 

Mr KOBELKE: How will that be applied? The member for Belmont raised the general concern that this 
part of the Bill may provide a loophole for some people to exploit to avoid paying stamp duty. Clearly, the 
Opposition supports the intention of providing relief on the transfer of family farms because it knows that 
often a farming family does not have many liquid assets. Its assets may be totally tied up in the farm and 
when that farm is passed from one generation to another, the stamp duty required could make it difficult to 
maintain the viability of the property. I assume that is the reason for the amendment, but I ask the 
Treasurer to explain the mechanisms provided to ensure it is not open to rorts. 

Mr COURT: The Government announced this proposal some time ago and the delay in presenting it 
occurred so that the Government could put in place a mechanism that would not be subject to rorts. The 
member will appreciate that if this provision is not correctly framed, some people will very quickly find 
loopholes. Does the member have a copy of the explanatory memorandum? 

Mr Kobelke: No, I do not. 

Mr COURT: A detailed explanation is contained on pages 13 to 16 of that memorandum, providing an 
outline of the processes and the circumstances in which people are eligible. The amendment is proposed to 
help genuine family situations. Often, in the past people have been reluctant to transfer the property during 
their lifetime and that has created problems and pressures within families at a later stage. This amendment 
should overcome that problem. It must be a genuine transfer of the property, and the person transferring 
the property cannot maintain control of it. 

Mr KOBELKE: I accept that guidance and I will read the pages of the memorandum referred to. I refer to 
another provision in part 5 relating to the move to introduce procedures to permit brokers to include in their 
stamp duty return, transfers of marketable securities which are pursuant to the exercise of an exchange 
traded option. I have no idea how the market works with respect to brokers and options, but I am keen to 
ensure the Government is not creating another loophole. I ask the Treasurer to briefly explain how this 
provision will operate and the safeguards in place to ensure the State is not cheated of revenue through a 
possible loophole. 

Mr COURT: This is a reasonably complex area and a detailed explanation is contained at pages 16 and 17 
of the explanatory memorandum. 

Mr Kobelke: I accept that. 

Mr COURT: It basically seeks to introduce procedures which will permit brokers to include in their stamp 
duty return, transfers of marketable securities which are pursuant to the exercise of a exchange traded 
option, and a more efficient mechanism is also proposed for calculating stamp duty on those types of 
transfers. 

Mr Kobelke: How much revenue is forgone as a result of this amendment? 

Mr COURT: No revenue is forgone; it just provides a more efficient way of collecting the revenue. 

Mr Kobelke: Does it have implications for other legislation, possibly even federal legislation, covering 
that area? 

Mr COURT: No, I do not think so. 
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Mr KOBELKE: I refer to the statement in the Treasurer's second reading speech regarding relief from the 
double imposition of duty on certain instruments which evidence the sale of a mortgage. Will the 
Treasurer explain how that double imposition works currently and what the new procedure will be? 

Mr COURT: When a mortgage is transferred it involves two documents - the contract for sale and the 
formal transfer to change the legal ownership. It was never intended that stamp duty be imposed on each 
document This amendment will ensure the stamp duty applies to only one document. 

Mr Kobelke: Was it previously collected on both? 

MrCOURT: Yes. 

Mr KOBELKE: I refer to the amendments involving lease agreements for Homeswest. It was indicated 
that this amendment fits in with the movement of Homeswest towards market rents. The legislation 
provides that if the gross rental does not exceed $125 a week, this exemption will apply. Will the 
Treasurer explain how Homeswest will employ this? Will the saving be passed to the tenants or will it 
become a book exchange between Homeswest and the State Taxation Office? 

Mr COURT: Homeswest has gone to a gross rental situation and is subsidised accordingly. In cases where 
people went over the threshold, duty would be applied. This change backdates it so that no duty will be 
collected; therefore, it will not have to be passed on. It simply takes into account a change in the 
proceedings which Homeswest has implemented. 

Mr Kobelke: Is there a collection now? 

Mr COURT: No. This clause backdates it to make sure it is kosher. 

Mr KOBELKE: I thank the Treasurer for attempting to explain the points on which I was seeking 
clarification. 

The Treasurer said in his second reading speech that one of the changes will allow for a company's 
restrictive articles to be ignored when valuing its shares. I ask the Treasurer for a brief explanation of that 
and to advise whether it will be revenue neutral or lead to an increase or decrease in the tax take. 

Mr COURT: Basically, it is revenue neutral. If it were not put in place, it would provide some avoidance 
mechanisms. In effect, the loophole is being closed before it can be used. 

The restrictive provisions in a company's articles affecting a particular class of shares have been used to 
justify an artificially low value being placed on them for stamp duty assessment purposes. As the Stamp 
Act does not permit the Commissioner of State Taxation to ignore the restrictive articles for assessment 
purposes, a dispute often arises over the value of such shares for assessment purposes. Prior to the 
abolition of probate duty, the Act provided that restrictive articles would be disregarded and that allowed 
the shares to be valued as though the company qualified for listing on the Stock Exchange. 

The listing rules of the Stock Exchange require that the articles will apply equally to all the company 
shares. Following the abolition of probate duty, this valuation mechanism was abandoned on the 
presumption that it was being used only to avoid probate duty. However, it has become apparent that 
restrictive articles can lead to dispute over the true value of shares. Accordingly, the proposed amendment 
reinstates the commissioner's power to disregard restrictive articles when valuing company shares for 
stamp duty assessment purposes. 

Mr Kobelke: I accept the explanation and thank the Treasurer for it. However, it suggests to me that there 
is already a loophole. Perhaps the tax advisers are ahead of the game and the trade has not woken up to the 
loophole. It appears from the Treasurer's explanation that there is a potential loophole. Is it being closed 
off before people get into the game, or is there evidence that people are already using it? 

Mr COURT: The valuers at the state revenue department are working on the assumption that it is listed on 
the Stock Exchange. The reason for this amendment is that people can get into a bit of a bun fight and it 
will provide certainty where, if they get into a court situation, they will have the backing of this law with 
respect to the value. Is the member asking whether this loophole has been used? 

Mr Kobelke: Is the Treasurer suggesting that there has already been a case where this has become evident 
to the State Taxation Department? 

Mr COURT: There have been cases where people have run that argument. The idea of this clause is to 
clarify the situation, if a person becomes involved in a court situation. I do not think they have won their 
argument. 

Mr Kobelke: In other words, to date the commissioner has been able to eyeball them and they have backed 
off? 

Mr COURT: That is one way of putting it. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 16 to 45 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
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Report 

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted. 

Third Reading 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Court (Treasurer), and transmitted to the Council. 

REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT (TAXATION) BILL 

Second Reading 

Order of the day read for the resumption of debate from 16 May. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate and transmitted to the 
Council. 

Resumed from 2 May. 

Sitting suspended/rom 557 to 7.30 pm 

APPROPRIA TION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 2) 

Second Reading 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [7.33 pm]: This Bill deals with capital 
works aspects of the 1996-97 Budget Before referring specifically to the capital works budget I will deal 
with the factors that have gone into play to crcate the 1996-97 Budget. A good summary of the factors that 
determine outcomes within the coalition Government is that we have a mix of prejudice and politics. In a 
four year term, prejudice plays the role for the first three years, and then in the last year, politics dominates. 
This is in essence the nature of the budget planning, if I can use that expression, undertaken by the 
coalition Government The prejudices that have gone into budget planning over the first three years of the 
coalition's term of office are, firstly, that private is better than public - that is, anything to do with the 
private sector is better than the public sector - and secondly, that unions are a necessarily negative 
influence on the economy. 

The SPEAKER: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is speaking first, but the judgment has been made 
by the Clerk that you are probably not the lead speaker. If you are the lead speaker, you are entitled to 60 
minutes rather than 45 minutes. Will you indicate which you are? 

Dr GALLOP: I will be the lead speaker. One might as well grab the opportunities that are presented. 

The third prejudice is that the economy must always take precedence over the environment and, further, 
that public hospitals and public sehools are inefficient and in need of reform. Another prejudice that the 
National Party adds to the equation is that everything to do with the country is better than everything to do 
with the city. If one puts all of those prejudices together, one gets a good summary of what has gone on in 
Western Australian politics between 1993 and the end of 1995. Fortunately we live in a democracy and at 
the end of 1995 the Government began to think about what would happen early in 1997; that is, an election. 
The dominant themes of the first three years of the Government are a millstone around its neck when it 
comes to re-election. Therefore, in the last year of a four year term we see politics, or rather a very narrow 
view of politics - the next election and what is required to win it - coming to dominate the Government's 
agenda in its budget planning. The Government has the evidence from two opinion polls; firstly, the polls 
that the taxpayers fund that give the Government a comprehensive view about the way the public is 
thinking about political issues. Those polls show that the public does not want its hospitals to be 
privatised, the environment should be taken seriously and -

Mr Cowan: But not the Opposition. 

Dr GALLOP: The Government got rid of that question two years ago. It does not ask that question any 
more. 

The polls show also that issues such as education and the quality of life are important. The Government, 
firstly, rejigs the personnel in its Cabinet to try to create the impression that poll driven priorities are 
government priorities. Second, it starts to spend some money in some areas in the 1996-97 Budget. 
However, we know they are only short term considerations on the part of the Government. They have 
nothing to do with its long term thinking in budget planning in Western Australia. The Opposition will 
certainly be arguing to the public of Western Australia that the prejudices of 1993, 1994 and 1995 should 
be the dominant factors when one thinks about who to elect in 1997. 

The SPEAKER: I want to correct something I said a moment ago. The member's time, which was set at 
45 minutes, was changed LO 60 minutes because he is the lead speaker. However, the time allocated for 
other members will be 20 minutes, plus 10 if they seck it, because that is the rule we are applying. For 
those who are about to speak the time allocated is 20 or 30 minutes. 



[Tuesday, 18 June 1996] 2735 

Dr GALLOP: When we go to the next election the Opposition will be arguing that the prejudices of 1993, 
1994 and 1995 are the real factors upon which the performance of this Government should be judged, 
rather than the short term accommodations the Government has made to public opinion in the 1996-97 
Budget. With those preliminary comments on the Government's Budget I now move closer to dealing with 
the capital works issue. 

The basic problem we have in dealing with the 1996-97 Budget is that, firstly, it was introduced so early 
into the equation. It was introduced before the end of the financial year and before the availability of 
confirmed statistics on end of year budget performance. Therefore, we have been dealing with the Budget 
on the basis of estimates bf what the end of year performance will be rather than on the basis of what that 
end of year performance actually is. However, that problem is not as important as the second problem, 
which is fundamental to the Opposition's argument about the 1996-97 Budget; namely, that that Budget 
was introduced on the basis of assumptions about the federal Budget that are at best flimsy. There is no 
question that the introduction and framework of, and the assumptions behind, the 1996-97 coalition 
government Budget are very shaky. That argument applies to the way that we tackle not only the recurrent 
side of the Budget but also the capital works side of the Budget. 

We said that this Budget would not withstand the test of time. The test of time to which we were referring 
was not the test of history, where people come back and judge a budget according to the contribution that it 
makes to the social and economic development of the State, but the time between the bringing down of the 
state Budget and the bringing down of the federal Budget, because in between those two events we could 
see the assumptions behind this Budget taken away very quickly. We have already seen examples of that. 
We have seen that this Government must now pay what it says will be about $3m in wholesale tax for 
executive vehicles. The initial estimates were higher than that; I will certainly accept the Government's 
figure of $3m, but there is some risk that it will be more than $3m. 

Most importantly, we have seen that the commonwealth grants to the State of Western Australia will be cut 
by $90m: Specific purpose grants will be cut by $30m, and general purpose grants will be cut by $60m. 
That $lOOm which has been taken out of this Budget represents a severe blow to the Government's budget 
planning. Without question, it means that the Treasurer must go back to each of the individual departments 
and look for savings. The initial view that the Treasurer presented, which was that we could achieve these 
savings through "administrative reform of government", will not stand any rigorous test, because any major 
reorganisation of government will cost money in the short term, and there is some doubt about whether it 
will save some money in the medium to long term. Lots of reorganisations of government sound very good 
in theory but cost a lot of money in practice; and we are talking in the first instance of any redundancy 
payments that may be associated with those so-called administrative reforms. Therefore, the Treasurer's 
statement that the administrative reorganisation will create the revenue which has been lost by the Howard 
Government's victory over the States - let us face it; that is what it is - falls flat. 

During the Estimates Committee, I raised the issue of the reorganisation of government because evidence 
had come to the Opposition that the Government was thinking of a set of super ministries along the lines of 
the Victorian system of government. In 1992, the former Labor Government explored that concept, and 
that has continued under the new Administration, but what we were thinking at that time, as we think now, 
is that State Governments arc different from Federal Governments because Federal Governments, which 
have provided the model of super ministries, are essentially policy making machines. The Federal 
Government in many of its departments delivers policies rather than services. That is a quite different 
activity from the primary role of many state government departments and agencies, which is to deliver 
services. The super ministry model is not as effective an administrative tool with regard to the delivery of 
services as is the model of a more diffuse system of public administration. 

To give an example, at the moment there is an interesting debate in the Health Department, where the 
review of mental health services expressed the view that mental health was lost within the administrative 
monster of the Health Department and, therefore, the interests of the mental health system in Western 
Australia lost out. Under the administrative reform that has occurred, mental health has been given more 
status within the system, and that is supported by both the mental health task force and the draft plan for 
mental health services. We would find if super ministries were set up throughout government that where 
services were being delivered, the interests that were attached to and that supported and believed in those 
services would be concerned that they would not get a voice at the top level of government. 

It will be interesting to see the extent to which the current Cabinet will fall for the two card trick which is 
currently being prepared within the bureaucracy. The trick is that we have got a problem, and now is the 
time to implement the beautiful little idea which has been sitting in Treasury for the last five years about 
how to reorganise Western Australian government. Of course, the Treasurer went in hook, line and sinker 
when the cuts were announced last Friday and said, "This is the way we will do it." However, I notice that 
already he is starting to back off from that position and talk about consultation with each of the Ministers 
about how he can bring about his $100m-worth of savings. Perhaps some of these Ministers are already 
getting nervous about the implications of the super ministry model for the interests which they represent in 
Cabinet. 

Mr Lewis: Not at all. 

Dr GALLOP: So the Minister for Planning is fundamentally committed to the super ministry model? 

Mr Lewis: I have no problem with it. 
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Dr GALLOP: The Minister for Planning, who will retire at the next election, has no problem with the 
super ministry model and will give his wholehearted support to it. Would the Minister for Health, who 
might become the Minister for Health, Community Services and whatever else the Victorians stick in there, 
be happy with that? 

Mr Prince: I think in Victoria it is actually Health, Housing and Community Services; Aged Care may also 
be included. It depends upon how it is done, because Robert Knowles, who is the Minister for Housing and 
Aged Care, has discussed this with me, and he and the other two Ministers operate as a team. It is not a 
hierarchical exercise. It is a fairly flat structure administratively and seems to have merit. 

Dr GALLOP: So we will reduce the number of public servants and increase the number of Ministers? 

Mr Prince: No. The number of Ministers will stay the same. 

Dr GALLOP: We will need to have a rigorous debate about the issue of administrative reform because 
there is no doubt that the meddling which has gone on in our public sector in recent years has undermined 
its effectiveness and ability to serve the people of Western Australia. 

Mr Lewis: Come on! Do you not remember Brian Burke? 

Dr GALLOP: I said meddling in the public sector in recent years. The changes that were made in the 
public sector between 1983 and 1990 pale into insignifieance compared with the Public Sector 
Management Act that was introduced and what has flowed from it with regard to the administration of 
government in Western Australia. This $lOOm represents a broken promise. The cartoon in The West 
Australian on Saturday depicted the real position very clearly; that is, despite the impression given that the 
States had had a victory, in reality the wheels had been taken from their vehicle. The money that has been 
taken away from the States, which in our case is a cut of about $1 OOm, will mean either increased taxes and 
charges or reductions in services. An honest Government that was not trying to cover up John Howard's 
broken promises would say that to the Parliament and the people of Western Australia, because there is no 
question that there will be reductions in services as a result of the cut in funding and the so-called 
negotiation. I think it was Gcof Parry who said that it was as if a robber had come along seeking jewellery 
and been told, "No, you cannot have my jewellery, but I will give you my wallet instead." That is the 
nature of the negotiations between the States and the Commonwealth. We remember only too clearly both 
John Howard and our own Premier saying that there would be no cuts in grants to the States should there 
be a change in Government in 1996. Clearly, that is a broken promise, and those who speak truthfully 
about the situation will say that that is what it is. 

The second issue that flows from this is the more important issue: What will this mean for the recurrent 
and capital services that we deliver? The Treasurer has said today that it will mean a 1 per cent reduction 
in current total expenditure for the State. He said that he will meet each Minister individually to try to 
work out the impact that this will have and how the savings can be found. There is no doubt that the 
Government of Western Australia will not be improved by this move; the effectiveness of the Government 
of Western Australia will not be improVed, nor will the ability of the Government to participate in the 
social and economic life of the State. 

I refer members to the 1970s, when you, Mr Speaker, were still on the floor of the Chamber, the member 
for Merredin was a member and the former Premier was the father of the current Premier. When the Fraser 
Government said that there would be cuts in grunts to the States the then Premier said that Western 
Australia was a growing State that had great infrastructure needs. He said that the State could not afford to 
accept cutbacks from the Commonwealth Government because if we did, it would mean the very basis of 
economic growth would be undermined. That was the approach taken by the then Premier to a threat from 
the Fraser Government to reduce the grants given to Western Australia. What is the current Premier's 
approach? 

Mr Shave: Do you think this State Government is doing a good job with its finances? 

Dr GALLOP: No, I do not, and I will explain why. 

Mr Shave: Why does everyone else think that we are? 

Dr GALLOP: I will deal with that question specifically. The current Treasurer has not stood up to the 
Commonwealth Government in respect of this issue, and that will have an impact on this State's ability to 
meet the needs of its growing population and economy. What worries me is that not only has he not stood 
up to the Commonwealth Government, but built into this Government's own strategy is a position that is 
not sustainable. In a sense, this will answer the question put to me by the member for Melville. 

Let us refer again to the $100m and relate it to the capital works budget. The Treasurer says that we can 
manage it. What will a cut of $l00m mean if the savings are to be found in the capital works area? In 
terms of the entire Education Department capital works budget, $100m would build 20 new primary 
schools or six new high schools. The Government might decide not to build those schools and, in the 
process, save that $l00m. The Health and Police capital works budgets are $80m and $23m respectively. 
The Government could well decide not to spend money in those areas and that would save $l00m. It may 
cut one-third off the Main Roads capital works budget of $315m. It might cut the total capital works 
spending of the Department of Agriculture for 1996-97. These are the sorts of figures we are talking about. 
Obviously, the Government will not cut anyone of those programs entirely. 
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Mr Shave: Or at all. 

Dr GALLOP: No commitment has been given by the Treasurer that capital works will not be impacted 
upon by the Commonwcalth's decision to cut $100m from the State Budget. The Treasurer has never said 
that. 

There is another side to this equation. The first part of the equation is the fact that the Treasurer has not 
stood up to the Commonwealth Government in respect of its fallacious campaign to reduce expenditure 
radically by $8b. It is fallacious because it is based on growth estimates that have already been 
undermined by the latest forecasts from Canberra. Indeed, major business leaders in Australia are now 
going to the Prime Minister and saying, "We are sick of your talking down the economy. We want you to 
start talking it up because we believe it is in a strong position." Once again, a Labor Government has 
handed over a strong economy to a coalition Government, but the politics of the situation are such that the 
conservative Government refuses to acknowledge that and follows through with a refusal in terms of its 
$8b strategy. 

Let us now consider the Treasurer's capital works program and how it relates to his economic thinking. It 
is very interesting that this year the consolidated fund capital works program will be $465m and another 
$2b will be spent by so-called off budget authorities such as Western Power and AlintaGas that are not part 
of the consolidated revenue and expenditure process. About $400m of that $2b will be raised through 
borrowing. Before going on to ask the question as to whether it is adequate and how the Government sees 
this program developing over the rest of the decade, I will remind members of the important role of capital 
works in the Budget. The capital works program is where the past, the present and the future come 
together; it is where we balance our commitment to the present and future generations; it is where we make 
our commitment to the future clear. It is also where we attempt to ensure that our capital assets are up to 
scratch, are functioning properly and are capable of meeting the challenges provided by future population 
growth, demographic changes, technological changes, economic growth and other factors. 

A decision regarding capital works is very important for the future of our State. In fact, maintaining and 
upgrading the state's capital base, alongside maintaining and upgrading our natural environment, is a major 
task for government. On other occasions we will discuss whether this Government is maintaining and 
upgrading our natural environment for future generations, but that is not a subject for debate this evening. I 
will consider how government maintenance of the State's capital asset is a key factor in determining living 
standards. The Treasurer likes to lecture the Opposition about its attitude to capital works. 

Mr Cowan: What does the Deputy Leader of the Opposition like to do? He has never forgotten that he was 
a lecturer; he lectures anyone in earshot! 

Dr GALLOP: He likes to advocate on behalf of the Labor Party. Let us consider how attitudes to capital 
works and borrowings have changed. 

Mr Lewis: A fiscal genius. 

Dr GALLOP: Docs the Minister for Planning believe that Sir John Forrest was a fiscal genius or a good 
Premier of this State? 

Mr Lewis: What has that to do with it? 

Dr GALLOP: Docs the Minister believe he was a good Treasurer? 

Mr Lewis: It is in the eyes of the beholder. 

Dr GALLOP: He was probably a pretty good Premier. The Governor made a speech when the first Budget 
was introduced into this Parliament in 1891 after the State won responsible government. Governor 
Robinson said to the Parliament that he proposed a loan Bill of £1 336000, which represented £29.14s per 
colonist, or the equivalent of 78 working days' pay for an average tradesperson. We say that Sir John 
Forrest was a great Premier, yet he introduced a loan Bill raising £29 per colonist. What would that mean 
today? In 1991 figures, it translates to $7 090 per person with a loan of approximately $1l.3b. 

