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Irgislatittt ~sstmbly 
Tuesday, 19 March 1996 

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

STATEMENTS • SPEAKER 
Hansard Weekly and Bound Volumes Published inA4 Size 

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): I advise members that from this year the Hansard weekly and final bound 
volumes will be published in A4 size, similar to the daily Hansard. This will provide a reduction of 
approximately 30 per cent in printing costs. 

Televising of Parliament Guidelines 

The SPEAKER: Members will be aware that the newly installed televising system is now in place. At this 
stage only question time and special events, such as the Budget speech, will be televised. The Presiding 
Officers' advisory committee on televising has agreed to certain rules and guidelines relating to televising. 
Essentially the rules provide that-

1. Program material shall be used only for the purposes of fair and accurate reports of proceedings, 
and shall not be used for -
(i) political party advertising or election campaigns; 

(ii) satire, ridicule or denigration; or 
(iii) commercial sponsorship or commercial advertising. 

2. Reports of proceedings shall be such as to provide a balanced presentation of differing views. 

3. Remarks which are subsequently withdrawn may be rebroadcast only if the withdrawal is also 
rebroadcast. 

The television cameras will focus on the member with the call and will be a head-and-shoulders shot 
Reaction shots of members will not be permitted; nor will close-up shots of members' papers. Wide-angle 
shots of the Chamber may be used during divisions to include the Table of the House and the tellers. 
Usually the only microphones open will be those in front of the member with the call and the Presiding 
Officer. However, if there is a long and sustained interjection which the member with the call is accepting 
and responding to, the microphone in front of the other member may be open as well. For the information 
of members, I table a copy of those rules and guidelines. 

[See paper No 122.] 

Questions Without Notice Review; Trials Proposal 

The SPEAKER: Recently questions without notice have formally been reviewed by the Select Committee 
on Procedure of this House m its second interim report and by the Commission on Government in its report 
No 2, part 2. The select committee recommended that a minimum of 11 questions should be asked, 
exclusive of supplementaries, while the Commission on Government report recommended that a minimum 
of 10 non-government questions be asked, exclusive of supplementaries. My view is that the number of 
questions asked during the questions without notice period should be optimised, but I am not in favour of 
setting a minimum limit 

The records show that in 1995, 701 questions without notice were asked in the Western Australian 
Legislative Assembly at an average of 11 questions a day. The 701 questions without notice asked in 1995 
is the highest total since question time was reduced in the early 1980s from 45 minutes to 30 minutes. The 
average of 11 questions without notice is also the highest daily average since that time. The number of 
questions asked daily is also affected by how many parts a question has. In 1995, taking all of the part 
<l.uestions as questions, the daily average was 20. The length of time taken to ask a question also 
SIgnificantly affects the number of questions asked. A maximum time to ask a question has been suggested . 
as being one minute. I agree with that suggestion. 

With regard to ministerial answers, I have generally limited the time to about five minutes, with a call after 
about four to five minutes for the Minister to begin to bring the answer to a conclusion. I propose a trial of 
four minutes as a maximum for answers. Perhap!! at a later stage, depending on the outcome of the four 
minute trial, a three minute maximum could be mailed, if thought desirable. 

Of the 701 questions without notice asked in 1995, some notice was given for approximately 100. I find 
these "some notice" questions advantage the House as the answers are usually factual or more detailed than 
other ministerial answers and, most significantly, require a shorter time to deliver. I therefore propose a 
trial to encourage more questions without notice of which some notice has been given by arranging for 
members wishing to do so to lodge their questions without notice at the Clerk's office, at the same place as 
for questions on notice, prior to 10.30 am on the day of sitting. The question will then be forwarded to the 
office of the relevant Minister. Such notice will give the questioners no priority in asking their question in 
the House. 
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The recommendation of the Procedure Committee regarding supplementary questions is that one 
supplementary question will be allowed per question, unlike the previous trial which allowed two 
supplementary questions. That committee also recommended the supplementary question could develop 
the theme of the original question. I agree that these two changes also be trialled. 

In summary: I will continue to encourage more questions, and I propose the following trials commence 
tomorrow and continue until the winter break -

1. Approximately one minute to ask a question and approximately four minutes to answer a question. 

2. Only one supplementary question allowed per question, but the supplementary question may 
develop the theme of the original question. 

3. An option to give some notice of questions without notice by lodging them in the Clerk's office by 
10.30 am on any sitting day. 

Police Investigations Associated with the Parliamentary Select Committee 
on Wittenoom 

The SPEAKER: I have another statement, which is on the police inquiry relating to the Select Committee 
on Wittenoom. I have to report correspondence from the Commissioner of Police, as follows -

Dear Mr Speaker 

Re: Police Investigations associated with the Parliamentary Select Committee on 
Wittenoom. 

I am advised that you are aware, from a copy of correspondence to my office dated 29 November 
1995 from Mr Larry Graham MLA, that police were investigating a matter which had been subject 
of a Parliamentary Select Committee chaired by Mr Graham MLA. 

As consequence of that correspondence I sought the advice of the Crown Solicitor's Office on the 
issue. It is the opinion of that office, a copy of which is attached, that on the evidence available 
there was no authority for police to pursue an investigation into alleged breaches of Section 57 of 
the Criminal Code of Western Australia, or indeed any breaches of criminality associated with the 
proceedings of Parliament without the sanction of the Legislative Assembly or the Speaker of the 
Assembly. 

As the allegations raised by the complainant Oliver were brought to the attention of my office in 
September 1995, nearly twelve months after the tabling of the Final Report of that particular 
Parliamentary Select Committee, and investigations commenced in the ordinary course of events, 
I formally request that those investigations, which have been suspended since 30 November 1995, 
continue. 

Yours sincerely 

R FALCONER APM 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE 

The Solicitor General's advice, which is attached, concludes as follows -

While the position is unclear, in the absence of any authority to the contrary I am of the opinion 
that a police investigation into a possible breach of section 57 of the Code in this case, conducted 
without the sanction of the Legislative Assembly or the Speaker of the Assembly, may well be 
regarded as a breach of Parliamentary privilege. 

Parliament is the exclusive judge of whether conduct amounts to a breach of an undoubted 
privilege. At the end of the day it is for Parliament itself to determine whether a police 
investigation would amount to a breach of Parliamentary privilege. 

If the Commissioner of Police was of the view that Mr Oliver's complaint bears further enquiry it 
would obviously be necessary, taking into account the view expressed above, for him to obtain the 
sanction of the Parliament, through the Speaker, for investigations to be continued. 

The commissioner was advised that the matter would be referred to the House, and I forwarded copies of 
the correspondence to the Leader of the House, the Leader of the Opposition, and the member for Pilbara. 
I table copies of the correspondence. 

The House will decide whether any action needs to be taken in this case. It may help members to refer to 
pages 22 a!ld 23 of the 1989 Report of the Parliamentary Standards Committee, Volume 1. The committee 
notes that m effect a concurrent jurisdiction is created; firstly, by sections 55 to 61 of the Criminal Code 
and, ~ondly, by the privilege of free speech and the jurisdiction of the House under Article 9 of the Bill 
of Rights. ~he Parliamentary Standards Committee thought then that it was not a matter of significant 
concern, but It appears that this situation gives rise to that issue in a highly significant way. 

I note tha~ the P~liamentary Standards Committee took the view that there should be no prosecution under 
thoSC? secuons. ~Ithout a resolution in the House of Parliament which claims to have been offended against, 
andlm my opmlOn that. is. the. minimum position the House should adopt. A much stronger stance, which 
cou d extend even to ehmlnauon of the concurrent jurisdiction, may be warranted. 
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The Speaker does not offer legal advice, but I caution the members of this House that they should be 
extremely wary in allowing any proceedings in the House or its committees to be investigated in any place 
outside the House. 

The principal protection which allows this House, and Parliaments generally, to function is the capacity of 
members to say what they wish, limited only by the House itself. From that flows the necessity for the 
House to be able to conduct its proceedings, including its inquiries, in the way it thinks fit 

Parliament will remain viable only so long as its members recognise that a diminution of the protections 
available to the House will inevitably lead to a diminution of the ability of the House to be a free and 
democratic foundation of our society. 

[See papers Nos 123A and 123B.] 

PETITION· BROKEN HILL HOTEL, TABISTRO ESTABLISHMENT 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.14 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 citizens of Western Australia and patrons of the Broken Hill Hotel, Victoria 
Park call on the Totalisator Agency Board to establish a TABistro style outlet at the Hotel. 

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 230 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 6.] 