Mr Prince: The world has changed a little since then. 

Dr GALLOP: It has. Nevertheless, let us continue the argument. 

Mr Prince: The Labor Party is advocating a return to the 1890s! 

Dr GALLOP: No, I will tell the Minister later what we advocate. According to the current Government, 
Sir John Forrest was a financial vandal. The Treasurer argues, as he has done for three years, that unless 
one adopts an approach based on very narrow accounting standards, one is financially irresponsible. Sir 
John Forrest was such a financial vandal that he spent money on railways, telephone lines, harbour 
improvements and lighthouses, which helped usher in a period of economic development through the 
1890s. 

Governments must achieve the right balance between taxation and borrowings, between consumption today 
and investment for the future, and between spending and saving in the community. This Government does 
not take a balanced view of these issues. If that balance is not right, it must be paid for in the future. 

The Government likes to lecture the Opposition about the great financial geniuses in conservative ranks, 
but we saw those so-called geniuses in the 1960s and 1970s in this State. For example, contracts for the 
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development of Leschenault in the Bunbury area contained no environment provisions. When Labor came 
to power in the 1980s, it had to clean up the mess left in the area by the Court and O'Connor Governments. 

Other illustrations could be given of that imbalance of environment and economy which had to be paid for 
by later generations of Western Australians. We are back on the old treadmill. The accounting bottom line 
is the only aspect considered by members opposite: They consider economy to be more important than 
environment; they put profit ahead of public service. However, someone has to pay for that treadmill. 
Future generations paid for the mess left in Bunbury resulting from a lack of environmental planning by 
earlier governments. 

I could mention other examples. The Leader of the National Party could give a good speech about the 
impact of the North West Shelf project on electricity prices and the difficulties it created in state 
development. The Opposition and members opposite have one major difference: The Labor Party can 
confront its own weaknesses, and then move on. Will a conservative member in this House acknowledge 
that the decisions relating to the North West Shelf were less than perfect? The Deputy Premier and the 
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party would do so, but no other. Some members opposite might agree that 
the scandalous contracts for the Leschenault area development created industry without provisions for the 
environment. The Labor Party has confronted its attitude to Government in the 1980s fair and square; it 
has learnt its lesson and moved on. 

Mr Lewis: Do you admit that you blew it? 

Dr GALLOP: Unquestionably, my friend, the record of the Labor Government was in some respects 
excellent. 

Mr Johnson: Name one. 

Dr GALLOP: I could list all the achievements made if members want. 

Mr C.J. Barnett Go on. 

Dr GALLOP: I will deal with a very -

Mr Lewis: Tell us about the power station at Collie! 

Dr GALLOP: The previous Government started the process of reform in the coalfields. The contracts in 
the time of conservative government were cost-plus contracts; they were great contracts! 

I am particularly interested in aged care and senior citizens policy. The Labor Government of the 1980s 
led the way throughout Australia in seniors' policy, and now every State follows that policy to improve the 
lives of our seniors. 

Mr Omodei: Can you explain why all the schools are falling down? 

Dr GALLOP: That is a pathetic comment! I could mention our public transport system. 

Mr Lewis: Tell us how it returned 80¢ in the dollar. 

Dr GALLOP: Again, members opposite refer to the bottom line in accounting terms. Members opposite -
this is a problem for conservative parties - have no vision for the State of Western Australia. We must 
have balance in our Budget. Is there a balance in this Government's thinking on capital works? Before 
answering that question, let us look at the adequacy of our current public infrastructure. I will refer to the 
Evatt Foundation report which came down a couple of days ago. The report is entitled "The State of 
Australia" and it compares the performances of different States. The Evatt Foundation has come up with a 
way of rating the performance of Governments. It uses 19 separate economic, social and environmental 
indicators, nine of which are from the Commonwealth Government's Grants Commission's figures and the 
other 10 from the Australian Bureau of Statistics' figures. In the economic area it looks at the State's 
economic growth, the rate of full time employment, the inflation rate, per capita income, and the rate of per 
capita investment. In the area of the environment it looks at spending on national parks, planning, and 
urban transit. In the social policy area it looks at teacher-student ratios, educational participation rates of 
18 to 24 year olds, spending on health, hospital beds per thousand population, etc. It is a way of looking at 
how the States are performing; indeed, it is a highly innovative approach to the adequacy of the 
performance of each State. On narrowly economic grounds Western Australia comes out very well, as 
indeed it has done for the last 20 years. I am seeking answers from the Treasury at the moment on this. It 
will be very interesting to compare the difference between the Australian and Western Australian rates of 
growth in the 1980s with the same rates in the 1990s. Over the last 20 years Western Australia has always 
led the way in economic figures. At times it has been challenged by Queensland as one of the two leading 
States on narrowly economic grounds. 

Our economic fundamentals are good. In many areas of policy the Opposition and the Government are in 
agreement. However, we must be honest; the financial position of this Government has been strengthened 
by the upturn in the economy from the recession that occurred in the early 1990s and a 42 per cent increase 
in our tax revenues since the election of the coalition Government. The member for Belmont has certainly 
talked at length about that issue in recent debates. Our financial position strengthened as the economy 
came out of recession. All of those economic activities that were related to the end of the recession fed 
revenue into the coffers of the State Government and, of course, at the same time it increased taxation. On 
economic criteria the State is performing well. However, I come back to my initial point: We cannot 
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judge the performance of any society on narrow economic criteria. If we try to do that, the economic 
fundamentals will be concealed. Unless we get our social and environmental policies right at the same 
time as our economic policies, the economic fundamentals mean nothing. Governments have learnt that 
lesson all through history. If the Government focuses on only one policy area, the other two will come 
back to haunt us in future. 

Mr Bridge: This Government has not learnt that lesson. 

Mr Minson: What you people have not worked out is that we are still trying to sort out your mess. 

Mr Bridge: It was the framework for a wonderful platform. 

Mr Minson: Dream on, princess! 

Dr GALLOP: Let us look at social policy performance. Western Australian spending on education is 8 per 
cent less than the Grants Commission recommendations. It is the lowest result for any State in the period 
ending June 1995. 

Mr Prince: This is the Evatt Foundation, which half of the Labor Party wants to defund. 

Dr GALLOP: I am a member of the Evatt Foundation. I am quite happy to give my money to it to do this 
sensible research every year. Year 12 retention rates for Aboriginal students in Western Australia have 
fallen over the past two years. Western Australian spending on road maintenance is 40 per cent lower than 
Grants Commission recommendations. 

Western Australia has the lowest number of acute hospital beds per thousand population in Australia. It is 
ranked third in spending on welfare. In environmental performance we are ranked fifth out of six States 
due to poor funding levels for national parks, soil conservation, urban transit, and a poor level of 
householder satisfaction with water quality. Therefore, Western Australia has a strong economy, but when 
we compare our performance on public infrastructure with that of other States, there are weaknesses. A 
good Government would say, "We acknowledge these weaknesses. We have to correct them." Let us look 
at how this Government will correct those weaknesses through the remaining years of this decade. The 
strategy of the Government of Western Australia to overcome the weaknesses that exist in our public 
infrastructure is to say that there should be less government involvement in the Western Australian 
economy. By taking the Government out of the infrastructure provision and leaving it to the free market, 
everything will be okay. Lots of people will gain in the short term from that strategy. The Opposition has 
illustrated very well how the consulting class in our State is very happy with the performance of this 
Government. The consulting class is making about $65m each year out of the Government. The private 
contractors who are quite happy to come in and take on all these jobs are very happy with it. They can now 
earn profit at the expense of the taxpayers of Western Australia, whereas before they could earn profit only 
at the expense of others who were attempting to earn profit. They now have a nice little market called the 
Government of Western Australia. They are in there trying to make their dollar out of the Government. 

Let us look at the capital works projections for the rest of this century. Under the consolidated fund they 
will stay fairly steady at $465m next year, $440m for 1997-98; $458m for 1998-99; and $471m for 1999-
2000. From 1996-97 they will be down by 8 per cent in terms of the inflation rate. The year after they will 
be marginally up at 0.8 per cent and the year after down by 0.2 per cent. At the same time as the real rate 
of capital expenditure under the consolidated fund will be falling, the population of Western Australia will 
be growing. Our projected population increases can only be optimistic. During the first half of this 
decade, from 1990-1995, Western Australia's population grew by 7.4 per cent, whereas the figure for 
Australia was 5.9 per cent. 

Let us look at the other authorities, which are obviously not in the consolidated fund but are generally part 
of capital works. The expenditure next year will be $2 O4Om; in 1997-98, $1 864m; in 1998-99, $1439m; 
and in 1999-2000, $1 338m. Those are very significant reductions in real terms in capital expenditure. 
This Government's vision for Western Australia is "Come to Australia, live in Western Australia, join our 
boom times", but under the consolidated fund and off-budget capital works it will reduce capital 
expenditure in real terms. It will catch up with the Government and someone will have to come into 
government to restore the nature of our public infrastructure. The Government of Western Australia is not 
planning for the future. It is not using its capital works budget as a means to establish the proper public 
infrastructure that we must have for the future development of this State, for its education and training, 
agricultural, health and social services facilities, and for its basic infrastructure. It is not planning for that. 
It is doing what it always does. It is taking the Government out of these activities so someone else can earn 
a profit from them. There is a fundamental difference between the other side of politics and our side. Our 
side has a simple assumption; that is, the sum total of the interests of people, be they consumers, 
corporations or business groups, never adds up to the public interest. The view of the world of members 
opposite is to let it all happen; it will add up and we will all be happy. The view we have is that the 
Government of Western Australia must survey the scene, look at the future and intervene responsibly so 
that the public interest is protected. That means providing proper capital assets through public 
infrastructure, protecting the environment for future generations, and making sure that all activities are 
properly regulated. That is the fundamental difference between the two sides of politics. This Government 
has no strategy for capital works. It has prejudices about it; that is, it would prefer the private sector rather 
than the public sector to deliver those services. However, that is not what I call a strategy; that is a 
prejudice, and that prejudice is operating now. If that prejudice is the framework for policy in Western 
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Australia from 1996 through to 2000, whoever happens to finish up in government in 2000 will have a big 
problem because there will be a huge backlog of neglect in our economy and in our society. 

Mr Prince: What do you think we inherited? 

Dr GALLOP: That is ridiculous. All of the responsible economic forecasters said in 1993 that the Western 
Australian economy was in good shape. That is what the Government inherited. Even the Liberal Party's 
own forecaster said that The Government inherited a very strong economy which it was happy to crow 
about within months of coming to government. The coalition is prejudiced in that it wants to open up 
things for private contractors to provide infrastructure and for private consultants to assist with the 
government of the State. 

Mr Johnson: If they can do it more economically and more efficiently, what is wrong with that? 

Dr GALLOP: Does the member know what is wrong with that? The one word the member did not use 
was "effective". The fact that the member for Whitford did not use the word "effective" indicates his 
prejudice. All over the world, things have changed from the 1980s. The Government does not recognise 
that the tide is turning against the view that the Government should withdraw from concerning itself with 
the future and intervening in the economy. All over the world people are saying that that is not working. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Who is saying that? 

Dr GALLOP: People are saying it. They are the basis of a democratic system. The economy and society is 
not strengthened if we do not take care of our capital assets. It is our view that the Government of Western 
Australia has no proper strategy for the future capital asset provided by the Government and the reason for 
that is that it does not want the Government doing it. That is why, over the next five years, the 
Government will be making a smaller contribution to the capital asset of this State than it has in earlier 
times. I propose that the people of Western Australia will be disadvantaged by that prejudice because 
insufficient concern will be taken of the public interest. 

I will summarise my points on the capital works side of the Budget. The Premier did not resist the 
Commonwealth Government as he should have over the $IOOm we have lost. I said "should have", 
because the promise during the federal election was that there would be no cuts. That promise was 
delivered by not only the Prime Minister, John Howard, but also the Premier during that campaign. I am 
also concerned because his not fighting the Commonwealth Government on that issue is a reflection not 
only of his subservience to the Howard Government, but also of the fact that he does not care. That is 
revealed in his capital works strategy over the next five years, a strategy that will see our economy and 
society significantly weakened as the public infrastructure weakens. The Evatt Foundation put it well in its 
study "The State of Australia" in which it said -

In general terms, rapid economic and population growth requires governments to develop 
economic and social strategies that underwrite the potential for growth to be equitable and 
sustainable. In particular, growth presents governments with obligations to fund social and 
physical eapital at levels that maintain community living standards. Yet in Western Australia, the 
Court Government has instead demonstrated a preoccupation with utilising the benefits of 
economic growth to challenge and restructure W A's economic and social institutions. Longer 
term capital nceds and social services for the State's growing population have been sacrificed for 
short-term political goals. 

That is a very good summary of the state of affairs in Western Australia today. Any commentator should 
judge the Government's Budget, not in terms of any short term political accommodations it has made to try 
to curry favour as we move towards the next state election, but on the basis of the prejudices it displayed in 
the first three years of government. Those prejudices are ultimately the basis upon which it is developing 
its economic and budget strategy. Should the Government win the next election it is those prejudices and 
not the short term accommodations that it has made in this year's Budget in some areas that will be 
sustained over a long period. Also, I reiterate my concern that the Government's policy of a lack of 
interest in providing infrastructure through government capital works programs will be considered at the 
tum of the century as a very short-sighted policy and as a policy that will not produce an outcome on 
taxation and on the overall living standards of the Western Australian people that is sustainable. 

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [8.28 pm]: The capital works debate is an ideal opportunity for us to focus on 
the infrastructure of this State, as has been done so well by the member for Victoria Park. Having sat here 
and listened to him for just on half an hour, I thought his understanding of the Government's lack of 
commitment to infrastructure in this State was very much on the ball. What has been argued here tonight 
as a deficiency in planning for the future of Western Australia has parallels in other States. 

During my time in Parliament I have constantly raised my concerns about this issue. I have not done so 
because I want to have a go at the Government when I am in opposition. That has not been my intention. 
My interest in the long term benefits for this nation has driven me to argue in this Parliament for a change 
in policy. At regular intervals I have put forward scenarios for such a change. During the debate on the 
Budget a couple of weeks ago, I made the point that this Budget is no different, or if it is it is only 
marginally different, from those I have seen presented and on which I have commented during my 16 years 
in Parliament. It seems that in our exchange of dialogue within this Parliament, in developing our points of 
view, we lose sight of the opportunities that present themselves to us to do things differently. Let us face 
the real world and analyse what is happening in this country at the moment. 
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Most people are familiar with the fact that inland Australia is in decline. Areas throughout inland 
Australia - not just Western Australia, but the entire nation - have been in decline for several reasons. 
There has been a continual drain on the population of this area. In some of the more strategic locations in 
inland areas over the past 10 or 15 years that decline has been massive - between 30 per cent and 40 per 
cent. 

There is a continual demise of services. I will give a couple of examples to illustrate my point. 
Meekatharra was once an exciting, vibrant town. The Commonwealth Government decided to scale down 
the pilot briefing arrangements that existed in inland Australia, which has seen a significant reduction in 
the population in that town. Before becoming a member of Parliament I often flew my aircraft into 
Meekatharra. About 18 or 20 people would be at the airport around the clock to service the needs of pilots. 
Advice on weather patterns and local weather conditions and other services were available at all times for 
people within the industry. The member for Rockingham has been with me. Now the airport building is 
closed, a relic of the past. 

The same story applies to Charleville in Queensland, once a major centre for the Royal Flying Doctor 
Service of Australia. The closure of facilities in that town has seen the departure of 250 people. I can give 
examples of other places with which I am familiar. In Longreach, Blackall, Barcaldine and Winton -
important centres in central and mid-western Queensland - the population has declined by more than 33 per 
cent. This highlights the continuing demise of inland Australia. 

Through our so-called economic approach to efficiency, proper accountability and management, we are 
also selling off assets in our cities, such as our banks and our airlines. Where will the security of the nation 
be in 20 or 30 years if we follow that process and continue in the direction in which we are heading at the 
moment? This has not happened just recently. It happened under a federal Labor Government. I was not 
happy about it then, and I am not happy about it now. 

As politicians, we must wake up to what we are doing. We must use this debate to focus on areas of 
neglect and wrong prioritisation. We must focus on another direction. We can do that by talking about a 
commitment to the provision of infrastructure. I refer to the rural water strategy that was put forward when 
I was Minister for Agriculture. Some of the projects under that strategy were not huge; for example, the 
projects in Lake King and Lake Varley. However, they represented a lot in terms of an infrastructure and, 
in tum, an inducement to people to remain in those areas. The projects in the northern wheatbelt areas, 
around Narembccn, were not huge, but were considered to be absolutely fundamental for the growth of 
those areas. That infrastructure is in place and from it spring other opportunities for development, which 
gives a sense of hope to those who live there. 

When we talk about capital works programs, we should check where they are occurring. I am having 
difficulties - I am not seeking political gain in raising this - in finding where these works arc occurring in 
this town. If it is happening, I want to be told where. I will be the first to applaud the Government because 
that is the right way to go. Never in a fit will I condemn a government that is heading in that direction; 
however, I just cannot find out where that process is occurring in this State at the moment. 

We should reflect on thal. We should not just accept that the way to go is through corporatisation, 
privatisation and getting in contractors. That is not necessarily the right way. There is no compulsion on 
their part to provide the infrastructure, nor should we compel them to do so. They are in the business of 
running a profitable, commercial operation. They do not have a social obligation as we do, as members of 
government, as politicians. We have that social obligation, and it is our place to set the standard. The only 
way we can do that and give leadership is to make a commitment to very clearly defined infrastructure 
programs that will bring about changes, to development, and to give an inducement to people in those areas 
so they can look to their future with some confidence and certainty. They do not have that now. 

I will provide some figures to underline the basis of my concern about this exercise. I want to feel very 
confident when I look at the country to which I belong. I want to see it remain within the ownership and 
the control of the people of this country for ever, for millions of years to come. I want to see an everlasting 
Australia. Having looked at the map I have with me, I am not sure I can feel that way. Do you know, Mr 
Speaker, that in Australia today fewer people occupy inland Australia than did 50 years ago? Based on our 
projection less than 2 per cent of Australia's population will be in 83 per cent of its landmass unless we 
change our focus. There is no hope in hell of our trying to justify in the international arena our continued 
tenure of this country. We would not be able to sustain that argument because nations throughout the 
world have extreme difficulties catering for population growth. This is a very resourceful country, 
attractive in many ways not only because of its natural resources, but also because of its environment, 
lifestyle and climate. However, if we do not change our way of thinking in this country, in the next 20 
years we face the prospect of having less than 2 per cent of our population in 83 per cent of the landmass. 
We have an obligation to think hard about that. It is an obligation that commits us not only to the next 
election in this State but also to countless years to come - decade after decade. We are the administrators 
of this country through our position as politicians and it is our obligation to think about it. We should not 
talk about the private sector's having an obligation to take on that responsibility, because it is not its 
responsibility. I like to think that the private sector will share certain obligations with us, but it is unfair to 
tell the private sector that it must bear the entire responsibility. 

The capital works program presented by the Government and which we are considering tonight does not 
indicate to me that this Government is considering redirection or refocus, or that at this early stage it is 
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targeting a commitment to change the declining situation in the community. I want the Governments of 
Australia to say that apart from the private sector's building major projects, we will provide the 
environment, the framework and the associated factors that will create that redirection in those major parts 
of Australia. If we bring down a Budget that presents itself in that light, I will be particularly pleased and I 
will applaud it. It just so happens that in all the years I have been here, capital works budgets have not 
been aimed at developing infrastructure for the bush, apart from those measures to which I referred, which 
were done during my time, such as the water scheme and a few other things. I suppose this is self-praise, 
which is not a good thing, particularly by a politician; nobody will applaud me for that. Nonetheless, it is 
an example of what I mean by infrastructure for the bush. I can go to places such as Miling and Bindi 
Bindi, which for lOO-odd years went without a water supply, and proudly have a drink of water with the 
locals while they tell me of developments taking place there. That is what I want to see done in this 
country. I want the capital works program to provide us with the means to do it. Until that happens I will 
be less than satisfied with the processes of this place. 

I am glad the Minister for Health is here because it is important he hears my comments about the regional 
hospital in Derby. That hospital is a major topic in the Kimberley because, for many years, Governments 
strongly supported the proposition that the Derby Regional Hospital was the major hospital of the 
Kimberley. It was the case when the Labor Party was in government and I was Minister for the North 
West. I remember prior to our going out of office, making a statement at Derby that the continuation of 
funding for the upgrading of that hospital was guaranteed; in fact, that stage 4 of its development, which 
has not been completed, would be proceeded with. 

When this Government took office it quickly concluded that it would follow that process and proceed to 
the implementation of stage 4 of the Derby Regional Hospital. Sadly, in the past two years, little or no 
reference has been made to that funding requirement in the Budget. No suggestion has been made in this 
Budget that the Government intends to proceed to stage 4 and the completion of the Derby Hospital. This 
is a matter of great concern to the residents of Derby. They see it in the context of Derby's ability to 
progress in light of what is happening in Broome and Kununurra which, through industry growth, are 
developing rapidly. Many of the facilities which they would ordinarily want arc being put in place. Derby, 
on the other hand, sees that regional hospital as a pivotal factor in its ability to continue to develop. 

Mr Prince: Does it have the same importance, given what you said about Kununurra? 

Mr BRIDGE: I think it does. Kununurra, Fitzroy Crossing and Halls Creek within the equation of the 
Kimberley make Derby a central township. There is a justifiable argument for that in light of its location in 
the Kimberley and in what Derby sees as its need to have an important operational arm of its community 
services. It sees the hospital as taking that role. I ask the Minister to consider very seriously the concerns 
which the Derby Shire Council and the community apparently share about the future of that regional 
hospital, and take on board these comments. 

Mr Prince: I will. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What is the school like? 

Mr BRIDGE: The school in Derby has always been acceptable. I could go on for another two or three 
hours, but I do not have the time. 

MR BROWN (Morley) [8.49 pm]: Last week at the Premiers' Conference the Premier of Western 
Australia conceded some $90m, which must be found from the state Budget. As a result there is every 
prospect that money will be found by forgoing the capital works projects which have been earmarked in 
this Budget. That will not be a surprise because the experience of the past few years has shown that 
although the Government puts considerable numbers in its capital works budget, provides glossy pamphlets 
outlining what it will do and seeks to curry favour in the community about its proposed expenditure, we 
have seen repeatedly that the promises do not meet the performance. Many times, at the end of the 
financial year, the promises made at the beginning of the year do not materialise during its course. 

A great play was made during the last federal election campaign earlier this year, and at the recent 
Premiers' Conference, about what colloquially is known as "Beazley's black hole". Those words have 
been coined in a rather derogatory fashion to attempt to blame the current Leader of the Federal 
Opposition, Kim Beazley, for the Federal Government's budget deficit. When we get away from the heat 
of an election campaign, when a more thorough assessment can be made of the economy, it is interesting to 
hear what people say about the manner in which the previous federal Labor Government managed its 
economy. It is interesting also that since the defeat of the federal Labor Government accolades have come 
from a variety of sources commending the way the Australian economy was managed. I refer to an article 
that appeared in The West Australian of 4 June 1996 under the heading, "Keating wins PM's plaudits". It 
reads -

Prime Minister John Howard conceded yesterday that the former Labor government have left the 
economy in a good state. 

He told the International Monetary conference in Sydney that his Government inherited an 
economy with strong economic growth and low levels of inflation. 

"The incoming Government inherited an Australian economy which I would have to say was - and 
I say it very positively - really better than the curate's egg - it was a little better than just good in 
parts," he said. 
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"There's no doubt that the Australian economy continues by world standards to enjoy very strong 
growth." 

Mr Howard also gave credit to predecessor Paul Keating and the Labor government for 
restructuring the financial system. 

Despite the rhetoric of the election campaign and the rhetoric since then, in the cool light of day when one 
is considering the economic performance, even now the Prime Minister after the election has conceded 
publicly to the IMF that the Australian economy was in good shape. 

Mr Prince: Only part of it. 

Mr BROWN: When John Howard was last in charge of the Australian economy, and when he went out of 
office in 1983, he was known as "Mr 10 per cent" because those of us who can remember will recall after 
his handling the economy well for a number of years he left us with a 10 per cent inflation rate and 10 per 
cent unemployment and a significant budget deficit. Recently he took over when the inflation rate was 
about 2.5 per cent, the unemployment rate about 7.5 per cent, and a budget deficit -

Mr Prince: And the debt! 

Mr BROWN: That is a good argument. I am glad the member for Albany has raised it. Does the member 
know how much of the debt in the current account is incurred by the Commonwealth Government? 

Mr Prince: Yes. It a S190b-odd debt. The rest of it is not the Commonwealth Government's debt. 

Mr BROWN: The commonwealth share of the total debt is small when one considers the Australian 
Governments' total share - that is the State and Commonwealth Governments - which is considerably 
larger, but the majority of the net debt belongs to the private sector. Would the Minister starve the private 
sector of overseas borrowings? 

Mr Prince: I think you are wrong. 

Mr BROWN: Be that as it may, even after the election the current Prime Minister has made that 
concession, which was magnanimous of him. No doubt it will be quoted at another time and on another 
occasion. 

When looking at the capital works fund for this year I was disappointed that allocations were not made in a 
number of areas. First, I note the government allocations which have been made in the past to the 
establishment of community centres. We have seen Governments of both political persuasions allocate 
funds for the construction of community centres in both new and existing suburbs. The capital contribution 
this year through the Department for Family and Children's Services for community or neighbourhood 
centres is nonexistent. It seems that rather than follow the community development model that was 
followed by the previous Government and at least initially by the Court Government, it has now been 
forgotten. That is particularly bad news for people in my electorate and for those in the suburb of 
Lockridge who have been trying for some time to obtain approval and a guarantee of funds to construct a 
community centre in the area. I do not know why the Government has made a decision not to provide 
capital works funds for additional community centres. 

All the evidence available indicates that it is in the broader interests of the Western Australian community 
that we endeavour to create a sense of community at the local level. That cannot be done simply by 
talking. One must be prepared to provide the physical infrastructure to ensure areas are set aside for 
communities to meet, to come together to share views and experiences. Community centres provide that 
opportunity. I am very disappointed that in the provision of capital works funds we do not see funds 
allocated for the establishment of community centres. Certainly at this stage we have not seen any funds 
proposed for the construction of a community centre in Lockridge which is so badly needed. 

Likewise I was disappointed to see that the capital works budget does not include funds for upgrading of 
the Lockridge Police Station. That police station does not need a huge amount of work. It is not as if it 
needs an allocation of $1 m or $2m to ensure that the officers located there work in reasonable premises and 
have access to a work environment which is conducive to the role they are required to undertake. The 
station could be upgraded without a considerable amount of funds being allocated. In my recent 
correspondence with the Minister for Police it was indicated that the station may be upgraded in 1998-99, 
from memory. However, I cannot fathom why it would take such a long time, given that we are not talking 
about a vast amount of money to improve the station for the officers who work in the area. It is not a 
question of simply improving the officers' working conditions but rather ensuring that the best efficiency 
and effectiveness flows from the Police Service. That can be achieved only if people have an opportunity 
of working in a reasonably good environment. 

I am disappointed that no provision has been made for a police presence in Bassendean. Earlier today in 
answer to a question without notice the Minister for Police talked about the way in which a saturation 
operation by police in Midvale had resulted in a huge reduction in burglaries and other crime in that area 
during the evening and night hours. It is unfortunate that that operation is concentrated only on that area 
because small businesses in Bassendean have encountered problems for a considerable period, and they are 
not improving. Recently I met with them and further meetings will be held with the small businesses in 
Bassendean, many of which are constantly battling break-ins and theft from stores. It is unfortunate that no 
consideration has been given to a police presenee in Bassendean or a police post during the evening hours 
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because it is an area that should be developed. It is a quaint town with a lot of history. It is an ideal setting 
for people to gather and socialise. There is a great opportunity for small businesses in the area to capture a 
market. However, many people will not venture to the town in the evening because of concern for their 
personal safety. 

One need look only at the number of break-ins, assaults and other violent acts that have taken place in and 
around that area to see that a police presence in that town is justified. It is unfortunate that such a 
traditional town in Western Australia, an area with a great sense of history and a great community, must be 
treated in that way. Notwithstanding the capital works allocations that have been made, I will do whatever 
I can to prevail on the Minister to ensure that Bassendean gets a 24 hour post to improve the situation for 
the small businesses. There is a real prospect of part of that town centre dying. I spoke to some small 
business people there recently. One of them indicated that he was about to sell his business. He did not 
have a buyer but he was moving due to a lack of clientele, not because he was a poor businessman but 
because people were afraid to go to the area. Another is most concerned about the situation. He lives in 
Bassendean and he has worked in Bassendean all his life. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Is that the one by the railway station? 

Mr BROWN: Yes. He has a great affinity with and history in the area. He wants to stay in business but is 
finding it extremely difficult. When a few of those smaller businesses close, such as the cafes, and other 
gaps appear in the shopping complex, it does not create a positive image for people going to the town and it 
may decline. That decline occurred in the outskirts of the City of Perth. It would be a travesty if that 
occurred in Bassendean, particularly if a police presence in the evening and during the night time could 
have a marked effect on lowering the crime rate in that area, encouraging businesses to stay and, therefore, 
contributing to the vibrancy of the town. 

I am concerned also about the lack of technology that is available to the police and particularly the manner 
in which that limits the police enforcing the law when people have their funds stolen. I refer in particular 
to employees who were engaged in a company called Gibbneys Graphics, about which I asked a question 
last week. The employees of that company had their superannuation contributions deducted by their 
employer, Gibbneys Graphics, but the money was not paid into their superannuation fund. Eventually the 
company closed, the employees were put off, and money that was deducted from their salary which the 
employer should have paid into the superannuation fund of the employees was not paid, and it was lost. 
The police have been asked to take action on that maller because funds belonging to working people have 
been stolen. It is not as though it is a few shillings; it is a considerable amount of money that would 
otherwise go to their retirement. That money has been stolen; however, the Police Service is unable to take 
action beeause allegedly there is insufficient evidence in the audited reports of the official liquidator to do 
that. That is amazing. 

I do not understand how that can be the case when normally when one lays information before the police 
the matter is fully investigated and action is taken to bring those who have commilled any offence to trial. 
It seems that one of the problems in this area is the lack of technology and other things that might be 
available to the Police Service to enable it to examine the nature of any breaches of the law and take 
appropriate action against those wh may have offended. It sends out a poor signal to the community when 
working people who are not on high incomes and who are contributing superannuation funds through their 
employer in a rightful anticipation that those funds will be paid into their superannuation accounts for their 
retirement find that their superannuation money has been stolen. Additional technological facilities could 
assist the police in bringing those responsible to trial. 

I am concerned also about the enforcement of court orders. A number of my constituents have obtained 
orders from the courts; however, those orders are not enforced. The justice system is seen by many of 
those constituents as a joke and a waste of time. They have been damaged in some way: They have lost 
funds or equipment or have had cars damaged. The offender has been apprehended, the person has gone to 
court, the case has been proved, and an order for restilution has been issued. However, after all of that all 
they have is a nice piece of paper. The money is not collected; no satisfaction is obtained. That is 
undermining the criminal justice system and creating a lack of confidence in that system. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.) 

Mr BROWN: Another maller I raise in this capital works debate is the money made available for computer 
equipment at sehools. One of the issues in the media recently is the prospect of schools selling assets, 
particularly land, to raise funds for computer equipment. This issue has a number of problems, the most 
significant of which is that in many instances it places the school community on a collision course with the 
local community. In a number of recent cases the school community, wanting the best possible equipment 
for its students, wishes to sell assets in and around the school, particularly land, to provide money to 
purchase that equipment. Those in the local community living in and around the school who value the 
open space, bushland or oval feel it should not be sold and developed for housing. As a result of this 
policy, a most unfortunate situation has developed in which, on the one hand, the school community wishes 
reluctantly to sell the land and, on the other hand, the local community wants the amenity of the open 
space. That is one of the major problems with the proposal to sell these assets. Of course, the asset can be 
sold only once and the money invested in computer equipment and so forth. When those computers 
become obsolete in five or 10 years' time and are thrown out, the land cannot be sold again to buy more 
equipment. At a time when the economy is growing and receipts are increasing, it raises serious questions 
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about whether the assets of the State should be sold to raise funds for important educational opportunities 
for our students. 

The further issue is whether any overall plan has been formulated. How many times have those living in 
the immediate vicinity of older schools with declining school populations considered that some of the 
assets of the school could be sold? However, within years a new suburb sprouts up alongside the school, 
the school population increases and all the school buildings and ovals are needed once again. This has 
happened in my electorate. No overall plan has been laid down for the seIling of school assets and no 
proper examination has been made of the future needs of the community. 

I raise two final points and then a positive matter. My next concern is about the capital works allocation 
for the replacement of asbestos roofs. Members will recall that prior to the last state election, the then 
Opposition Leader, now the Premier, made a number of strident commitments about what an incoming 
coalition Government would do to replace asbestos roofs. Those commitments were made in 
correspondence to a number of schools and in media statements. I have referred to them before in this 
place. Everyone knows those commitments were not met. The Government conveniently decided not to 
honour them; however, that commitment should be revisited. In my electorate the Ashfield Primary School 
was recently inspected and it was found that the level 4 roofs - those that should be replaced - had loose 
fibres which are hazardous to the health of children at the school. It is hoped that in the discretionary funds 
allocated in the Education budget for capital works, funds will be made available to replace the asbestos 
roofs at that school. Likewise, at the Hampton Senior High School, significant planning is needed to 
provide proper shelter and seating for the students. 

I was very pleased with two decisions emanating from the Budget. The first was to allocate $750000 to 
Anzac Terrace Primary School for a new administration block. I made a speech about that in 1994 and 
made the same speech in 1995. At that time the Parliamentary Secretary said he thought he had heard that 
speech before. I told him it was the same as the speech I had made the year before and that I would 
continue to make that same speech until some action was taken. I am pleased it was not necessary to make 
that speech again this year. Likewise, I am pleased that $450 000 has been allocated to upgrade the farm 
school at Lockridge Senior High School. I have raised that matter on three or four occasions in this place, 
and it seems there is some point in making sure these matters are heard consistently and repeatedly in this 
House because it enables school communities to get the message across that additional funds are needed. 
Overall, I have a range of concerns about the allocation of the capital works budget, and I hope that 
consideration will be given to the allocation of capital works funds to the areas to which I have referred. 

MR GRILL (Eyre) [9.16 pm]: I will develop a theme touched upon initially by the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition. He lamented that the capital works program seemed to be in decline, and that this Government 
did not seem particularly interested in building up the infrastructure of the State. The overview in the 
Capital Works Program for 1996-97 states-

The State's total planned capital works program, including trading enterprises but excluding the 
impact of capital repayments and other debt obligations, is $2,505.8 million an increase of 
$281.6 million or about 13% when compared with the expected 1995-960utturn. 

That appears to be a very healthy increase. The 1995-96 Capital Works Program indicates that the 
estimated outeome, as expressed at the beginning of the program, was $2406.7m. Comparing those two 
figures, that is an increase of approximately $100m in the expected outcome for the respective years. That 
equates to an increase of 4 per cent. That is calculated by comparing apples with apples. The 4 per cent 
increase calculated is a far cry from the 13 per cent touted by the Treasurer in his document. The 
projections in the 1996-97 Capital Works Program for the forthcoming years - 1997-98, 1998-99 and 1999-
2000 - indicate a decline in the level of capital expenditure over those years, in both nominal and real 
dollars. The works in progress estimate and the new works added together for those years indicate a 
decline. For instance, a combination of the figures for 1996-97 amounts to $465.4m. That is the real 
amount being spent this year, other than that being spent by other authorities. The 1997-98 amount is 
reduced to $440.7m. In 1998-99 the amount rises slightly to $458.8m, and in 1999-2000 the amount is 
$471.7m. The last figure is an increase in nominal terms, but in real terms it is very much a decrease in 
what is expected to be expended this year. As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said, that seems to 
indicate a clear inclination by this Government to spend less money on infrastructure. The amount of 
money being spent on other authorities' programs for the successive years I mentioned indicates a dramatic 
downturn in the amount in nominal dollars being spent on capital works by this Government through its 
trading arms and its departments. For example, in 1996-97 the expected ouuurn by way of capital 
expenditure for other authorities' programs is $2040.4m. In the financial year 1999-2000 the figure 
decreases to $1 338.9m, which is a dramatic fall-off. I suppose the Government will say that the fall-off 
will be taken up by the private sector, but I have grave doubts about that. In a growing State that has a high 
estimated new capital expenditure by private enterprise, one would expect the Government to spend more, 
not less, money on infrastructure. 

Last week I came across a very interesting article in the Business Review Weekly of 20 May 1996. It is a 
reprint of an article in Forbes, an American magazine which is supposed to be the world's leading business 
magazine. The article is headed, "Dark thoughts on the dismal science." The subheading reads, 
"Economics has retreated from reality into a world of computer models, says an eminent economics 
historian." The article reads -
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Robert Heilbroner, the eminent historian of economic thought, has some harsh words for his chosen profession. Current economic theory, he says, has attained "a degree of unreality that can be matched only by mediaeval scholasticism". Heilbroner, 77, is author of more than 20 books, including that still-in-print classic The Worldly Philosophers (three million sold since 1953). He has a new book, this time in partnership with economist William Milberg, entitled The Crisis of Vision in Modern Economic Thought (Cambridge University Press). 
Forbes interviewed him at Manhattan'S New School for Social Research. 
Heilbroner: Economics is in retreat from political reality. It's embracing mathematics and elaborate models, (resulting in) an enormous loss of relevance. Do you know graduate school applications in economics are off 50% in the past 20 years? Why? Have you looked at an issue of the American Economic Review lately? It's just abstruse formulas. Angels dancing on the head of a pin. 

Further on the article reads -
Forbes: Professor, you might not like Disneyland, but many millions of Americans and foreigners do. 
Heilbroner: That's right, but you're assuming that the market is the supreme arbiter of what should be done for a social order as a whole. Capitalism is more than a market economy. It's a society. And like all societies, its values are of supreme importance. 
Forbes: You don't think the market should decide these matters, do you? 
Heilbroner: There is a tacit understanding among the great majority of economists that economic priorities of the private sector always take precedence over those of the public sector. I think that's a great mistake, not because I'm such a great admirer of the public sector, but because without a legitimate public sector, modem-day capitalism will not function effectively. 
Even Adam Smith said that there are three duties for government. There is the defence of the nation, and the provision of justice. The third duty is to erect public works and public institutions, which a private individual or a group of individuals would never erect because the profit wiIl not repay the expense. Nevertheless, these are good investments for a great society. We call it infrastructure. So there is a role for government as the provider of public capital - which means that government is necessary part of a successful capitalism. 

It is more than a piece of idealism. The words have come from an economist who has, all his life, embraced the capitalist theory but who, nonetheless, strongly subscribes to a public sector which promotes infrastructure. A State like Western Australia should have a greater, not lesser, role in capital expenditure. In that respect, I will deal with a question relating to the Aboriginal community. 
The Aboriginal community is spread throughout the State, but there are concentrations and one of them is in the eastern goldfields where a number of Wongoi subtribes lived in the past and still live today. Page 43 of the Capital Works Program indicates that the vast sum of $4m will be expended on capital works for Aboriginal communities. An amo'.mt of $250000 will be allocated to the continued development of the leprosarium centre in Derby; $200 000 for an interpretive centre on Rottnest Island; $3m to pilot cooperative arrangements to upgrade and normalise services to remote Aboriginal communities and town reserves; and $580 000 for asset replacement, computer upgrading and accommodation alterations. In other words, $3m will be allocated to infrastructure for the Aboriginal community. Even if one were to take the full allocation of $4m, of which only three-quarters will be allocated to Aboriginal infrastructure, and undertake a calculation by putting the $4m over the total capital works estimated for works in progress and new works in the 1996-97 year; that is, the figure of $465.4m - then the $4m in that calculation represents 0.86 per cent of 1 per cent; that is, much less than 1 per cent. If one were to take a quarter of that figure, it comes down to approximately 0.6 per cent. Members know that the Aboriginal community represents somewhere between 1.8 per cent and 3 per cent of the total population of Western Australia, depending on the figures one is looking at and who consider themselves to be Aboriginal. Nonetheless, there is no doubt that they are the group in the community with the greatest needs. 

The figures relating to longevity and incarceration and the comparative figures for education and health standards indicate that Aborigines are worse off. I am not saying that is entirely our fault. Aborigines must take some responsibility for their own welfare. It is very hard for a State Government to say it is pulling its weight in respect of Aboriginal welfare when the amount of money it can come up with to support infrastructure in this State for Aboriginal people is a measly 0.6 or 0.7 of 1 per cent of the capital expenditure for the whole of the State. 
When talking about that capital expenditure, I also need to touch on the role of the Aboriginal Development Authority in this State. I know that authority has been regionalised. My colleague the member for Kalgoorlie and I are more than happy to see an office of the Aboriginal Development Authority set up in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. However, what they do is rather a mystery. I have seen them come along to some meetings, although not all of them. I attend many Aboriginal meetings, as does my colleague from Kaigoorlie. The ADA officers sit around like a warm bottle of beer. They have no particular role. They seem to be merely onlookers, a group of people who have no particular clout and no relevance in the Aboriginal arena in this State. It is my belief that they have no particular relevance 
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because they speak for no capital, and for very little expenditure outside of that administrative expenditure 
which keeps those officers in their positions. I believe the ADA in Western Australia could playa much 
bigger role. However, that role can be played only if that group is given access to proper funding to carry 
out that role. While capital funding is withheld from that department I doubt whether the expenditure that 
is being applied is relevant at all. I believe it is probably being wasted and the ADA is irrelevant in the 
current equation of Aboriginal welfare in this State. That sum of money may as well be given to the 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission, with ATSIC allowed to expend it along with the other 
moneys under its program. 

I know members will say that in 1967 a referendum in Australia transferred constitutional responsibility for 
Aborigines to the Federal Government. That is a shallow argument. For this State to abdicate 
responsibility for any real expenditure on this group of people simply on the basis that constitutional 
authority was transferred on that occasion is morally reprehensible. It is not good enough. We are not 
treating this group of people seriously as a State Government, and swinging the lead on the basis of 
expenditure that will be forthcoming from the Federal Government is most unfortunate. ATSIC does not 
administer all the federal funding for Aboriginal people. However, it does deliver a large proportion of it 
Some people, especially its progenitors, thought that when ATSIC was set up, it would be the ideal form of 
Aboriginal democracy. It is far from that. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mr GRILL: The majority of Aboriginal people do not vote for ATSIC; it is not a particularly democratic 
institution in that sense. 

Mr Riebeling interjected. 