PETITION· CARNARVON DENTAL THERAPY CLINIC REINSTATEMENT 

MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [2.15 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 undermentioned petitioners request the Minister for Health reinstate Carnarvon Dental 
Therapy clinic to a full time operation so that a Dental Therapist can be recruited to attend to the 
dental needs of Carnarvon children. 

The Carnarvon Dental Therapy Clinic has been closed since September 1995 and will remain 
closed indefinitely as the Health Department of Western Australia has been unable to recruit a 
Dental Therapist on a part time basis and over 1,000 children in this town are therefore 
disadvantaged in not being able to participate in the State Government's dental health program. 

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

The petition bears 305 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 7.] 

PETITION • EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ACT AMENDMENT TO INCLUDE SEXUALITY 

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.16 pm]: This petition was given to me at a rally on International Women's 
Day-

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

We, the undersigned, call on the Government to amend the Equal Opportunity Act 1984 to include 
sexuality as a ground for complaint, as recommended by the Equal Opportunity Commission in 
Discussion Paper Number 3 entitled Discrimination on the Basis of Sexuality, released in October 
1994. 

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 1 432 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 8.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON ESTABLISHMENT TO PROTECT MOORE RIVER AND DUNES 
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MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Minister for Family and Children's Services) [2.17pm]: 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 53 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 9.] 

PETITION - FIREARMS AND OTHER WEAPONS LEGISLATION 
MRS HENDERSON (Thorn lie) [2.18 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 legislation be enacted which: 

requires that firearms and other weapons be surrendered or confiscated by police when informed that the owner is violent, has a restraining order in force or has breached a restraining order; 
requires that firearms licences will never be issued to anyone convicted of an assault charge. 

The petitioners urge the Government and Opposition to work towards gun free homes in the metropolitan area. 
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 30 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 10.] 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - PREMIER 
Ministry Changes; Tabling of Ministers' Representation in the Other 

House and Allocation of Portfolios List 
MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [2.36 pm]: I take this opportunity to inform members of the following changes to the Ministry which came into effect on 21 December 1995: Hon RF. Court, Premier, Treasurer, Minister for Public Sector Management and Federal Affairs; Hon C.J. Barnett, Minister for Resources Development, Energy, Education and Leader of the House in the Legislative Assembly; Hon N.F. Moore, Minister for Employment and Training, Tourism, Sport and Recreation and Parliamentary and Elec~oral Affairs; Hon C.L. Edwardes, Minister for Family and Children's Services, Youth, Seniors, Fair Tradmg and Women's Interests; Hon P.G. Foss, Attorney General, Minister for Justice, the Environment and the Arts; Hon G.D. Kierath, Minister for Labour Relations and Housing; Hon RK. Nicholls, Minister for ~ater Resources; Hon A.K.R. Prince, Minister for Health and Aboriginal Affairs; Hon F.C. Tubby, ParhaIT!entary S~retary to the Minister for Resources, Development, Energy, Education and Leader of the House ~n the Legislative Assembly, to assist with the parliamentary business of the Minister with respect to Edu~atlOn; Mr W J. McNee, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Water Resources, to assist with the ~arhamentary business of the Minister with respect to water resources; Mrs RK. Parker, the Parliamentary ecretary to ~e Minister for Employment and Training, Tourism, Sport and Recreation, Parliamentary and Electoral Affrurs to assist with the parliamentary business of the Minister with respect to tourism, sport and 
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recreation; Mr DJ. Shave, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Employment, Training, Tourism, 
Sport and Recreation and Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs, to assist with the parliamentary business of 
the Minister with respect to parliamentary and electoral affairs. For the information of members I also 
table the Ministers' representation in the other House and the allocation of portfolios list 

[See papers Nos 124A and 124B.] 

[Questions without notice ,taken.] 

MOTION - SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 

Days and Hours 

MR C..J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [3.09 pm]: I move-

That the House shall meet on Tuesdays at 2.00 pm, on Wednesdays at 11.00 am and on Thursdays 
at 10.00 am. 

These sitting hours are the same as have applied during the past two years, and certainly last year. For the 
record, I will comment on sitting days and sitting times. Last year the House sat for a total of 60 days, on 
which the House sat later than midnight on nine occasions, but later than 1.00 am on only one occasion. Of 
those nine occasions when the House sat later than midnight, five occurred in the last six sitting days of the 
year. By comparison with previous years, under both this Government and previous Governments, the 
number of late night sittings, and certainly those that have gone beyond 1.00 am, has been reduced 
dramatically. For example, in 1994-95 the House sat later than midnight on 20 days; in 1993-94,38 days; 
and in 1992, 15 days. The trend has been for the number of sitting days to increase marginally over recent 
years and for the number of late nights to decrease. 