Mr GRILL: In some cases it speaks for a small fraction of the Aboriginal population. It is an institution 
that does not fill Aboriginal people with a grcat deal of admiration or enthusiasm. That is most 
unfortunate. One of the reasons that institution docs not have a lot of credibility with Aboriginal people is 
that nepotism exists within it. It is an unfortunate fact that the division of the money that comes under the 
jurisdiction of that organisation is decided on the basis of who belongs to which group and who belongs to 
which family. Nepotism rears its ugly head in a dramatic fashion. South Africa is having the same sort of 
problems at the moment with democracy. Democracy for many African people, as far as I can see in my 
readings, is an opportunity for the people who have power to indulge in nepotistic excesses in favour of the 
particular tribal group to which they belong. That is an unfortunate fact about A TSIC at present, and the 
reason many Aboriginal people do not bother to vote in the elcctions is they consider the outcome a 
foregone conclusion, and they know the money will be allocated to the Aboriginal connections of those 
people on the organisation. 

Another factor in the funding from ATSIC is that where the allocation is not decided by the particular 
regional ATSIC council it is decided by Canberra, by faceless bureaucrats who make a decision in isolation 
largely from the problems on the ground in the Aboriginal community. ATSIC is also losing favour with a 
large number of Aboriginal people, especially in country areas, over the new formula for funding which it 
wants to foist upon the inland communities. 

The new formula that the ATSIC commissioners have arrived at, if adopted by ATSIC, will see a dramatic 
transfer of funds away from the indigcnous communities of the inland of Australia to Aborigines who live 
in the cities, or big towns. That formula, strangely enough, allocates funds to a community on the basis 
that that community may have been deprived in years gone past of its tribal lands, lost the ability to speak 
its tribal language or lost its Aboriginal culture. The formula is weighted in favour of those groups which 
have lost contact with their past and lost their language, culture and lands. Those groups that have retained 
their culture, language and lands are penalised as a result. 

This seems a strange situation, especially as the groups that will be most penalised as a result of the 
application of that new formula live in isolated communities - often in the centre of the desert For 
instance, a number of those communities that centre around Warburton will be penalised, even though very 
few of them speak good English, can read or write or have English as their first language, and very few of 
their children when being educated have teachers who can teach English as a second language. Many of 
those children, and their parents to some degree - although their parents largely were educated at missions 
where they had a different sort of education - are deprived and lack the ability to pick up a real education 
because they are deprived of proper tuition. That proper tuition, in English at least, must be by teachers 
who are able to teach English as a second language. Without recognition of the fact that those children 
start from a long way behind scratch, they will fall further and further behind. That situation will be 
exacerbated if this new formula is applied. The relevance of that to the capital works budget is that this 
State has a responsibility and it should step into that breach. In times past, the State has not stepped into 
that breach and has not fulfilled that role. This Budget demonstrates an incapacity or unwillingness by this 
State Government to fulfil that role at any time in the future. 

Many of the lands upon which these Aboriginal communities are situated belong to the State Government 
A number of these communities on the outskirts of Kalgoorlie, for example, are on crown land which has 
been vested in the Aboriginal Lands Trust, a state government body. for the purpose of setting up 
Aboriginal communities. Some of those lands are simply the reserves that existed on the edges of towns in 
the dark ages, and others are new allocations of crown land for new communities. Where Aboriginal 
community buildings are constructed on that land, the State Government has a responsibility to carry 
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through a proper program of maintenance, repair and renewal of those buildings and to ensure that the people live in sanitary and hygienic conditions. That is often not the case. For example, the major community of that nature on the outskirts of Kalgoorlie-Boulder, Ninga Mia, is built on crown land which has been vested in the Aboriginal Lands Trust. The Aboriginal Lands Trust is a state government body, and in a technical sense all the buildings at Ninga Mia belong to the State Government through that trust. However, the operational funds for that community come from Aboriginal Hostels Ltd, which is a federal government body. Aboriginal Hostels has indicated that it no longer wishes to fund that organisation because Ninga Mia is no longer a hostel. I think it has suggested that Ninga Mia was never a hostel and should never have come within its ambit because many of the people who reside there are permanent residents and, as such, do not come within its jurisdiction. I dispute that. Many of the people who reside there come in from the central desert and other regions, live there for a short time while they visit the bright lights, and then go home. However, since that community was established a decade or two ago, it has gone into not gradual decline but fairly dramatic decline. The buildings have, by and large, fallen into a state of disrepair. The sanitary system is not in proper working order. The situation is not third world but is very close to it. The State Government, as the owner of that land, and as the technical owner of those buildings, has responsibility, and that responsibility is not being carried out and is not reflected in this capital works budget. Ninga Mia is a clear area where the State Government is not discharging its responsibility. 
Another example is the Aboriginal community on the outskirts of Norseman. I will not use the Aboriginal word for that community because I cannot get my tongue around it, but the English word for the Aboriginal name is the sunrise community. I was at the handing over ceremony of those buildings, which were an old mission, seven or eight years ago. Those buildings were then in fairly good condition, but those buildings, which belong once again to the Aboriginal Lands Trust, are now largely in a state of disrepair, or at least those that are left are. Many buildings no longer exist because they have been pulled down, wrecked or vandalised by a variety of means and have simply disappeared. There is no proper, ongoing maintenance and repair program for those buildings. If any buildings or residences are subject to fair wear and tear, it is buildings which are occupied by bush natives, because they do not have the sophistication to care properly for buildings that Europeans have developed over a long time. There is no program for the replacement of important infrastructure assets. The State Government has a responsibility to ensure that there are proper maintenance, repair and replacement programs, but it has not followed through on it. That cannot go on for ever, and the Federal Government will not allow it to go on for ever, because it will reduce funding for Aboriginal communities. It has already indicated that funding will fall by 10 per cent across the board. I do not know how those communities will exist under those stringent circumstances, much less the circumstances that might arise because of the reduction in funding under the new Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission formula which will apply funds froln inland to big city communities. There is a big job for the State Government in the realm of Aboriginal welfare. That job is not being discharged at the moment. 

MR RIEBELING (Ashburton) [9.48 pm]: I will look at the capital works allocations that have been made in the Budget. After listening to the members for Kimberley and Eyre, I tend to agree that this capital works program is an indication of this Government's lack of commitment to building up the asset base of the State. In fact, the entire economic management of this Government has been along the same lines. 

It reminds me strongly of the way in which a famous entrepreneur operated, where he purchased companies, stripped them of their assets, and then ran them down. Alan Bond was the man who started that sort of economic management in the State. Despite the conservatives' continual criticism of that man's operations, this Government has taken on board most of what Alan Bond endeavoured to do while his empire was in progress. This Government has sold off as quickly as possible the assets that have been built up throughout the life of this State and is now claiming that its economic management, which is in response to the WA Inc years, has been very effective. However, it fails to say that the assets that were built up during those W A Inc years are now being sold to allow this Government to appear to be a good economic manager. This Government has presided over a running down of the State's assets to such an extent in almost every area that in another 10 years, this Government will be brought to task and criticised severely by those who will follow us in this place and who will have to pay for the decisions that are now being made. 
The Government's economic philosophy is to sell the assets and rent them back. No family in this State would agree with that economic madness. No parents would advise their children to do that. Most parents would say, "Buy your own home, build up the asset, and your future life will be more secure." This Government is operating on the proceeds of the sale of its major assets, for example, the sale of BankWest Without that sale this year's budget would be in deficit to the tune of $900m. That sale was an economically misguided decision. In future we will be unable to inject money into projects that require some sort of economic stimulation from the Government and that will come back to haunt us. Only history will prove whether I am right or whether the Government is right. 

I will now tum to the running down of the housing assets over which this Government is presiding. I will go through in detail the various allocations to the State Housing Commission and the Government Employees Housing Authority that indicate the running down of that asset to an extent that shows this Government has no real commitment to the long-term rental stocks that it currently holds. In fact, the 
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Government would love to get rid of the whole lot and rely upon low income families gaining access to 
loans provided through the Government as the primary method of housing those people who would 
normally be in rental accommodation. I do not disagree with that method of housing people. However, 
rental stocks should never be run down. They are vital to people who do not wish to be involved in the 
mortgage cycle or to those who wish to move on a regular basis. In my area the people who do not wish to 
make a long-term commitmcnt to the arca are vital because many are involved in construction projects and 
the like. 

I will compare this year's housing allocations with last year's allocations. I will not refer to the situation 
when the Labor Party was in government, but there has been quite a massive reduction since then. This 
document states quite proudly that Homeswest is planning to undertake capital works programs involving 
expenditure of $442.3m. The reader may think that Homeswest stocks will increase proportionately, but 
that is not quite the case. The document shows that the only real addition to the housing asset will be the 
allocation under new constructions and purchase of houses and dwellings under construction. The 
reference to dwellings under construction shows a reduction of $2Im this year and there will be a reduction 
of $6m in the budget for new construction of houses and purchase of houses. Although that allocation of 
$39.5m represents 788 dwellings, I emphasise that in the last year of the Labor Government's 
Administration 2 300 dwellings were constructed or budgeted. Members can see the sort of reduction I am 
talking about. Planned expenditure in the area of Aboriginal housing is $5.4m to enable the construction of 
55 dwellings. Once again, that sounds reasonable, but it represents a reduction of $800 000. 

Members might think that this money is perhaps going into land acquisition and development in the private 
sector for the relcase of more land. We find that $1O.5m has been allocated to that area. That seems quite 
a lot of money. However, compared with last year's budget, that represents a reduction of $8m. A total of 
$38.8m has been allocated to land development by Homeswest. Once again, that sounds like a lot of 
money; people who do not know anything about the asset base of this State would think that it is quite 
considerable. However, that represents a $ 10m reduction on last year's capital works program. Members 
can see that a large amount of money has not been allocated to increasing our State's asset base. 

The area that received the biggest increase - to $180m - involves Homeswest's plans to allow access to 
loans by borrowers in the low income bracket. That represents a staggering increase of $40m. That 
program is not related to capital works as such; it is an allowance for people to borrow money who would 
otherwise not have access to those funds. This program involves private people contracting private 
builders, building their house and borrowing from a building society or other financial institution through 
which Homeswest channels its funds. 

The Government has been pushing the improvement of estates very strongly. This is a worthwhile project. 
However, what I and the community have witnessed is a massive loss of units of accommodation available 
to the general public as a result of this program. During the Budget debate I was prohibited from asking 
questions about Homeswest's allocations because they appear in the Budget document only as capital 
works. The Minister for Housing agrecd to my having a briefing from Homeswest. I went through my 
concerns about the Budget allocation and a number of interesting matters arose. First, Homeswest 
guaranteed to provide answers within the same time frame set during the Estimates Committees in relation 
to questions on notice. As yet, after three weeks, I have not received those answers. Because we cannot 
debate these issues in the normal way, I must rely quite heavily on the information in the capital works 
program statements. 

I was concerned that the budget papers indicated that the State improvement project, which commenced in 
1995-96 at Kwinana, Lockridge, Adeline and Wilhers, will be extended into 1996-97 wilh the addition of 
Langford, Hamilton Hill, Hilton, Palmyra and Balga. One would expect that that was the progmm for the 
next financial year. However, I asked a question about this at the meeting to which I was given an 
extraordinary answer: I was told, "We forgot to mention Esperance, Bunbury, Geraldton, Albany, South 
Hedland and Karawara." Therefore, the majority of the work planned for the next 12 months was 
deliberately left out of the program so that the public of Western Australia would not know the full extent 
of the State program. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mr RIEBELING: I am certain that the Government's program is designed to reduce the number of rental 
units within the State. That activity is not hidden. However, the Minister is reluctant to give accurate 
figures for that reduction in various suburbs. I asked a series of questions on notice on that subject, and the 
Minister's answer virtually stated that he had all the information but that it was too expensive to compile. 
Therefore, the public and I will not be made aware of that information vital to diseover the situation within 
Homeswest. 

The rest of my allotted time will be spent discussing my electorate as it relates to the capital works 
program. The capital works Health budget involves a number of substantial projects mentioned 
individually, none of which is in my electorate. These are for the construction of various wards and 
additions to hospitals. However, the allocation in the Pilbara amounts to SUm, not to improve the quality 
of services to the people of the Pilbara, but to replace a roof. The old roof must be falling off. This is not 
causing grcat glee as this allocation is for maintenance on an existing roof. 

I now raise a matter of which the Minister is well aware. For many months I have been telling him, as well 
as the previous Minister, about problems with equipment provided for obstetric care at the Roebourne 
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Hospital. For many months health officials within the Nickol Bay Hospital and the Minister's office have 
been stating that our fears are unfounded and that the equipment provided is adequate. A document was 
provided by one doctor working at Rocbourne Hospital, which I provided to the Minister, about equipment 
at the Roebourne Hospital which was not up to scratch. A piece of equipment collapsed and was replaced 
after the Minister gave an assurance that it would be. 

However, the lack of proper beds for breech births is a problem. The answer I was given was that they 
must make do with what they can put together at the time. I will quote part of the letter sent to me by one 
of the doctors about a recent incident at the hospital in which the lives of a mother and child were put at 
risk not by the lack of doctor's skill, but by the lack of equipment at Roeboume Hospital. The letter is 
dated 12 June and the incident apparently occurred on 11 June. 

Mr Prince: Will you let me have a copy of the letter? 
Mr RIEBELING: Probably not; it contains a couple of confidential matters. I will show the letter to the 
Minister, but some aspects must be on a confidential basis. 

Mr Blaikie: The Minister is very discreet; he will not cover the areas in the letter which are 
uncomplimentary to you! 

Mr RIEBELING: No parts are uncomplimentary to me. The letter is not uncomplimentary to the Minister 
either, but it refers the Labor Party to the doctor's frustration at the lack of response to the requests made 
on 23 November on the same issue. 

Mr Prince: I give you credit for having taken this issue up with me consistently for several months. 

Mr RIEBELING: I thank the Minister for returning to the Chamber for this part of my speech. The letter 
reads -

Yesterday an obstetric case presented to Roebourne Hospital which highlighted all our fears-

He refers to his fears and mine -

- and concerns regarding the lack of any obstetric equipment at Roebourne Hospital. 

The patient in question was a breech presentation (buttocks first) at thirty six weeks gestation. 
She was in established labour. 

The letter refers to the problem created. It outlines the fact that as the equipment which was requested -
primarily, the delivery bed and stirrups - was not available, both the child's and the mother's lives were put 
at risk. The last paragraph reads -

Currently, we are dealing with an obstetrics case a week at Wickham and Roebourne. WHY 
DOES THE LOCAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT NOT APPRECIATE THIS AND PROVIDE 
SUPPORT AND EQUIPMENT? 

Mr Prince: If you can let me see that letter tonight, I am going to Geraldton to the rural health policy unit 
tomorrow and I will take the information with me. 

Mr RIEBELING: I have no problem in doing that. On 23 November the same doctor wrote to the 
chairman of the medical advisory committee for the West Pilbara highlighting exactly the same fears. He 
stated that it was only a matter of time before a tragedy occurred in the hospital. 

The other concern expressed in the letter is the Nickol Bay Hospital's administration when these near 
disasters occurred. It appears that an investigation team was sent in to try to blame someone in the 
hospital, and that quite an interrogation occurred after the incident to which I referred. Nurses involved 
were interrogated for some hours about the incident.· The doctor was of the view that the purpose of the 
interrogation was to lay some blame on the nurses or him. His view is that the actions taken in this case 
saved lives. The person doing the interrogating was not a qualified midwife and was talking to people who 
knew more about procedures than the interrogator did. 

Mr Prince: Someone is suggesting that the administrators are trying to cover themselves for the problem? 

Mr RIEBELING: My perception is that if there is a shortage in equipment the attitude of the Nickol Bay 
Hospital authorities is that they must blame something other than the lack of equipment. They have 
probably told the Minister that all is well. People who deal with that hospital tell me regularly that there 
are problems with the equipment. The hospital administrators and the Minister's advisers tell me that 
nothing is wrong with it. The chief nurse for the region said, "If there are no stirrups you will have to make 
do by making up something which will be sufficient." That is not a suitable answer. Why should women 
in Roeboume have to use sticks instead of proper stirrups? In the budget allocations of the Health 
Department's capital works program about 18 dot points are shown, the smallest of which is for the Pilbara 
at $1.1m. We are talking of capital expenditure of a few thousand dollars tops for Roeboume. We are 
talking not about major capital works but the basic human right to have basic equipment required to save 
lives. We are not asking for a brain surgery unit to be established Roebourne; we just want a bloody bed. 

Mr Prince: It sounds as though I should make an unannounced visit. 

Mr RIEBELING: That would be welcome. If the Minister unannounces it to everybody but me I will go 
with him! 
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That is basically the point I wanted to make on the Health budget. I thank the Minister for coming in 
during that part of my speech which dealt with health and for hearing me whinge yet again. 

Mr Prince: It is a pleasure. 

Mr RIEBELING: I wish to move on to the area of transport in which I am sure some members are vitally 
interested. The deputy leader of the Liberal Party has a special interest in the development area of 
transport, which I am about to mention. This area covers port authorities. I am concerned about certain 
aspects of the allocation to the Dampier Port Authority, which is in my electorate. A total of $1.1m has 
been allocated for capital works. I applaud the allocation of that money to the Dampier Port Authority, 
which is the most productive port in this State and arguably in Australia. The $1.1m to improve its 
efficiency is welcome. However, in the capital works program the first dot point refers to $250 000 for the 
construction of a barge loading ramp next to the public wharf to attract customers who currently go to 
Onslow. Onslow also happens to be in my electorate. The thought that we are specifically giving a port 
authority money to knock off another port is outrageous when we consider that the barge work at Onslow 
wharf is the only real commercial activity, other than fishing, that allows the town to survive. If that sort of 
comment is to be made in a government document, at least a dredging program should be put in place to 
allow Onslow wharf to compete with the Dampier Port Authority. The Minister knows quite well that 
without a major dredging program Onslow can never compete with Dampier, yet we find in this allocation 
that the Minister has decided that for some reason Onslow must be penalised. It would be interesting to 
hear what the people of Onslow had to say about that aIlocation. The Dampier Port Authority deals with 
huge tonnages, has a massive amount of work and is also very efficient. Why the Onslow wharf area must 
be knocked off is absolutely beyond me. For the people of Onslow it represents the only reasonable access 
to the benefits from the oil and gas industry. If there were an allocation which encouraged Onslow people 
to have access to the supply boats that service the oil and gas industry by creating a dredged channel, I 
would have applauded and supported it. However, that is not the case. The Government is putting money 
into an already profitable organisation and trying to destroy one that is struggling. In another Department 
of Transport allocation, Onslow cracks a mention in the Budget for replacing navigational aids on a wharf 
that the conservative Government clearly wishes to remove by creating a competitor. Some $636000 has 
been allocated to a number of areas. I would enjoy finding out how much has been allocated to the Onslow 
area. 

Main Roads is an interesting area. The many allocations range from $6.3m down to $l.2m-odd for 
proposed major programs or extensions. A major allocation of $8.3m to assist the Pilbara communities by 
connecting the Paraburdoo, Tom Price, and Marandoo to Newman road is welcome. However, the major 
call for connecting roads in my electorate is between Tom Price and Karratha. There appears to be no 
allocation for that road. I urge the Government to look seriously at ways of connecting the inland towns to 
the Karratha area, which is the major commercial area in the Pilbara and should be treated as such. Then 
people could shop and have an alLernative. 

I wish to speak on a whole range of other issues. However, time will not allow me to cover them. They 
involve the Water Corporation's control of the sewage farm at Wickham and also the building of 
Roebourne Police Station, which is welcome. However, the construction of the police station without the 
house of the officer in charge next to it was silly. 

MS ANWYL (Kalgoorlie) [10.20 pm]: I refer, fIrst, to the amount that has been allocated to the 
upgrading of the Prospector service; that is, the train that runs between Kalgoorlie and Perth. That service 
is integral to the functioning of the goldfields region, given that it is heavily relied on by elderly people, 
who tend not to enjoy bus travel in the same way that they enjoy train travel, and also by young people, 
who rely on it to travel between boarding school, home and various tertiary institutions. It is the link 
between family in Perth and Kalgoorlie. The area of particular concern to me is the effect of the 
inadequate budget allocation on the tourist market. It is well documented that tourists prefer train travel to 
bus travel. The current policy that no group bookings of over 20 people will be accepted on that service is 
a particular concern. I understand the reason for that policy is that there are insufficient railcars to provide 
adequate transport for large groups and individual passengers. That in itself is of concern to me. However, 
the reality is that on many occasions the service does not run. Passengers tum up at the station at 
Kalgoorlie or at Perth only to discover that no train is running and they are provided with a Westrail coach. 
Unfortunately, they are not notified in advance, so their relatives who may be waiting at the other end to 
pick them up become confused. I receive a number of complaints in this regard from constituents virtually 
every week. In the week commencing 3 June, the service was cancelled twice, on Wednesday and Friday, 
and one woman contacted me to advise me that her daughter had to pick her up from Joondalup. However, 
due to the confusion when leaving Kalgoorlie, the woman's husband did not know which bus line she was 
travelling on. He had not picked up that it was a Westrail bus and there was some uncertainty at the other 
end. I am also informed that the East Perth terminal was locked while passengers waited in the street at a 
late hour to be collected. That caused safety problems. 

The budget aIlocation I am talking about is an amount of $2m. While one never likes to look the 
proverbial gift horse in the mouth, there is some unusual language about this budget allocation. The capital 
works program refers to re-engineering and rehabilitating the Prospector. One does not often think of 
machinery being rehabilitated. However, that amount has been allocated to continue the $7.1m program to 
upgrade the railcars. I applaud the fact that some money has been allocated in this Budget. However, the 
problem goes much further than will be cured by this amount of funding. 
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In relation to rehabilitating the existing railcars, it is worth noting that there are five power locomotives and three trailers in operation, each of which has been around since about 1971, and therefore are 25 years old. They perform 31 services a week, and travel a total of 16 358 kilometres a week. What has changed of late is that these railcars are expected to perform the Avon link journey - that is, between Perth and Northam -in addition to the Kalgoorlie-Perth run. I am informed that there have been no cancellations of the A von link, but there are frequent cancellations of the Prospector service to Kalgoorlie and back. In relation to the extra kilometres that are being travelled by the existing eight cars, there is insufficient downtime to have those cars maintained. In fact, the weekly notices at the time of cancellation point to the unavailability of railcars as being one of the most common reasons for the service being cancelled at, as I said, very short notice. As I said also, it causes concern not only to the passengers who prefer not to travel by bus, but also to the people who must pick them up at the other end of the line. My concern is that, if these cancellations continue, very few people will risk a journey on the Prospector. As I said, it is an integral link between the goldfields and the metropolitan area. Therefore, if people do not use it, there will be, I assume, some talk of rationalisation because of low passenger numbers, and that would threaten the existence of the Prospector. The member for Avon sometimes refers to my attempts to have the A von link service downgraded. That is not my intention. I am hoping to highlight to the Government the need to adequately service the railcars that are in existence. I query whether the amount of $2m to rehabilitate and re-engine the existing locomotives will achieve that end. 
Another area to which I wish to refer is the Education portfolio. I must give credit where it is due: Significant amounts have been allocated to the O'Connor Primary School, which is a new primary school, and the Hannans Primary School upgrading, which has been in place for some four years now. A significant amount of $250 000 has been allocated to the rationalisation or the merging of Boulder Junior Primary School and Boulder Primary School. However, the Eastern Goldfields Senior High School has not attracted any significant capital works funding, which is of concern given that several transportables are in use. In 1993, this Government promised that something would be done about a second high school in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, given that the current enrolment is ] 170 students. 
One of the keys to successful regional development is the necessity for adequate infrastructure and quality services, particularly in areas such as education and transport. Currently about 313 year 8 students attend the Eastern Goldfields Senior High School. That in itself would not be a problem were it not for the fact that most of the teaching staff are inexperienced, not through any fauIt of their own. However, the bulk are graduate teachers who did not choose Kalgoorlie as a preferred option, but ended up teaching in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. Although they do an exceptional job, the reality is that it is of great assistance in a very large school if the staff is experienced. That is not the case at Kalgoorlie-Boulder. That is one of the reasons we must reassess the present educational facilities. There is no significant funding in the capital works section of this Budget to do that, or even to upgrade the existing senior high school. 
It seems there has been a significant development over the past decade relating to buildings that can be constructed and the use to which they can be put A classic example is the program to develop undercover areas in schools which, in turn, tend to be of a type that can be used by the community for all sorts of other activities out of school hours. In parts of South Australia classrooms are being built that can double as housing in times of low school numbers. That approach makes sense in regional areas where fluctuations in student numbers can be expected. In that context it makes sense to deal with the needs of students as a priority in government spending. 

I have already said that education is one of the keys to providing adequate service to regional development Another area very high in that category is the provision of government housing to employees. Approximately 372 government houses are located in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, although that figure is constantly changing due to the sale of some of them. The present policy will result in upgrading standard accommodation, and I am in favour of that. However, my concern is that not all of the problems will be addressed by this selling off policy. 
[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 
Ms ANWYL: An integral problem is the sharing of government accommodation, which does not lead to happy government employees. Two young single people are being asked to share three-bedroomed houses. Their performance at work is affected by the interpersonal struggle that is occurring at their accommodation. That is not a huge problem in areas where rents are affordable, but it creates problems in Kalgoorlie-Boulder where it is pretty much prohibitive to rent privately, unless people are on an above award wage, which the average public servant is not I have been told of numerous examples of that situation. 

Having had a career as a lawyer, where confidentiality is a paramount ethical consideration, it concerns me to hear examples of people sharing houses where, through no fault of their own, information could be exchanged between, for example, somcone who was working for the Police Department, and someone who was working for the Department for Family and Children's Services, possibly in the juvenile justice area, or the Health Department of Western Australia. Confidential information may be inadvertently exchanged where people are on call. In many cases those people are residing in two-bedroomed units and must use communal areas for the preparation of notes, case studies and the like. My understanding of the present policy is that as three and four-bedroomed houses are sold, equivalent housing will be arranged. However, that will not alleviate the problem for single people in the town, a large percentage of whom are renting. 
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The Budget provides capital works for the Eastern Goldfields Regional Prison. There has been no 
accounting for problems experienced with juvenile offenders, particularly remands. There has been some 
talk locally about adding some kind of extension to the existing prison as that would appear to be the most 
economic option for solving the problem of a remand prison. The difficulty is that local police are 
responsible for the transportation of juvenile remand prisoners to Perth. ThaI requires two policemen to 
take one juvenile offender by road all the way to Perth, and, of course, those officers must return. 
Although the local station has coped to some extent by allowing overtime so as not to detract from the 
police who are on general duties, it is a drain on the police resources. 

That comes at a time when members of the public are seeking foot patrols by police. All examples of 
proactive policing are embraced warmly by the public in my electorate. Recently in the electorate of the 
member for Eyre, the main streets of Boulder were subject to horse and foot patrols. The feedback is that 
members of the public were grateful for them. Given that foot patrols are such a labour intensive form of 
policing, it makes sense to take any action that will free up police to perform such duties on the streets. 

The number of sentenced juvenile prisoners who must be transported from Kalgoorlie to Perth remains 
very high by comparison with other regional centres. To the end of the 1995 financial year, 28 juveniles 
were admitted to detention centres. The next highest regional centre is at Geraldton with 10 admissions. 
Between 1 July and 24 May, there were 21 admissions in Kalgoorlie and 12 in Geraldton. The two police 
required for each trip represents a significant total number. In addition, two police must undertake the trip 
with remand juveniles at least twice a week. The grant of $6.7m for the upgrade of the Eastern Goldfields 
Regional Prison which will enable it to become a medium security prison, although much welcomed, 
simply will not address this problem. The police have raised that matter with me frequently. 

I tum now to the Kalgoorlie courthouse which is inadequate for dealing with the wide range of matters and 
courts which sit there. It is not uncommon for a Petty Sessions, a Children's Court and a District Court to 
sit with a jury. That requires a jury pool of approximately 100 or so people waiting in the common area 
above. It is on the first floor and is shared by all those who are waiting to attend court. Often three courts 
sit at once. Occasionally, a Family Court will be in attendance as well as a Supreme Court. Space is not 
adequate for those courts and tribunals to conduct their business in a functional way. I have had the 
unpleasant experience of conducting custody trials in a very small court set aside for intimate Children's 
Court matters. It is not pleasant when difficult cases must be conducted in a room which would be lucky to 
be 15 sq m. That must be addressed. 

It is a reflection of the regional growth in that area. We must remember that the Kalgoorlie court services a 
much wider area, and although every attempt is made by the clerk of courts or managing registrar to 
coordinate circuit visits it docs not always work out. For example, the Industrial Relations Commission 
must sit at another venue altogether. The cost of infrastructure presumably would be significant. 
However, when we are giving much more consideration than in the past to the needs of and services for 
victims of crime, it would be appropriate to ensure they did not have to mill around in the main area where 
other people are waiting. Some victim support services are in place, but the lack of space makes it 
extremely difficult for separation of the accused and the victims, as I think occurs quite successfully in 
some of the larger court complexes, particularly in Perth. 

If regional development is LO occur it is vital that a level of service be provided which is comparable to the 
metropolitan area. Obviously it is not economically possible to ensure that services are replicas of those 
available in the metropolitan area. However, it is vital that there be easily accessible links between the 
regional centres and the city. That is why I am concerned about the current state of the Prospector. It is 
also essential that those basic core services such as health, housing and education, to name but three, are 
considered to be adequate by those who reside in the town. The reality is that if we do not have services of 
that standard people will not stay. 

For both the region and the cost of government generally, all sorts of financial implications exist, given that 
provision of services relies on personnel being available. Housing under the Government Employees 
Housing Authority is a very fine example of where people will not remain if services are not adequate. 

DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [10.44 pm]: I regret that in this Budget there appears to be no further 
moneys for capital works for the Mt Lawley Senior High School. The school was established in 1955 and 
it is obvious to anyone walking around it that parts of it are in a significant state of disrepair. In recent 
years $1.2m was poured into it. The benefits of that are obvious and the areas to which that has been 
applied certainly have much better facilities. This school specialises in music and drama, yet it has no 
adequate facilities for those discipJines. Recently when I visited the music room I was appalled. It is 
housed in a closed-in corridor that leads to a classroom. It was very shabby and uninspiring. I congratulate 
the staff and students for managing to win music awards under those conditions; that is a great 
achievement. I was somewhat surprised, knowing that it is a significant language school which does not 
have a language laboratory. When I was at school, many years ago, we had the benefit of a language 
laboratory for studying languages. However, Mt Lawley Senior High School has no such facility. 

The Minister undertook a surprise visit to Mt Lawley Senior High School - perhaps not such a surprise 
visit - about which staff and local people were very pleased. I hope he takes on board some of our 
comments that it is an extremely valuable senior high school. It services a number of primary schools in 
my electorate and its condition is of concern to many of us in the community. A similar comment can be 
made about some of the primary schools in my area. The East Maylands Primary School has an asbestos 
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roof which was coated about five years ago. Unfortunately from the verandas broken asbestos can be seen in the roof. Horrified parents report to me that periodically pieces of that roof drop onto the verandah. The fact that the roof is asbestos creates a host of other problems. It is very difficult for the school to get airconditioning because there is some reluctance to place air-conditioning units in a roof where asbestos is situated. In addition some of the ceilings are in a bad state of disrepair. Parents are worried that asbestos fibres may be dropping down and being inhaled by the students. It is an old school and the facilities are rundown. I have not seen anything like the blackboards since the 1960s. 
On the other hand, I congratulate the Government for the money it has put into the Bayswater Primary School. A little more than $lm has been spent on upgrading that school. Recently, it celebrated its centenary. I guess there can be no doubt that if a school is 100 years old and used much throughout the year it will need maintenance. Bayswater Primary School certainly needed that. Much of the work done at Bayswater was contracted out by the private sector. As a result, some of the facilities have been built to less than the previous standard when the Building Management Authority closely supervised the work. For example, from the edge of the street up to the school is an extremely steep staircase. When I walked up it I felt somewhat unsafe, such is the steep grade. Only recently guardrails were put in along that stairway. Before that, a number of children fell down the stairs, particularly in the usual late afternoon rush to get out of school. 
At Bayswater silly little things have gone wrong; in one instance, to go from one room to another room requires going into a third room, walking around the edge of it and entering the room just next door from another door. Had a door been built between the two rooms it would have solved the problem. Apparently, when that matter was raised with the people undertaking the project, staff were told that it would be too expensive and that it was not possible. That is a pity. When spending $lm on a job, the community likes to see it done properly. Another example is that new buildings have been constructed, in particular a very elegant looking covered assembly area which was desperately needed. The problem is that the walkways are not covered, and if it is raining the students and staff trying to reach the covered assembly area can be saturated. If a little money had been spent -
Mr Cowan: In my day we did not have a covered area. What are you complaining about? 
Dr EDWARDS: I hardly had a school. What is the Minister complaining about? We had only two classrooms. 
Mr Cowan: When I started school the rule was rigidly applied that the school had to have 12 students, so they grabbed the nearest five year old and plonked him in the school. 
Dr EDWARDS: I started school when I was five. 
Mr Cowan: I started school when I was four. 
Dr EDWARDS: I was drafted! However, it did not help because the school eventually closed. 
Mr Cowan: It did not help me either, and my school is still open! 
Dr EDWARDS: I hope that more money will flow to schools such as mine because most schools in my electorate - particularly the primary schools - are approaching their centenary. When they reach that stage they do not have the facilities that the newer, modern schools have, and also have a greatly increased maintenance load. 
My second comment relates to an extremely dangerous crosswalk in Beaufort Street, Inglewood, near my office. I raise this matter because for almost nine months I have been protesting about the crosswalk to both the City of Stirling and Main Roads. Both agencies say that they do not have the money to do anything about the problem. Each agency claims that if the other agency were serious about the problem it would provide the money to solve the problem. The crosswalk is on a bend in Beaufort Street, Inglewood. Every day I hear the screech of brakes and about once a week the breaking of glass when an accident occurs. I am extremely concerned about the crosswalk. I fear it is only a matter of time before someone is killed at the site. Last week when I walked across the crosswalk to meet the new crosswalk attendant, if I had walked when he signalled I probably would not be here now, because a car slowed down but could not stop and went through the crosswalk despite the fact that the flags were up. 

The crosswalk is vitally important to the local area because the road is on the route to the Inglewood Primary School and a number of children must cross Beaufort Street to reach the school. Therefore, they need to use the crosswalk. Also, many elderly people in the local area need to cross Beaufort Street to go to the shops or attend the nearby library and autumn centre. From talking to local people, I know that they deliberately avoid the crosswalk. They feel it is more dangerous to cross at the crosswalk than to risk ducking across Beaufort Street at some other site. I finally arranged a meeting with the City of Stirling and Main Roads at the site of the crosswalk. Both agencies agreed with me that it was extremely dangerous. As a result of the meeting we have carried out a video survey, but I fear that debate will continue about which agency should be responsible for providing the money for the works to make the crosswalk safer. 
I turn now to the Bayswater police station. I am disappointed that no item in the Budget appears for the station. The Bayswater police station is yet another aging facility in my area. The facility makes police work very difficult for the people who work from the station. For example, the only lunch room is one of the old cells, and it is not very pleasant sitting there with the big iron gate open so that one can see out Another problem is that because there is no interview room or any other secure room on site if officers 
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need to interview someone about a serious issue or if the person to be interviewed is very upset or 
aggressive, the officers must lock the station after asking the other customers to wait outside until they 
have finished the interview. When I was at the station last week the police officers described having to ask 
people who wished to make simple inquiries if they would mind waiting on the street, because the person 
being interviewed might be aggressive. 

Another problem is that the men's so-called change room is a couple of lockers positioned in the corridor. 
I think that they open the doors and get behind them to change. I was horrified, perhaps in an amused way, 
to see that the women's toilet at the police station is located off what one might call the sergeant's comer. 
He has his own office but it is extremely small, and three doors open into it. 

Mr Kierath: He is lucky to have one. At Cannington they have one toilet for males, females and prisoners. 

Dr EDWARDS: In this case the station cannot keep prisoners because there is nowhere to put them. It is 
not a healthy working situation to have a tiny office for the sergeant who sometimes deals with highly 
confidential maUer, when women barge through to use the toilet. More civilians now work at police 
stations, and in my limited experience the people who do the clerical work tend to be women. Such 
facilities are necessary for those workers and for the female police officers who auend the station. I have 
had discussions at the police station to see what we can do locally to speed up the provision of new 
premises because they are desperately needed. 

On the same note, I congratulate the Government for allocating money in this Budget for the Mirrabooka 
police station. Under the new regionalisation process, Mirrabooka services the Bayswater and Maylands 
area. At the moment the traffic police allocated to the region have managed to find a little room 
somewhere at central, but they desperately need a location in the region. Obviously when the Mirrabooka 
station is built we will have a much better regional facility for officers who are cramped into an old house 
in Inglewood and for the traffic branch. 

I tum now to environmental protection. One of the items for which significant capital works funding is 
provided falls under the heading "Noise and air monitoring". Noise is an issue that seems to be emerging 
as one that really bothers people and affects their quality of life. I am concerned that the draft regulations 
on noise which were drawn up in 1992 still have not been finalised. They have been revised a couple of 
times and I gather that at the moment they are with private companies for comment One of the issues 
emerging from the noise problem is vibration - and I have had experience with this in my electorate. In 
Inglewood a sawmill is located in a residential area. The sawmill was recently served with a pollution 
abatement notice which was subsequently overturned. In response to that notice the company took various 
measures to cut the noise level, but all that has done is to convert the energy into vibration. The residents 
opposite the mill suffer the vibration problem. Fortunately the department has equipment to measure 
vibration levels and was able to get a quantitative measure of the significance of the problem. More of that 
sort of equipment is needed; it must be more modem, sensitive and efficient to help people address this 
annoying and irritating problem. 

Under the same heading reference is made to about $300 000 being spent on noise and air quality 
equipment. I point here to the need for better monitoring of particulate matter, which is a form of air 
pollution made up of little particles. The particles have come about as a result of combustion by motor 
vehicles or from burning off. In Perth the main problems are wood burning stoves and the big bums we 
often have in autumn and spring. The recent Sydney air quality conference revealed that in that city 40 
people a year die from premature death as a result of air pollution and, in particular, as a result of this 
particulate matter pollution. The Perth haze study has been monitoring the haze for nearly three years. 
Although seven stations are monitoring the haze, from my understanding and from what appears in the 
annual report of the Department of Environmental Protection, only two monitoring stations are doing the 
more in-depth work on particulate matter. This is an extremely serious public health issue. We must know 
exactly what is the level of particulate maLler in the city, because undoubtedly it is now at a level causing 
problems, and further work must be done to show what the health effects are from this level. When the 
Government spends the money set aside to improve the air quality monitoring network, I urge it to look 
more closely at particulate maUer. 

A comment made at the Sydney air quality conference concerns me a little. One of the speakers from 
London said that London and other European cities knew all about the problems from particulate matter 
and were moving on to new fields and new concerns about air pollution. Perth has not fully tackled the 
situation: We do not even know the full extent of the problem. If we do not do the proper monitoring, we 
will be left behind the eight ball. I urge the Government to look more closely at this problem of particulate 
matter and to ensure that it is monitoring at the depth the seriousness of the situation demands. 

I tum to the integrated waste disposal facility located at Mt Walton. In the previous Budget $2.6m was 
allocated to capital works at that site, but only $446000 was spent. I am curious about what has happened 
to the remainil1g money. The Budget contains no hint that further capital works are planned at Mt Walton. 
I will ask further questions to see how it was presumed that the $2.6m would be allocated and why it 
appears to be no longer necessary. 

In the same vein I will comment about the contaminated sites. One of the reasons for Mt Walton was as a 
repository for low level radioactive waste. In a submission last year by the Department of Minerals and 
Energy to the Select Committee on Recycling and Waste Management the department pointed out that Mt 
Walton may need to be considered as a site for contaminated waste. At the moment Western Australia has 
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two contaminated sites: One is in the process of being cleaned up and the other soon will be. It is 
uncertain where the waste from there will go. The Stephenson & Ward Incinerator Co Pty Ltd site is 
contaminated with polychlorinated biphenyls and the Government is spending about $lm to clean it up. 
Once the management plan is worked out questions will be asked about where the contaminated water and 
soil will go. 

The second contaminated site is the Omex Petroleum Pty Ltd site at Bellevue. Further testing is being 
done at that site to work out exactly what is the problem and to develop a strategy to clean it up. I urge the 
Government to be more open about what is going on at Mt Walton and what the future plans are. If the 
Omex site is to be cleaned up and the waste is to be taken away, the only type of suitable site in the State to 
take that waste is a place like Mt Walton. 

Mr C.l. Bamett: Is that material radioactive? 

Dr EDWARDS: No, it is hazardous and extremely contaminated. It has been said a number of times that a 
site is also required for low level hazardous waste. This Budget contains nothing to indicate that that will 
be developed. That is a concern to me as well. I have mised previously issues about low level hazardous 
waste being transported and the potential for accidents. If an accident occurs, a site will be required. I 
urge the Government to look at developing such a site. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cunningham. 

1I ouse adjourned at 11.05 pm 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

ELECTIONS - PROMISES NOT HONOURED 

203. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Fisheries: 

(1) How many of the coalition's 1993 election promises will not be honoured by the end of 
1996? 

(2) Will the Minister be honouring the promise outlined by the Premier in The West 
Australian on 29 July 1995 that election commitments "that we have not delivered on we 
will publicly spell out why we have not"? 

(3) When can the public expect to be informed as to why each promise will not be honoured? 
Mr HOUSE replied: 

(1)-(3) Every endeavour is being made to progress and finalise coalition commitments in the 
Primary Industry and Fisheries area. 

EMPLOYMENT - GROWTH 

307. Mr BROWN to the Premier: 

(1) Since the 1993 state election, which sectors of the economy have provided the largest 
employment growth? 

(2) What specific measures has the Government taken -

(a) in each sector; 

(b) generally, 

to promote employment growth in each sector? 

(3) Have factors unrelated to government policy or legislation primarily led to the 
employment growth in each sector and generally? 

(4) Does the Government claim exclusive credit for expanding employment opportunities in 
these industries? 

(5) Arc individual businesses that show entrepreneurial flair and a determination to succeed 
primarily responsible for employment growth? 

(6) In the overall scheme of things, has the State Govemment's contribution to employment 
growth in each of these sectors been negligible? 

(7) If not, what examples can the Minister give of State Government policies that have lead 
to the creation of additional jobs that would otherwise not have occurred? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1) The Australian Bureau of Statistics quarterly employed persons by industry survey 
indicates that the most significant employment growth for the period February 1993 
quarter to November 1995 has occurred in the following industries -
Construction - +3.6 per cent or 19700 persons; 
Education - +26.7 per cent or 13 400 persons; 
Property and business services - +25 per cent or 16700 persons; 
Accommodation, cafes and restaurants - +25 per cent or 7300 persons; 
Retail trade - +17.5 per cent or 19400 persons; and 
Personal and other services - + 17 per cent or 5 400 persons. 

(2) Specifically, the Western Australian Government has encouraged employment growth 
by -
fine tuning its training and employment delivery and making it more industry driven; 
promoting investment in Western Australia by local and overseas companies, particularly 
in the mining sector; 
adopting policies encouraging investment in downstream processing and value added 
industries to capitalise on the State's vast resource wealth; 
encouraging productivily and efficiencies in state-owned enterprises; and 
implementing the government purchasing charter to create an open and competitive 
environment for government business, particularly small entrepreneurs 

In addition, the State Government, through its state employment assistance strategy, 
provides S3.5m annually to fund a network of 46 labour market projects which assist 
unemployed people to access further education or employment opportunities. The 
Western Australian Government is committed to enhancing employment opportunities 
for all Western Australians and has developed a number of strategies to address skill 
necds in thiS-State including -
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publicly funded training delivery in 19% will incorporate an increase in metals and 
engineering and an increase in building and construction training with plans under way to 
build upon these increases for 1997; 
tendered publicly funded training for 1996 is being targeted to specific occupational 
areas in demand - for example, 166 additional full time places were allocated in the 
metals and engineering area; 
the establishment of the Employment Training and Advisory Committee comprising 
representatives from a range of state agencies with its purpose being to advise the State 
Training Board of employment and skill shortage issues. 

The Western Australian Govemment has generally worked toward providing a sound 
economic base and policy framework from which employment and industry can flourish. 

(3) Yes. As with all economies which are increasingly globalised, factors affecting the 
world economy and trade have contributed to employment growth in Western Australia. 

(4) No. However, government policy is an important variable in encouraging employment 
growth. 

(5) It is difficult to ascertain the contribution of individual business to employment growth. 
However, it is known that small business contributes 51.9 per cent of private - non
agricultural - sector employment in Western Australia - Australian Bureau of Statistics. 
The number of small businesses represents 97 per cent of total private sector - non
agricultural - businesses. The size and importance of the small business sector means 
that its commercial and economic welfare direetly affects the well being of the Western 
Australian economy. 

(6) The Western Australian Government has encouraged the growth of small business and, 
consequently, employment in various industry growth sectors. 

(7) The Western Australian Government has provided a policy framework encouraging 
resource development projects, particularly in the mining sector and with investment in 
downstream processing and value added industries. The Government's initiatives with 
regard to energy reforms have also greatly assisted in increasing investment in the 
resource sector. 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES OR 
DEPARTMENTS REQUESTED TO ADVISE MINISTER'S OFFICE OF ANY 

REQUESTS 

429. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Allorney General: 

(1) Has the Minister requested any agency or department within any of the Minister's 
portfolios to advise the Minister's office of any requests under the Freedom of 
Information Act? 

(2) If yes, which department, or agency, was involved? 

(3) What was the subject maller covered by the rcquest? 

(4) What is the reason for the request? 

(5) Is such a referral provided for in the FO) Act? 

(6) Does the Minister's office play any role in drafting or approving responses to requests 
under the FOI Act? 

(7) If yes to (6), what is that role? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1)-(7) Agencies within my portfolios - other than exempt agencies - have been requested to 
advise my office of applications received under the FOI Act. The agencies are the 
Ministry of Justice, the Legal Aid Commission of Western Australia and the Law Reform 
Commission of Western Australia. My office is advised of the nature of applications and 
documents to be released. 

Under the Westminster system of government a Minister is responsible to Parliament for 
the general conduct of his or her departments. In addition, the Minister is ultimately 
responsible where agencies do not comply with their responsibilities under the FOI Act -
see section 63(3). Advice of applications received by departments enables the Minister's 
office to determine whether it has received the same application. Agencies are able to 
consult any person or agency who can provide information that may assist in the decision 
making process. Where an application is made to me, I am the decision maker under the 
FOI Act and am responsible for making the decision and for ensuring that the applicant is 
provided with a notice of decision that complies with section 30 of the FOI Act. Any 
decision made by me is subject to external review by the Information Commissioner. 
Where an application is made to an agency within my portfolios the agency's decision 
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maker is responsible for making the decision and for ensuring that the applicant is 
provided with a notice of decision that complies with section 30 of the FOI Act. The 
decision is subject to internal review by another decision maker who is not subordinate to 
the initial decision maker and external review by the Information Commissioner. 

NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING BACKGROUND ETHNIC GROUPS - EQUITY 
STRATEGIES INITIATED BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

707. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Works; Services; Disability Services; Minister assisting the 
Minister for Justice; Mines: 

What equity strategies have been initiated by departments and other instrumentalities which are 
within the Minister's responsibility which aim to achieve equitable outcomes for non- English 
speaking background ethnic groups which are disadvantaged as distinct from merely achieving 
equitable access? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

Western Australian Building Management Authority and the Department of State Services: 

The W ABMA is an agency which has minimal contact with general public clients. 
However, the WABMA is committed to ensuring equitable access and outcomes for both 
clients and employces from a non-English speaking background. A language services 
strategy is currently being developed by the W ABMA and whenever appropriate 
interpreter and/or translation services are provided to ensure the needs of people within 
these groups are met. 

State Supply Commission: 

The SSC is a new agency and is currently developing its internal policies and codes of 
conduct consistent with its statutory obligations and client needs. As part of this process 
it will be addressing the provision of appropriate strategies to ensure clients from non
English speaking background ethnic groups are able to achieve equitable access and 
outcomes in dealing with the commission. The SSC complies with the requirements of 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Act as regards staff practices. All staff are selected 
on merit. 

Department of Minerals and Energy: 

In terms of internal procedures, the DME has provided and still supports English as a 
second language program for staff with non-English speaking backgrounds. This 
ongoing support assists these employees to achieve not only their work outcomes but also 
helps them in their social interactions. From an external, customer perspective, DME 
utilises contract interpreter services on an as necds basis for the small number of 
inquiries the department receives from ethnic groups. The department also maintains, in 
its staff records, details of employees who have other language skills and who are 
prepared to assist with ad hoc inquiries as needed. 

Disability Services Commission: 

The DSC has undertaken the following strategies -

The DSC funds the Ethnic Community Council to provide services through the Ethnic 
Disability Advocacy Centre. 

The DSC established a People from non English speaking backgrounds subcommittee in 
August 1993. The committee developed equal employment opportunity strategies 
including the areas of staff recruitment, selection, training, ongoing support and career 
development. 

The DSC participated in the development of the West Australian state settlement plan 
and continues to report regularly on progress as part of this plan. Western Australia is 
the only State to specifically address disability issues in a separate section in the state 
settlement plan 1995. 

A multicultural disability services policy framework for use within the DSC has been 
developed. The key areas of access and equity, advocacy, information and cultural 
sensitivity are being applied to the disability service plans being developed by public 
authorities and the DSC, the state settlement plan, the DSC's customer service charter, 
language services plan as well as other relevant DSC policies. 

Individual program initiatives include the post school options program developing 
pamphlets and application forms in multiple languages and the provision during the 1995 
accommodation support funding round of information specifically targeted to 
metropolitan and rural groups which represent the ethnic associations and welfare 
groups. 
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The DSC regularly uses interpreter services to assist families and individuals to 
understand its functions, services and mandate. The DSC is currently providing ethnic 
awareness education sessions for staff. 

NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING BACKGROUND ETHNIC GROUPS - EQUITY 
STRATEGIES INITIATED BY GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

715. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts: 

What equity strategies have been initiated by departments and other instrumentalities which are 
within the Minister's responsibility which aim to achieve equitable outcomes for non-English 
speaking background ethnic groups which are disadvantaged as distinct from merely achieving 
equitable access? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

The Minister for the Arts has provided the following reply -

Department for the Arts 
During the last survey undertaken as part of the equal opportunity survey of the Department for 
the Arts, no staff nominated themselves as being from a non-English speaking background. 
Accordingly, no specific policies have been developed for this area. In an endeavour to improve 
opportunities for people of non-English speaking background, staff involved in client liaison have 
undergone telephone interpreter service training; the department's arts investment program 
enables the employment of non-English speaking artists and administrators, and non-English 
speaking people are appointed to advisory panels. 

Library and Information Service of Western Australia 
The Library and Information Service of Western Australia has produced a language services plan 
for services to people of non-English speaking background both in the Alexander Library building 
and through the public library system in Western Australia. The identified strategies include 
signage, interpreter services, cultural awareness and staff training. A register of staff listing 
language abilities and special interests has been prepared. LISW A provides resources in more 
than 40 languages other than English to public libraries on request to meet the needs of people of 
non-English speaking backgrounds. The total stock size of the multi language resources 
collection is currently 49 000 items. The emphasis on resources in community languages is 
increasing to meet identified needs and to ensure equity of access for those clients. Budget 
allocations for the purchase of such resources have increased in recent years. A plan for the 
production of catalogues in original scripts for resources in languages other than English has been 
produced after surveying public libraries to establish demographics of their ideas and relevant 
demand. Catalogues of Vietnamese and Greek resources have been published in Vietnamese and 
Greek. A multicultural award to public libraries for services to the multicultural community 
enters its third year. The 1995 award was sponsored by the Office of Multicultural Interests and 
the Aboriginal Affairs Department. 

Western Australian Museum 
A major new exhibition of some 250 square metres will open on 19 May 1996 in the FremantIe 
History Museum. This tells the story of postwar migration to Western Australian and 
acknowledges publicly for the first time the contribution which these groups have made to the 
State. The exhibition has been developed by the Museum, supported by the Lotteries Commission 
with the assistance of the Office of Multicultural Interests. More than 250 individuals and groups 
from the community have contributed to the exhibition with information and artefacts for display. 
The Fremantle History Museum has also established, with the assistance of Healthway, a 
community access gallery. This gallery is available at no cost to community groups to mount 
their own exhibitions. Assistance from Healthway has enabled community exhibition costs to be 
met. Exhibitions change three monthly and a range of communities including Italian, EI 
Salvadorean and Hungarian have used the gallery to date. The gallery has been very 
enthusiastically received by the public. 

Art Gallery of Western Australia 
Through its annual EEO report, the gallery is able to identify staff from non-English speaking 
background ethnic groups - NESB I and NESB 2 - and assess any training or other requirements 
necessary to assist them within the workplace. The gallery's voluntary gallery guides provide 
tours for adult and student English as a second language groups. Several of the guides are trained 
ESL teachers and tours can be organised in Italian, German, French and Indonesian on request. 
An information sheet on Aboriginal art has been printed in Japanese. There is no budget to 
provide interpreters for other ethnic groups. 

ART GALLERY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - WESTERN 
AUSTRALIAN ARTISTS WORKS, EXHIBITIONS; ACQUISITIONS 

736. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts: 

(1) How many exhibitions held in the last two years at the Art Gallery of Western Australia 
featured the work of a Western Australian artist? 
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(2) What percentage of the permanent collection of the Art Gallery of Western Australia is 
by Western Australian artists? 

(3) What works by Western Australian artists have been acquired by the gallery in the last 12 
months? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

The Minister for the Arts has provided the following reply -

(1) Twenty;seven of the exhibitions held in the last two years at the Art Gallery of Western 
Australia featured works of Western Australian artists. 

(2) 

(3) 

Twenty per cent of the permanent collection of the Art Gallery of Western Australia is by 
Western Australian artists. 

See below list of works by Western Australian artists that have been acquired by the 
gallery in the last 12 months. I should point out that since we assumed government we 
have put in place a policy that the Art Gallery should be the pre-eminent collection of 
Western Australian art. This is being addressed in future purchasing which is intended to 
ensure both a historical and current representation of Western Australian artists. The 
policy is ouLlined in the gallery's plan. 

Artist Title Date 
Penny Bovell Sitting under the sun might provoke 

a reverie 
Julie Dowling 
Brenda Ridgewell 
Hughie Bent 
Thomas Horeau 
Diana Johnson 
Brian MacKay 
Cyril Lander 
Tony White 

Philip Noakes 
Brendan Tibbs 
Brisbane & 
Wunderlich 
Rora Landells 

Howard Taylor 

James Angus 
Brian BIanchflower 
Aadjie Bruce 

Linda Fardoc 
Rina Franz 
Tony Jones 

Jeremy Kirwan-Ward 

Queenie McKenzie 
Tim Maslen 
Ada Bird Pctyarre 
Shane Pickett 

Jennifer Robertson 

Julie Clampetl 
Relilience Right 
Jakuli II 
Through the Art North Perth 
Untitled 
Roundhouse I 
Coppins Gap near Marble Bar 
Ring 
Pendant 
Necklace 
Necklace 
Necklace 
Necklace 
Necklace and Earrings 
Necklace and Earrings 
Butterfly Brooch 
Ring, Brooch and Earrings 
Ring 
Group of 11 Wembley Ware 

Vase 
Bowl 
Winged Figure 
Light Source Reverse 
Conveyance 
Canopy XXXII - Ninety-Nine Days 
The end of the life of an elderly 
lady 
Domestic bliss - forks 
Domestic bliss - baby botLle tops 
No comfort - 4 bodices 
Beyond 
Series No 1 
Spiral 
Code B Suite (eighteen works) 
Balance II 
Industrial Relations 
Race Relations 
Western Union 
Sea Piece for Hugh 
Untitled 
Yoonooroo Country near Mistake Hill 
Untitled Landscape 
Awelyc Woman's Dreaming 
Untitled 
Pilbara Landscape Series IV 
Double cloth Merino scarves x 4 

1994 
1995 
1995 
1995 
1995 
? 
1984 
c1970 
1975 .. 

" 
" 

c1980 
c1978 
1955-60 

1940s 
1940s 
1994 
1994 
1992 
1993 
1990 

1993 
1993 
1995 
1995 
1995 
1984 
1984 
1989 
1993 
1993 
1993 
1996 
1996 
1995 
1995 
1995 
1984 
1996 
1995 
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Joel Smoker Brown spherical vessel 1996 
Graham Stove A question of balance 1995 
Trevor Vickers Untitled (Melbourne) 1965 

Untitled (Melbourne) 1967 
Untitled (Perth) 1976 

A.B. Webb The Haunt of the heron 1921 
Fisherman, misty morning 1921 
(Figure and beach shack) 1930 

Robbie Porritt Blue day sunshine 1995 
Brian Blanchflower Leedermeg 1979 

Bibra even: red zinger 1980 
Fires 1981 

Chye Hong Lim Untitled 1995 
Untitled 1995 

Jimmy Pike/Desert Japingka Jila 1983 
Designs Pumara 1995 

Pirnini Country III 1995 
Jila-Waterhole 1995 
Mangkaja 1995 
Jilji, Juka, Partiri 1995 
Kurriny 1995 
Jila Japinka 1995 
Rakaralla 1983 
Rakaralla 1987 

Carol Rudyard Dyptich 1979 
Myra Staffa On the beach where it rains II 1979 
Iris Francis The Cellist 1940 
Janice Kngwarre Kwertatyeye Woman 1995 
Billy Petyarre Male figure with ceremonial body 1995 

Karron Bridges 
paint 
Roger, Collie W A 
Nickel, CoIlie W A 

1995 

Marika and baby 
Ian Dixon Topoke Currency 1996 
Pam Gaunt Marginalia No 2 1996 
Jan Idle The Venus of Will end or's Academic 1995 

Truth 
Billy Petyarre Male figure with ceremonial body 1995 

paint 
Cecile Williams Boks Toe (to your box) 1996 
Jimmy Pike!Desert Jilji, Yuka, Partiri 1995 
Designs 
Jimmy PikeRakaralla 2 ski suits, 1 ski jacket 1995 
P. Skipper and Untilled (dancing head-dress) 1995 
Hughie Bent 
Jimmy Pike Desert flowers - Partiri 1986 

Desert flowers - Partiri 1986 
Allan Vizents Bunbury scenic dreams 1980 

Paralanguage 1984 
Unknown (RGT) Encampment of road 1958 

Party, King George Sound Swan River 1958 
near Fremantle 

Kathleen O'Connor Colour Rhythm 1928 

ART GALLERY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SENIOR CURATOR POSITION 

740. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts: 

(1) When was the job of senior curator at the Art Gallery of Western Australia filled? 

(2) Was it advertised? 
(3) If so, how many individuals were interviewed? 

(4) Is it a contract position or a permanent position? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 
The Minister for the Arts has provided the following reply -
(1) During 1992 the position of senior curator was redefined and its title changed to 

director - curatorial programs. Following the senior curator's resignation on 17 August 
1992 the position of director - curatorial programs was temporarily filled through internal 
acting arrangements. 
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(2) The position of director - curatorial programs was initially advertised in The Australian 
in June 1993. Due to a number of withdrawals of strong candidates from the field, the 
gallery was left with too small a field of candidates from which to draw viable 
conclusions. The selection process was, therefore, suspended and interim arrangements 
continued. The position of director - curatorial programs was again advertised in The 
West Australian on 12 November 1994 and the November 1994 "Museums Australia" 
publication. Copies of the advertisements were also circulated widely to museums, 
galleries and other appropriate organisations throughout Australia, and to selected 
candidates who responded to the position as advertised in June 1993. 

(3) Response to the position as advertised in November 1994 was -
Applications received 7 
Applicants short-listed 4 (l withdrew) 
Applicants interviewed 3 

(4) The position is permanent. 

CONSERV ATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - RARE 
FLORA, BIBRA LAKE RESERVE (39402) 

775. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

What work was undertaken by the Department of Conservation and Land Management to 
ascertain whether or not a declared rare flora -

(a) the king spider orchid - Caladenzia huegelii; 

(b) a species of catspaw - Anigozanthos humilis chrysanthus, 

is present on the Bibra Lake reserve (39402)? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following answer -

The Department of Conservation and Land Management was notified of the possible presence of 
declared rare flora in Bibra Lake reserve (39402) by the City of Cockburn in a letter dated 8 
August 1995. The letter was accompanied by a list of flora for the reserve which the City of 
Cockburn advised had becn compiled by the Bibra Lake Primary School Parents and Citizens 
Association. One flora taxon listed was the common catspaw Anigozanlhos humilis. The City of 
Cockburn suggested this might be the declared rare flora Anigozanlhos humilis subsp. 
chrysanthus. However, as Anigozanthos humilis is a common taxon and the subspecies 
chrysanthus is very rare and only known from north of Perth around Mogumber, and near 
Toodyay, a CALM botanist concluded there was little chance of this declared rare taxon occurring 
within the reserve. 

The list also included the spider orchid Caladenia huege/ii, which is declared rare flora. A CALM 
botanist concluded that the plant taxon located in the reserve was most likely to be a different 
species of orchid, formerly known as Caladenia huegelii and referred to as such in some botanical 
texts, but now refcrred to as either Caladenia paludosa or Caladenia arenicola. The declared rare 
orchid is known from the Perth metropolitan area, but is not known from as far west as Bibra 
Lake. Given the doubts about the accuracy of the identifications, CALM phoned the City of 
Cockburn and the parents and citizens association to determine the qualifications and experience 
of the botanist who prepared the flora list. Neither the City of Cockburn nor the parents and 
citizens association were able to identify the botanist involved. CALM then wrote to the City of 
Cockburn in September 1995 formally secking more detailed advice on the flora list. 

In September 1995 the City of Cockburn commissioned a flora survey of the reserve, which was 
undertaken by a consultant botanist. No declared rare flora were located in this survey. A CALM 
botanist who is familiar with the reserve and has searched for orchids on it has also advised that he 
has not found declared rare flora on it. CAiM is therefore satisfied that there is no evidence of 
the presence of declared rare flora on the area in question. 

DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - "COMPETITIVE MARKET" 

920. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services: 

(1) What is meant by "underpin the development of a more competitive market"? 

(2) Where is the so called "competitive market"? 

(3) What evidence is there for the statement that such a "market" will "pave the way for 
better use of existing resources and more choice for consumers"? 

(4) What are the ultimate safeguards for individuals with disabilities in "the competitive 
marketplace"? 
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Mr MINSON replied: 

(1) A program of major accommodation reform linked to new services funding will 
encourage diversity of service provision and consumer choice. 

(2) The funding of individuals and agencies for designated individuals will facilitate choice 
of service provider and a capacity for consumers to change providers. Tendering for 
services will encourage competition on service quality. 

(3) It is held to be self-evident that the development of a variety of services and providers 
will facilitate consumer choice. 

(4) The Disability Services Commission remains responsible for contracting and 
appropriately funding the provision of services from the non-government sector. Such 
services have to meet the requirements of the Disability Services Act 1993, and will be 
subject to a performance agreement and compliance with the disability services 
standards. A standards monitoring system is being established and will be operational 
during 1996-97. 

DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - NON-GOVERNMENT SERVICES 
Accountability Measures; Access 

921. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services: 

(1) What kinds of accountability will the Government bear to individuals or families who 
purchase their own services? 

(2) What plans have been made for new services to be provided by the non-government 
sector? 

(3) What kinds of accountability measures will be required of non-government agencies? 

(4) How will individuals who are not members of organisations access services in the 
non-government sector? 

(5) Will individuals be required to access different organisations to meet different needs or 
will there be an aim to consolidate and coordinate services? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

(1) The person or agency is accountable to the purchaser. However, staff of the Disability 
Services Commission provide support to the purchaser to ensure the process is fair and 
equitable. In addition, the expenditure of funds is subject to duly audited acquittal 
processes in keeping with the Financial Administration and Audit Act. 

(2) Recent public advertisements have set out the arrangements for individuals and non
government agencies to apply for new services funding. Individuals may apply for funds 
either directly to the DSC or through an agency of their choosing. 

(3) Extensive accountability requirements are detailed in the standard performance 
agreement which will be signed by all new service providers. Accountability 
requirements include regular financial and performance reporting, consumer grievance 
procedures and a commitment to meeting the disability services standards. 

(4) The Disability Services Commission will, where necessary, facilitate service access. 
Application can be made by writing to or telephoning any office of the DSC or through 
any DSC staff member. 

(5) Individuals may, if they wish, access different organisations to meet different needs. 
Alternatively, the DSC will undertake to coordinate the range of services required by an 
individual, if this is requested. 

DEAD PETS - INCINERATION 

970. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Health: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the practices of incinerating dead pets and rendering them down 
to make blood and bone fertiliser? 

(2) Will the Minister state whether or not this practice is continuing? 

(3) If yes, where does the practice still occur? 

(4) If the practice has ceased, when did the practice stop? 

(5) What regulations or licence conditions prevent Stephenson and Ward from repeating 
these practices? 

(6) Has the Health Department investigated the premises of Stephenson and Ward during the 
time that dead pets were being incinerated? 
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(7) If not, why not, and if the Health Department did visit the site, what were the dates and 
what were their findings? 

(8) Was the residue from the dead pets at any stage used for pet food, meat meal and chicken 
feed? 

(9) Are there any health risks in this practice, if so, for what period. such as passing on 
viruses which may not be destroyed during the process? 

(10) Does the Minister support this practice of disposing of pets? 

(11) Is Stephenson and Ward the only company involved in this practice, and if not, which 
other companies are currently involved in this practice? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1) Incineration leads to total destruction and therefore dead pets disposed of in this way 
cannot be rendered down to make blood and bone fertiliser. However, I am advised that 
animal carcases, including dead pets, were - in 1994 - collected from vets and transported 
to the Stephenson and Ward site. The carcases were then transported to Talloman where 
they were rendered down. 

(2) I understand that incineration of dead pets continues but not at the Stephenson and Ward 
incinerator. I do not believe that rendering of dead pets is currently carried out. 

(3) I understand that incineration of dead pets is carried out by several local government 
authorities and at the animal home in Shenton Park. 

(4) Rendering of dead pets ceased in 1994. 

(5) The member should direct the question to the Minister for the Environment. 

(6) Officers of the Health Department did visit the Stephenson and Ward site to investigate a 
complaint and found frozen animal careases, including dead pets, were being collected by 
Stephenson and Ward and then transported to a rendering plant. 

(7) The inspection occurred on 20 May 1994. The investigation showed that frozen carcases 
were collected from vets and held at the Stephenson and Ward site and subsequently 
transported to the Talloman plant where they were disposed of by rendering. This 
practice ceased in 1994. 

(8) Once a carcass has been incinerated it cannot be rendered down and therefore eannot be 
used for pet food. meat meal or chicken feed. I understand that the rendering residue 
from the Talloman' s plant is used for poultry feed, meat meal and pet food. 

(9) The practice of incineration of dead pets represents no health risk. Incineration of dead 
pets would kill all bacteria and viruses. The practice of rendering dead pets no longer 
occurs. 

(10) I have no objection to incineration of dead pets. I do not support the rendering of dead 
pets. 

(11) Stephenson and Ward are not involved in the incineration of dead pets. Several local 
government authorities currently incinerate dead pets and the animal home at Shenton 
Park also is involved in this practice. Further details should be sought from the Minister 
for the Environment. There are no controls under health legislation preventing the 
incineration or rendering of dead pets. 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - FIRE SAFETY STANDARDS IN INSTITUTIONS 

996. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Health: 

(1) What are the current standards pertaining to smoke detectors. sprinkler systems or other 
fire safety devices which are requirements for hospitals, hostels or other residential 
institutions under the control of the Health Department of Western Australia? 

(2) Who is responsible for the enforcement of such fire standards in these institutions under 
the control of the Health Department of Western Australia? 

(3) Following the recent fatalities at Kew Cottages in Victoria. has any review been 
undertaken of the above standards? 

(4) If yes to (3), what is the nature and seope of this review and by what date is it to be 
completed? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1) Standards are in accordance with the Building Code of Australia for new works -
hospitals. nursing homes. day surgery units. nursing posts. The BCA is empowered by 
both the Hospitals and Health Services Act 1927 - guidelines - and Local Government 
Act. The BCA document is available from Standards Australia in West Perth. Note that 
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the section on fire safety systems in hostels is currently under review. The HDWA is not 
responsible for aged care hostels but is responsible for psychiatric hostels under the 
Mental Health Act. 

(2) The W A Fire Brigades Board and the Fire and Security Unit of Commercial Services of 
the HDW A, as a joint activity, are responsible for the enforcement of fIre standards in the 
abovementioned residential institutions. 

(3) A review of facilities in response to the Kew Cottages incident did not take place and was 
not necessary. The W AFBB and Fire and Security Unit monitor on a regular basis 
existing installations and make recommendations for compliance with current standards 
where necessary. Note that the BCA is not retrospective and full compliance in many 
instances is very costly. A negotiated and phased approach to upgrade is undertaken. 
Standards in Western Australian hospitals, nursing homes, day surgery units and nursing 
posts are relatively high due to a proactive fIfe safety review and implementation 
program. However, standards in psychiatric hostels have been reviewed and an upgrade 
program is being initiated. 

(4) As per (3), dates for completion of upgrade programs are negotiated for each project. 

J ANDAKOT AIRPORT - MINISTERIAL STATEMENT ON NOISE LEVELS 
Seaplanes Using Swan River, Como, Adverse Effects 

1066. Mr PENDAL to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Will the Minister consider making a Ministerial Statement to Parliament on the noise 
levels arising out of landakot Airport? 

(2) Will the Minister consider, in such a statement, informing Parliament of the adverse 
effects on the Swan River environment of a build up of aircraft now seeking landing 
rights at Como? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes. 

(2) Float planes using the Swan River at Como as a landing and take off strip is a separate 
issue to that of noise from aircraft activities at landakot Airport and it would be 
inappropriate to combine the two. 

NOISE - OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE ACT; 
REGULATIONS 

1069. Mr PENDAL to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) Does the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act 1984 remain as the principal 
statute to control noise levels in this State? 

(2) Are decibel levels selling maximum allowable noise levels kept under review from time 
to time? 

(3) Do maximum noise levels in respect to -

(a) music from a rock concert; 

(b) seaplane activity on the Swan-Canning Rivers; 

(c) jet skis; and 

(d) freeway traffic, 

attract different forms of regulation and, if so, are regulations relating to each subjected 
to revision? 

(4) What mechanism exists to ensure that Western Australian noise levels keep pace with 
international best practice? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) The Occupational Safety and Health Act 1984 is the principal Statute relating to exposure 
to noise in the workplace. The Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1995 covers noise 
exposure of people on metalliferous and coalmine sites. Environmental noise falls within 
the jurisdiction of the Environmental Protection Act. 

(2) Exposure standards for occupational noise are monitored by the WorkSafe Western 
Australia Commission. The commission is currently considering changes to regulations 
concerning exposures to occupational noise. The proposed changes were issued for 
public comment in December 1995. 
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(3) The Occupational Safety and Health Act and regulations relate only to noise exposure 
received by employees. 

(a) Occupational noise exposure regulations apply to all industries including the 
entertainment industries. The WorkSafe Western Australia Commission has 
issued a code of practice on control of noise in the music entertainment industry. 

(b)-(d) Not applicable. 

(4) Exposure standards for occupational noise are monitored by the WorkSafe Western 
Australia Commission. 

OLD CSBP SITE, BA YSW A TER - POLLUTANTS ASSESSMENT 

1086. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Has an assessment been carried out on the pollutants which come from the old CSBP site 
in Bayswater? 

(2) What pollutants are known to come from the site? 

(3) What action is being taken to -

(a) reduce; 

(b) remove; 

the pollutants? 

(4) What action is being taken to stop the pollutants continuing to contaminate the ground 
water? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) Ground water monitoring to determine contaminants within the Bayswater main drain 
has been undertaken in the past by the Swan River Trust. Ground water movement under 
the CSBP site discharges into that drain. 

(2) The company is currently required by conditions of licence, to monitor for phosphorus 
and nitrogen in surface water run off leaving the site. 

(3) (a) Stormwater drainage pauerns and routine housekeeping procedures on the site 
have been altered under licence requirements to prevent surface water becoming 
contaminated by nutrients. 

(4) 

(b) Waste material containing fluoride and lead from previous site operations have 
been excavated and removed to an appropriate landfill site. 

Ground water is being lowered around the superPhosphate storage bins to prevent ground 
water contact with potentially contaminating material. 

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - BELOW AWARD RATES PREDICTION 

1087. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) Further to question 182 of 1996, when did the Minister fIrst predict that up to twenty per 
cent of workplace agreements would be below award rates? 

(2) Did the Minister issue a media release or make any public comment on his prediction at 
that time? 

(3) If so-

(a) on what date; 

(b) through what medium? 

(4) When did the Minister publicly disclose his prediction? 

(5) Did the ministry include his predictions in the publications produced by the Minister or 
the government on workplace agreements? 

(6) If not, why not? 

(7) What matters did the Minister take into account in reaching his prediction? 

(8) Did the Minister arrive at this prediction prior to introducing the Workplace Agreements 
Bill into Parliament? 

(9) If so, did the Minister convey to the Parliament his prediction? 

(10) If not, why not? 
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Mr KIERA TH replied: 

The member's question is unclear, as question 182 of 1996 is a question asked by Dr Watson to 
the Minister representing the Minister for Transport about the Corfield Street bridge. 

SUBCONTRACTORS - FREEDOM PROTECTION 

1101. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) Has the Government taken any action since 4 February 1993 to protect the freedom of 
subcontractors? 

(2) If so; 

(a) what action has the Government taken; 

(b) on what date was the action taken? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) If the member clarifies the nature of the "freedom" to which he refers, I will endeavour to 
provide an answer. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

SELF-EMPLOYMENT - FREEDOM PROTECTION 

1102. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) Has the Government taken any action since 4 February 1993 to protect the freedom of 
self-employed people? 

(2) If so; 

(a) what action has the Government taken; 

(b) on what date was the action taken? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) If the member clarifies the nature of the "freedom" to which he refers, I will endeavour to 
provide an answer. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - TENANTS 
PURCHASING PROPERTIES 

1112. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Housing: 

How long does the process to purchase a property from the Government Employees Housing 
Authority take? 

Mr KlERA TH replied: 

The minimum time taken to process an application to purchase a property is about four months. 
There are a number of factors that affect this and extend processing time. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - PROPERTIES ON 
FREEHOLD LAND 

1113. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Are all Government Employees Housing Authority properties on freehold land? 

(2) If not, 

(a) why not; 

(b) does this delay the sale of properties? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) (a) 

(b) 

The number of reasons why accommodation is not on freehold land are too 
numerous to list. However, the most common are past superseded practices 
where freehold was not sought, and to meet specific needs such as rangers' 
houses inside national parks. 

Yes. 
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When valuations are required prior to purchases by tenants of Government Employees Housing 
Authority properties, who pays for the valuation? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

The Government Employees Housing Authority. 

TURNER RIVER - HORTICULTURAL LAND RELEASE 

1118. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Lands: 

(1) Has the Government released any land at Turner River for horticultural blocks? 

(2) If so; 

(3) 

(a) on what date were the blocks released; 

(b) how many of the blocks have been sold? 

If not; 

(a) 

(b) 

why not; 

when will the blocks be available for release; 

(c) what action has the Government taken to ensure that the land will be released as 
soon as possible? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) (a) Three locations have been identified as suitable for horticultural purposes. 
Release of these sites cannot proceed until the future Act requirements of the 
Native Title Act have been complied with. This action will be initiated as soon 
as possible and will include other land proposals in the area. 

(b) Following compliance with the future Act process and construction of access 
roads. 

(c) The three sites have been surveyed and costings for road construction have been 
obtained. 

HOMESWEST - 6 SPOONBILL CRESCENT, SOUTH HEDLAND, 
VALUATIONS 

1119. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Did Homeswest have a valuation carried out on premises at 6 Spoonbill Crescent, South 
Hedland? 

(2) If so, 

(a) for what purpose was the valuation carried out; 

(b) who paid for the valuation; 

(c) was the valuation made available to any prospective purchasers? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. Two valuations were obtained. 

(2) (a) To enable the property to be sold under the Right to Buy program. 

(b) One by Homeswest, one by the tenant 

(c) No. 

AGRICULTURE PROTECTION BOARD - CHANGES 

1122. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

(1) Has the Minister made any changes to the role or function of the Agriculture Protection 
Board since 4 February 1993? 

(2) If so, 

(a) what changes have been made; 

(b) on what date were the changes made; 
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(c) on what date were the changes publicly announced? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

(1) 

(2) 

Yes. 

(a) The membership of the Agriculture Protection Board and the expansion of the 
board's responsibility, to include Industry Resource Protection program. This 
includes the protection and regulatory operations and functions previously 
managed by Agriculture Western Australia. 

(b) 5 December 1995. 

(c) On 25 May 1995 in the second reading of the speech to Parliament that I made. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1131. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

What are -

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

(a) Number of staff at locations -

(b) 

(i) Port Hedland 3 

(ii) South Hedland 0 

(iii) Tom Price 

(iv) Paraburdoo 

(v) Marble Bar 

(vi) Nullagine 

Classifications -

(i) Port Hedland 

o 
o 
1 

o 

W AQIS Inspector 
District Agriculture Protection Officer 
Unit Operator (AWU Award) 

Level 3 
Level 2 
Level 2/4 

(ii) Marble Bar District Agriculture Protection Officer Level 2 

(c) As well as staff located at Port Hedland and Marble Bar, Agriculture Western Australia 
has four officers based at Karratha. The staff at Port Hedland, Karratha and Marble Bar 
cover the districts which include all the towns listed in (a), for the following Agriculture 
Western Australia funded programs-

Industry Resource Protection Program -
Barrier and Export Standards (Port Hedland and Karratha) 

Import clearances 
Airports 
Seaports 

Surveillance and Preparedness 
Weed Identification and Surveillance 

Plant Pests and Diseases 
Southern Rangelands Weeds 

Vertebrate Pests 
Wild Dogs 



Feral Goats 
Feral Donkeys 
Feral Pigs 
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Olher VerLebrate PeSlS 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1132. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fisheries: 

What are -
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(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

(a) Nil. 

(b)-(c) Not applicable. 
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 

HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 
NULLAGINE 

1133. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Mines: 

What are -
(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 

the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

(a) (i)-(iv),(vi) Nil. 
(v) Three. 

(b) Level 5, level 2 and level 1. 

(c) Program 1 subprogmm 1.1. Mineml titles in the 1995-96 Program Statements; provide a 
Mining Registrar's office as a point of service in this instance. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1134. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Lands: 

What are -

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -
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(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

(vi) 

Port Hedland; 

South Hedland; 

Tom Price; 

Paraburdoo; 

Marble Bar; 

Nullagine; 

[ASSEMBLY] 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

Department of Land Administration 

(a) There are no Department of Land Administration staff located in any of these towns, 
although senior personnel, particularly in the area of land allocation, make regular visits 
to discuss issues with local authorities and other customers. 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) DOLA continues to manage its general land allocation program in the Pilbara, although 
no specific capital funds are set aside in this year's Budget for the towns mentioned in 
(a). 

W A Land Authority 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) WA Land Authority activities in the area are restricted to land studies relevant to the 
future establishment of the resource processing industrial estates in the vicinity of 
Karratha, Wickham and Port Hedland. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1148. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts: 

What are -

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Heoland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

The Minister for the Arts has provided the following reply -

(a) Neither the Department for the Arts nor any authority within the Arts portfolio has any 
staff located in the aforementioned towns. 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) Department for the Arts -
Second Stage of design park for Port Hedland and South Hedland centennial 
celebrations - March-August 1996 - Port Hedland $9 000. 

Urban art fund - graffiti project funded through the Premier's graffiti initiative - June
July 1996 - Port Hedland $2 844. 

Performance of "Idols", plus community workshops, presented by Coco Youth Theatre of 
Albany - July 1996 - Port Hedland $4 800. 
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Project involving young people in the creation of a mutli-arts performance piece -
August-September 1996 - Port Hedland $5 000. 

Contribution towards the costs of the Pilbara Music Festival - September 1996 - South 
Hedland $1 800. 

Contribution towards preparation of a cultural plan - 1996-97 - Port Hedland $11500. 

Library and Information Service of W A 
The state library system is delivered as a partnership between state and local government 
It is nOl possible to break down the State Government's contribution to this system by 
specific locality. Further information could be provided if the question was made more 
specific. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1154. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Disability Services: 

What are -

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

(a) (i) Nil. 
(ii) One. 
(iii)-(vi) Nil. 

(b) Local area coordinator supervisor - Pilbara division -level 6, based in South Hedland. 

(c) The local area coordinator supervisor based in South Hedland covers the East Pilbara 
area including the towns of Port Hediand, South Hedland, Marble Bar and Nullagine. A 
local area coordinator based in Karratha covers the West Pilbara area including the towns 
of Tom Price and Paraburdoo. Both staff can provide direct funding to people with 
disabilities and their families to purchase required supports as well as assist them to 
access statewide funding programs in the Disability Services Commission program areas 
of accommodation and community home support; individual and family support; and 
community development and services improvement. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1155. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning: 

What are -

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 
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(b) 

(c) 

[ASSEMBLY] 

the classifications of those staff; 

the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(a) Nil. 

(b)-(c) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1156. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Heritage: 

What are -
(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 

the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 
(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 
(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(a) Nil. 

(b)-(c) Not applicable. 

MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - FERROUS SULPHATE 
TESTS 

1173. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) What samples have been taken on the CSBP Minim Cove site at Mosman Park to 
determine the concentrations and quantities of ferrous sulphate? 

(2) At what frequen"y and to what depth will those tests be undertaken at the Minim Cove 
LandCorp site in Mosman Park? 

(3) What are the NH and MRC and ANZECC standards for ferrous sulphate? 

(4) What testing has been done on the CSBP Minim Cove site for radioactivity? 

(5) If none has been done, what steps wiIIthe Minister take to ensure complete and thorough 
testing of the site occurs? 

(6) Is the Minister aware that soil will be moved from Lot 416 on the Minim Cove site at 
Mosman Park to use as clean fill on other parts of the development? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) I am not aware that samples for this particular compound have been taken. 

(2) No tests for ferrous sulphate are planned. 

(3) There is none. 

(4) I understand that some informal surveys were undertaken by the Health Department of 
W A before the current development works commenced. No readings in excess of normal 
environmental levels were detected. 

(5) The Department of Environmental Protection has advised the project manager for this 
site that it believes a completion site survey should be undertaken and that it would be 

(6) 
prudent to carry out 'spot checks' during the life of the project 

The Department of Environmental Protection is aware that clean fill may be sourced 
from lot 416 and that it will be tested to ensure it complies with the clean-up criteria. 
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WATER CORPORATION - SEWERAGE RETICULATION, SPEARWOOD 13K, 
I2D, TENDERS RECALLED 

1174. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Water Resources: 

With reference to sewerage reticulation areas Spearwood 13K and 2ID-

(1) What tender had to be recalled? 

(2) Why was it recalled? 

(3) On what date was it recalled? 

(4) When was the work completed? 

(5) Who undertook this work? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

(1) None. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

(4) Spcarwood 13K - June 1995. 
Spcarwood 2ID - July 1995 
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(5) Water Corporation's - formerly Water Authority of Western Australia - construction 
branch. 

HOMESWEST - ARMADALE ELECTORATE, HOUSES PURCHASED 

1184. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister for Housing: 

How many houses 
Armadale during -

(a) 1990; 
(b) 1991; 
(c) 1992; 
(d) 1993; 
(e) 1994; 
(f) 1995; 
(g) 1996? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(a) 1990-91 

(b) 1991-92 

(c) 1992-93 

(d) 1993-94 

has the Government purchased through Homeswest in the electorate of 

1 unit 

3 units 

3 units 

7 units 

(e) 1994-95 8 units 

(f) 1995-96 10 units 

(g) 1996-97 Future spot purchase not determined at this point. 

WATER CORPORATION - SEWERAGE 
18 Kanowna Avenue. Redcliffe and Nearby Properties 

1190. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Water Resources: 

(1) When will sewers be available for connection to 18 Kanowna Avenue, Redcliffe and 
nearby properties? 

(2) If there is to be a delay in the provision of sewerage to these properties, what is the 
reason? 

(3) Why have these properties not been given priority for sewerage provision given their 
proximity to the Swan River? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

(1) The 18 Kanowna Avenue, Redcliffe property is in sewerage reticulation area Redcliffe 
4B. Tenders for this project were called on 1 June 1996 and construction will be 
undertaken in the 1996-97 financial year. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Redcliffe 4B is a priority area as reflected by ealling of tenders for the work in year 2 of 
the 10 year program. 
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BELMONT INTERNATIONAL BASEBALL STADIUM - CURFEW 9.00 PM ON LIGHTS 

1202. Mr RIPPER to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment 

(1) Has the Environmental Protection Authority or the Department of Environmental 
Protection directed or advised Belmont City Council to impose a 9.00 pm curfew on the 
operation of the lights at the Belmont International Baseball Stadium? 

(2) If yes, why was this action taken? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) Neither the Department of Environmental Protection nor the Environmental Protection 
Authority has directed or advised Belmont Council to impose a 9.00 pm curfew on the 
operation of the lights at the Belmont International Baseball Stadium. 

(2) Not applicable. 

Y ANCHEP INN - WORKSAFE REPRESENTATIVES VISITS 

1215. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) How many times have Worksafe representatives visited Yanchep Inn in the past three 
years? 

(2) What issues have they drawn to the attention of the management? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Three times. 

(2) The following issues were drawn to the attention of management - prevention of slips in 
the kitchen; provision of material safety data sheets; a safe system for ehange over of 
chlorine gas bottles; provision of manual handling training; the implementation of an 
asbestos management plan; and removal of thermal-acoustic installed asbestos by a 
licensed asbestos removal contractor. 

NORTHBRIDGE - URBAN RENEWAL PLAN, FUNDING; AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

1239. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Planning: 

(1) How does the Government propose to fund the urban renewal plan for Northbridge? 

(2) If real estate prices fall in the vicinity of the city northern bypass, is there any guarantee 
that the proposed urban renewal will take place? 

(3) Is there any plan for affordable housing in the area? 

(4) Does the Government propose to sell any of the land to Homeswest? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1) The Government has given agency responsibility for the implementation of the 
Northbridge Urban Renewal Study to the Western Australian Planning Commission. The 
commission owns a significant proportion of the land within the City Northern Bypass 
together with Main Roads. The commission has taken out an improvement plan under 
the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act 1959 for that purpose. An 
improvement plan under the Act authorises, inter alia, the commission to plan, design, 
redesign, consolidate, re-subdivide and generally to carry out works, and to sell, lease, 
exchange or otherwise dispose of buildings and land. The commission will undertake the 
urban renewal of the City Northern Bypass area as the major landowner. The 
Government will consider possible additional funds for works such as streetscape 
improvements when the commission has prepared a detailed implementation proposal for 
the Northbridge Urban Renewal Study. 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

The Government expects the renewal of Northbridge to proceed, taking into account 
market conditions which prevail at any particular time. 

No. 

Disposal of lands to Homeswest is currently being considered in respect of properties 
upgraded in the past by Homeswest and currently leased to them under the former 
revamp project 

PERTH ENVIRONMENT PROJECT - BUSHLAND ON LOTS 48, 35, BRIXTON STREET, 
KENWICK, RATING 

1262. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Planning: 

(1) How does the Perth Environment Project - rate the bushland on Lots 48 and 35 Brixton 
Street, Kenwick? 
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(2) Have these areas been referred to the Urban Bushland Advisory Group for advice? 

(3) If so, what was its advice? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1) According to the Perth environment project based on 1993-94 data the vegetation on lots 
48 and 35 Brixton Street, Kenwick is in good condition and in the top 5 per cent of the 
EASY Index - ecological rating. The vegetation in this area is part of the Guildford 
complex which has less than 6 per cent remaining in the Perth metropolitan region. Less 
than 1.5 per cent of the complex is in secure tenure for conservation purposes. 

(2) These lots have not been referred to the Urban Bushland Advisory Group as individual 
cases because they are not the subject of a proposal in the statutory planning process. 
However, the lots have been noted by UBAG as areas to be investigated further for 
regional significance. 

(3) UBAG is waiting on field checking of nominations, but it is likely that the lots would be 
confirmed as 'regionally significant'. 

PERTH ENVIRONMENT PROJECf - SITES SUBMITTED TO SYSTEM 6 
UPDATE PROGRAM 

1263. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Planning: 

(1) How many sites identified by the Perth Environment Project as regionally significant 
have been submitted to the System 6 Update Program currently being run by the 
Department of Environmental Protection? 

(2) Where are these sites and what is the area of bushland on each site? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1) The Urban Bushland Strategy by the Ministry for Planning - and System 6 Update by the 
Department of Environmental Planning - have been integrated into one program. At this 
time the Ministry for Planning is assessing approximately 400 areas of bushland for 
regional significance. 

(2) All the sites are within the Perth metropolitan area. Exact sites and areas are yet to be 
confirmed. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

FIREARMS - BUYBACK SCHEME, DEPUTY PREMIER'S COMMENTS 

272. Mr McGINTY to the Premier: 

Last month the Premier told Parliament that 40 000 automatic and semiautomatic firearms were in Western 
Australia, out of a total of 269 000 fircarms licensed, which could be banned under the uniform national 
gun laws agreed to by all Governments. The Premier also said that buying back those weapons would cost 
between $IOm and $15m. 

(1) Why is his Deputy Premier, the Leader of the National Party, now claiming that Western Australia 
may not initiate a buyback scheme because there are "not many guns in the hands of people who 
should not have them H? 

(2) Has the Government caved into National Party pressure to water down gun laws or is the Deputy 
Premier wrong? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Members to my right and the member who asked the question will come to order. 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1)-(2) The Deputy Premier has made it very clear - even in a written statement, I think, yesterday - that 
the National Party is supportive of what was agreed to at the Police Ministers' conference. The 
Government is waiting for detail from the Federal Government regarding the implementation of 
the compensation arrangements, and we have been informed that its legislation relating to 
compensation to be available will pass through the Federal Parliament in the next couple of 
weeks. All States must then put in place the practical mechanisms relating to the compensation 
plan. 

FIREARMS - BUYBACK SCHEME, DEPUTY PREMIER'S COMMENTS 

273. Mr McGINTY to the Premier: 

This morning's edition of The West Australian quoted the Deputy Premier as follows-

"We will have to decide whether or not our permit system is strong and tough enough, and 



2778 [ASSEMBLY] 

whether or not we initiate a buyback scheme", Mr Cowan said on the eve of Mr Howard's visit to 
Western Australia. He warned that the W A permit system would probably not be changed 
because licensing in W A was tough enough. 

I repeat, was the Deputy Premier wrong, or is the Premier buckling under National Party pressure to water 
down gun laws in Western Australia? 

Mr COURT replied: 

I am informed that the Deputy Premier has not been reported accurately. If the Leader of the Opposition 
has a question about what the Deputy Premier said, it is probably best to ask him directly. 

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY TASK FORCE - OPERATIONS 

274. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Labour Relations: 
Some members of the Labor Party and the trade union movement have been critical of the Construction 
Industry Task Force. Will the Minister inform the House of the task force's operations to date? 

Mr KIERATH replied: 

I am aware of some allegations that the Construction Industry Task Force was out to get unions. This has 
clearly been shown not to be true. Recently, some employers were taken to task over coercion of 
employees. Any political party interested in workers' rights would applaud that action. The task force has 
a watchdog role and oversees the code of conduct. Also, it has taken action against government 
departments for not tendering properly. Any political party interested in accountability would applaud 
such initiatives. 

It is true that when allegations of coercion are made and the task force turns up, the coercion stops; it is like 
the school bully stopping when the teacher appears. All people involved, including employers, employees 
and unions, know that the task force is not a toothless tiger - it means business - and it has frightened off 
some bully boys. 

Any illegal activity will result in charges, court appearances, fines and convictions. We are seeing the 
same names cropping up - Reynolds, Cain and Kinney - mainly regarding efforts to require people to join 
unions, often when these people already hold union tickets. Interestingly, the Builders Labourers, Painters 
and Plasterers Union lodged a complaint about a site which the task force attended, resulting in site facility 
improvement. It is fascinating that the building unions are now asking the task force to improve site 
conditions. 

The source of complaint is irrelevant. When one is received, it is thoroughly investigated and, if necessary, 
action is taken. I remind the House that regardless of whether employees are under the state or federal 
award, compulsory unionism is against the law. The law will be upheld without fear or favour. 

HOMES WEST - KEYSTART, HOME LOANS INTEREST RATES REDUCTION 

275. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing: 

Last Thursday the Minister annount:ed that the interest rate for Keystart and Homeswest home loans would 
drop from 10.5 per cent to 10 per cent. 

(1) Is the Minister aware that the home loan interest rates offered by most lending institutions are now 
well below 10 per cent? 

(2) Why are low income earners and pensioners who have joined the Government's Keystart and 
Homeswest schemes being penalised by having to pay the highest rates in the market? 

Mr KIERATH replied: 

(1)-(2) A person who asks questions like that obviously docs not have the first clue about how the funds 
are raised for low income earners. 

Mr Riebeling interjected. 

Mr KIERA TH: The member for Ashburton asked the question and he simply does not like the answer. 

Mr Riebeling interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Ashburton! The question has been asked; the member should allow 
the Minister to reply. 

Mrs Hallahan interjected. 

Mr KIERA TH: He has not given me half a chance; I have been trying to get the answer out. Interest rates 
for low income earners are arrived at by a package of financing options that is reviewed each year. 

Mr Riebeling: Once a year! 

Mr KIERATH: Yes, and the rate is set. The funny thing is that when interest rates are rising, that rate is 
way below the interest rates. In the end the money is borrowed from the money market and must be 
returned. However, with a very clever mix of funding arrangements the Government is able to get the best 
rate possible for low income earners. 



Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 
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Mr KIERATH: Members opposite do not understand that tomorrow the interest rates could go back up. 
The fascinating thing is that the decision to set the rates once a year was made by the former Government. 
It was not a problem then. However, like the mean Labor Party we know, instead of supporting a reduction 
in home loan interest rates for low income earners, all members opposite can do is criticise. They are 
betraying the very people they claim to represent. 

ROADS - GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY, NORTHAM-MIDLAND, UPGRADING 

276. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

Some notice has been given of this question. I commend the Minister for Transport for organising Main 
Roads Western Australia to repair selected sections of the Great Eastern Highway between Northam and 
Midland. Unfortunately, over 20 deaths have occurred on this streteh of road in the past 10 years and much 
more upgrading is required. When will the balance of the repairs to this road be funded and completed? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

I thank the member for asking this question because this is a matter of which everyone in this House will 
be aware. They should be aware also that sorting out what is occurring on Great Eastern Highway is a high 
priority of this Government. The Government has recognised that between Roe Highway and Linley 
Valley Road at El Caballo Resort is the most serious part of the problem. Consultants have been 
commissioned to advise the Government on what measures can be taken. Over 30 000 vehicles a day use 
that section of Great Eastern Highway, of which 1000 are heavy trucks. In that regard the safety record of 
that section of the road is fairly bad. 

A dual carriageway will be constructed from Roe Highway to the lakes, and additional passing 
opportunities will be constructed from the lakes to Linley Valley Road at El Caballo Resort. To achieve 
this an additional $16m has been allocated. The House should be aware that this is in addition to $12.8m 
allocated to upgrade the sections between Roe Highway and Scott Street, from Mundaring to Sawyers 
Valley, and the lakes to El Caballo Resort. Some of these works are under way. The works from the lakes 
to the El Caballo Resort are 65 per cent complete. The works from Roe Highway to Scott Street and from 
Mundaring to Sawyers Valley will commence early in 1997. The dual carriageway will be completed in a 
two to three year period. 

TAXI INDUSTRY - BOGUS OPERATORS; NEW LEGISLATION 

277. Dr WATSON to the Premier: 

I refer to community alarm about the operation of bogus taxi drivers around Perth and ask -

(1) Will the Government move as a matter of urgency to legislate to require that all signage be 
removed before taxi cabs are sold for use outside the industry? 

(2) Will the Government also include in such legislation the requirement that fittings such as taxi roof 
signs be available only from authorised distributors to purchasers with a legitimate purpose? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1)-(2) All members of this House will be aware of the concern about reports of the possibility of a bogus 
taxi being associated with the disappearance of two girls in the Claremont area. I do not know 
what the current legislative arrangements are for the removal of signage. 

Mrs Hallahan: It is not a requirement. 

Mr COURT: As a result of the member's questions I will make inquiries as to the procedures and if it is 
necessary to move down that path, I sce no difficulty in doing that. Similarly, in relation to only authorised 
people being able to purchase the signs, I will make inquiries with both the Minister and with the industry 
as to the existing arrangements for the purchase of those signs. 

Dr Watson: Anyone can buy them. 

Mr COURT: If it is as the member has said, by interjection, that anyone can purchase those signs, I would 
be very concerned. It is a responsible industry and I am sure that now the issue has been raised it will 
move quickly to address it. If it does require legislation or other forms of regulation, the Government will 
move quickly to ensure that these practices are stopped. 

POLICE SERVICE - MOBILE STATIONS 
Capital Funding Carry Over into 1996-97; Bunbury 

278. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Police: 

On 15 May the Minister advised the House that he had recently approved an application from the 
Commissioner of Police to carry over into the 1996-97 financial year an amount of unspent capital funding 
for the purpose of establishing mobile police stations in each police district of the State. Recent media 
reports have quoted the Minister saying that the approval for a mobile police station for the Bunbury police 
district may be 12 to 18 months into the future. I ask -
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(1) Will the Minister agree that this could take the expenditure of the unspent funds into the 1997-98 financial year? 
(2) Will the Minister give a commitment to establishing a mobile police station in the Bunbury police district this year? 
Mr WIESE replied: 
(1)-(2) The member is quite correct I did give those figures and make that comment in the House in May this year, and nothing has changed in relation to that. The carryover of the capital funding into the 1996-97 financial year will occur and approvals have been given. That funding will be used to acquire mobile police facilities for distribution throughout the police districts in the State, and that is currently happening. I indicated then that the trial mobile police facility was being built. I am now informed that that is virtually complete. The trial ling of that prototype is due to commence soon. The intention has always been, and nothing has changed, that the acquisition and deployment of mobile police facilities will be achieved within the 1996-97 financial year. One of these facilities will be located in each police district throughout the State in the 1996-97 financial year and not the 1997-98 financial year, as the member indicated could be a possibility. JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - PRISON OFFICERS ON SUSPENSION, RETURNED TO WORK; PAYMENTS 

279. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice: I refer to the Minister's answer to the question without notice about the Government's decision to allow a number of suspended prison officers and prison administrators to return to work and ask -(1) How many officers and administrators returned to work? 
(2) Were the prison officers underpaid during their period of suspension and has the Ministry of Justice now corrected the underpayment by back paying the officers? (3) Did the officers recently receive cheques for between $10000 and $20 000 as payment? (4) Are the underpayments just another example of the gross administration by the Ministry of Justice? 
Mr MINSON replied: 
(1)-(4) The number of officers involved totalled 11 - five administrators and six prison officers. They were not underpaid. However, I will read a paragraph that will shed some light on the malter. It states -

The former director general directed that prison officers not be paid shift allowances or special allowances in the case of public servants. The balance equated to 72 per cent of full pay. The present acting director general has rescinded this order and has directed that these officers be paid in full from the date of their suspension. This was done as the introduction of annualised salary to include shift allowances had nOl been supported by the establishment of guidelines for payment of partial pay whilst on suspension. I understand that, at this stage, the officers have not been paid. However, they will shortly receive back pay equivalent to the amounts of money that are owed to them. I am not sure of the exact amounts. However, they will be back paid soon. 
COUNCIL OF AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENTS - TREATIES, NEW ARRANGEMENTS 280. Mr MARSHALL to the Premier: 

I understand that the Council of Australian Governments, at its meeting in Canberra last week, discussed improvements to Australia's tre,aty making processes. Did the States and Territories succeed in their aim to have greater input into the treaty process? 
Mr COURT replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of question. It has been of concem for some time that the Commonwealth Executive ean enter into treaties without the involvement of the States or even without the approval of the Commonwealth Parliament. The use of that power combined with the external affairs powers has enabled the Federal Government to become involved in a number of areas that were traditionally and constitutionally seen as state responsibilities. The States - Western Australia has been to the forefront - have moved for their involvement before the treaties are entered into. In recent years a great deal of work has been done at the COAG meetings. It was agreed formally at this COAG meeting to establish a treaties council which will comprise the Prime Minister, the Premiers and the Chief Ministers, with the Minister for Foreign Affairs in attendance. It will be able to consider treaties and other international instruments that are of some sensitivity to the Commonwealth and to the States. The beauty of the new arrangements is that a protocol has now been put in place that will give the States some participation in that process before those treaties arc entered into. Mr Graham: Are you going to bring them to Stale Parliament before you a make a decision at the national level? 



[Tuesday, 18 June 1996] 2781 

Mr COURT: We have also argued for that proposition. We did not win that battle in the first step. 
However, we have not given up. At least we have a protocol in place for the Commonwealth, the States 
and the Territories to be involved. The next step that we would like to take is for the State Parliaments to 
have their say on those matters. It is a major step forward. Unlike the previous Labor Government, which 
was quick to use its external affairs powers through any number of the treaties we entered into, we have a 
protocol where the States will have some say in those matters. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - CONTRACTING OUT SCHOOL 
MAINTENANCE, NEW ARRANGEMENTS 

281. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Education: 

Some considerable notice has been given of this question. I refer to this Government's repeated claims that 
the contracting out of government work has benefited small business in Western Australia. 

(I) Is it true that the Education Department has engaged a number of major contractors to look after 
school maintenance? 

(2) Is it true that a numbcr of subcontractors working for the primary contractors are now kept waiting 
60 days for payment, whereas when they were directly contracted by the Education Department 
they waited only 10 days? 

(3) Is it true that a number of primary contractors disclose the quotes of subcontractors to other 
subcontractors and behave in less than ethical ways? 

(4) Is it true that a number of primary contractors operate out of other States, meaning that payroll and 
contract work is done in other States rather than in Western Australia? 

(5) Does the Minister have any idea at all about the way in which the new contracting arrangements in 
the Education Department have disadvantaged small contractors in Western Australia? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

This question is a long and complicated one for this format. However, I am able to provide the information 
required because the membcr gave advance notice of the question. 

(1) No. Three facility managers have been engaged by the Western Australian Building Management 
Authority to manage and coordinate metropolitan school maintenance. Each facility manager 
engages contractors to undertake the work and has a registry of more than 200 Western Australian 
small contractors. 

(2) No. The Building Management Authority previously paid contractors undertaking school 
maintenance on the basis of 95 per cent within 30 days and facility managers are required to 
achieve the same result. 

Mr Brown: They are not doing that. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The membcr asked a complicated question and now he must listen to the answer. 

(3) No. 

(4) One facility manager is a local Western Australian-owned business. AJI work is performed in 
Western Australia. Two facility managers are Australia-wide businesses with offices and 
branches in other States. However, this contract is managed by people from offices in Western 
Australia. All payments to contractors and the payroll originate in Western Australia for all 
facility managers. One facility manager does have a computerised payment or payroll system 
which is used throughout Australia. 

(5) The new contracting arrangements do not disadvantage small contractors. In fact, more work is 
currenLly available to those contractors than previously was the case when the Building 
Management Authority'S in-house work force, which is now contracted out, was undertaking 
approximately $15m-worth of mainLenance work. 

I recognise there is a high degree of public inLerest in, and controversy about, the issue of contracting out of 
the cleaning of schools. I will put it inLO context: Approximately 160 out of 770 schools are involved in 
the trial program of contracting out cleaning. The only reason for this policy is to save money which can 
be spent on the education of children. The evidence is that in 1994-95 the total cost of cleaning and 
gardening in schools was $53.6m and this financial year it will be $53.1m. It may not sound much of a 
difference, but it is a $500 000 saving in the fIrst year of operation, and the savings in the coming financial 
year will be far greater. Every single dollar -

Mr Brown interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What the member for Morley and his colleagues hate about it

Mr Brown interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the first time the member for Morley. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What the membcr for Morley and his colleagues -



2782 [ASSEMBLY] 

Mr Brown: Why pick on the weak and powerless? 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Morley made his point very clearly and we all heard it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What members opposite hate about this program is that it is bringing about a change. 

Mr Brown: Why pick on the weak and powerless? 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member for Morley and advise 
him that it is not necessary to repeat the same interjection six times. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This program is saving money in non-core activities. This Government is putting 
every one of the dollars saved, plus extra dollars, into teaching kids in classrooms. That is what this 
Government is achieving. 

POLICE SERVICE - OPERATION FOCUS, MIDVALE 

282. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Minister for Police: 

Due to an outbreak of crime in the Midvale area, a special group of police saturated this area during the 
hours of darkness for several weeks. Can the Minister outline the success of this operation? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

This is another good news story about what the Police Service is doing. I am very pleased to inform the 
House that this is yet another example of a proactive policing service that has been put in place under the 
existing police management. It shows what can be done when a Government is prepared to give resources 
to enable a Police Service to operate effectively, and when that is combined with very effective 
management of the Police Service, we can get some very positive results of crime prevention. 

Mr Brown: What about bringing them down to Bassendean where all the shops are broken into at night? 
The shopkeepers would love to see them. 

Mr WIESE: What has Geoffrey been giving the member as medicine lately? He should try a bit of 
Prozac? 

This is typical. When we try to tell the people of Western Australia and this House some good news, all 
those opposite do is knock, knock, knock. This is just another example of those opposite not wanting to 
listen, but just to knock positive efforts being made. Operation Focus was a combined police operation. Its 
target was to reduce the number of burglary offences occurring not just in Midvale, but across the Midland 
police area. It was put in place for 10 weeks commencing on 25 March this year. Since that time the 
operation has been extended. It is ongoing and is now entering into a third phase. This proactive policing 
has been very successful as only five day burglaries and two night burglaries have been reported in the 
Midvale area during the week ending Thursday, 13 June. That must be acknowledged as a very significant 
achievement. 

A great deal of data has been obtained as a result of this operation, which is being collated. A great deal 
more proactive policing response will occur within the Midland district over the coming months based on 
that data. I get a great deal of pleasure from putting up in lights some of the very positive results achieved 
by this Police Service, and I hope the House shares my satisfaction with some of those results. 

POLICE SERVICE - OPERATION FOCUS, MIDVALE 

283. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Minister for Police: 

Did this operation involve extra police, or wa<; it handled by the existing police at Midland Police Station? 

Mrs Hallahan: That is an operational matter! 

Mr Brown: And what were their names? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

I could arrange to get the names, but it is not an operational policy to make the names available! I 
understand additional police officers were located at Midvale to assist in this effort; however, the operation 
basically used the existing resources of the Midland police district. 

FIREARMS - BUYBACK SCHEME 

284. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for Police: 

My question is in two parts. 

Mr Cowan: Why didn't you ask me? 

Mr McGINTY: Does the Deputy Premier reckon he knows more than the Minister? 

Mr Cowan: It is just that I was alleged to have said something earlier, but I did not. 

Mr McGINTY: Why did the Deputy Premier not get up to correct it? I ask-

(1) Can the Minister guarantee that any guns handed in to police during past amnesties or the future 
buyback will be destroyed and under no circumstances sold to dealers or gun users? 
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(2) Can the Minister assure the public there will be a buyback and farmers will have to relinquish 
their weapons like everyone else? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

I am not in a position to comment on buyback schemes operated under the previous Government 
However, I am able to advise that fIrearms from all the recent buybacks - certainly under this Government -
have been destroyed. 

The buyback scheme w\1I be implemented in Western Australia, as it will right across Australia. The 
buyback scheme is yet to be put in place, and we will not be in a position to say exactly when and how that 
will be put in place until the legislation is introduced into the Federal Parliament this week. 

Not only farmers but all primary producers will be affected by this, because it covers the whole spectrum 
of primary producers and they are subject to the same legislation as anybody else in the State. However, 
members will be aware that a resolution passed at the Police Ministers' conference will allow an exemption 
for primary producers who can show they have a legitimate requirement for the use of these types of 
weapons, and are able to make a case for that exemption. That will be part of the implementation process 
in Western Australia. 