The reason for that is twofold: First, the use of the sessional order. Although it may be unpopular with 
those opposite, it has certainly allowed the Government to proceed through its legislative program without 
the necessity for very late night sittings. The second is that we have had extra sitting time on Thursday 
mornings and, in particular, on Wednesday mornings. Part of that has come from committee reports being 
dealt with on Thursday mornings, and I think most members would agree with that. 

There are a number of other issues, and perhaps other members will raise them. First, I note that the Select 
Committee on Procedure has argued the case for reducing the number of late night sittings. We have 
demonstrated over the past year that that is in train, and I hope during this year that can be reduced further. 
Obviously that depends on the extent of cooperation with all members of the House and the Government's 
ability to get through its legislative program this year. 

The Committee on Procedure suggested that Parliament should start at 2.00 pm on Wednesdays, the 
argument being that that would allow committees to meet on Wednesday mornings. I can understand why 
committee members might feel that way, and I have some sympathy with that However, I make the 
observation that members who volunteer to serve on committees have a responsibility to do so, irrespective 
of when those committees meet, even during non-sitting weeks. In my view the Parliament, this Chamber, 
must take precedence and the responsibilities of Ministers and government must go on. 

I certainly support the continuation of sitting on Wednesday mornings. A question has also arisen about 
that Country members generally have a view that if they are in the city for Parliament, they would much 
rather the House sit and deal with the legislation, than have additional weeks of sitting put into the 
program. 

Another issue relates to the meal break. The Procedure Committee has suggested a shorter meal break 
might be appropriate, from 6.30 to 7.30 instead of 6.00 to 7.30. In due course the House can consider that 
I am conscious that some members have suggested that we should not have a meal break at all; that we 
should just continue with members coming and going as they please. There is some merit in that, although 
some members might object. 

I am aware that sitting times and the number of sitting days are ongoing issues for members; however, we 
do have a responsibility to the public, to the State, to sit and to deal with legislation. I will endeavour to 
keep the number of late night sittings to an absolute minimum this year, and I hope that on almost all 
occasions Parliament will rise before 11.00 pm. 

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.13 pm]: The Leader of the House has outlined what he sees as a positive 
development - fewer late night sittings. We on the Opposition benches agree that it is preferable to have 
fewer late night sittings. However, he has not really dealt in sufficient depth with the downside of the way 
in which that has been achieved - the blunt weapon of the guillotine, which the Leader of the House still 
persists in calling the sessional order. He has sent us home marginally earlier by cutting off our 
opportunities to debate. We are elected to debate legislation in this place, and we want to have our say. 
Although we appreciate an early night, we do not want it to be at the expense of our democratic 
opportuni ties. 

There is still a pressing need for reform of the arrangements in this Chamber. We could adopt many things 
in the running of this Chamber, borrowed from other Parliaments, which would make it a much more 
effective House of Parliament. One thing we must attend to is the Committee stage of our legislation 
process. The Select Committee on Procedure recommended the establishment of a legislation committee, 
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and I think that it is a very worthwhile refonn. So often all of us are compelled to remain for a whole day 
while a Commiuee debate proceeds with perhaps only half a dozen members participating in that debate. 
The rest of us must hang around in case someone calls for a division and we must vote. That seems to be 
an inefficient use of members' time and that inefficiency places us in the difficulties in which we fmd 
ourselves at the moment; that is, to avoid late night sittings, the Leader of the House forces a guillotine 
upon us. We then have a continuing debate about the times when we should sit 

I do not think our sitting times are convenient for two reasons: First, they are not convenient for those who 
have family responsibilities. Increasingly both men and women who are elected to this House have 
responsibilities for the care of small children. Any members who have the responsibility for the care of 
young children will agree that being required to sit at night is not a convenient way of doing the job. An 
important debate throughout the nineties is this: How can we as a society harmonise the different 
responsibilities people have to their workplace and to their families? It is not done all that well across the 
work force, and it is done particularly badly in Parliament. It is one reason that makes it more difficult for 
women, in particular, to be elected to Parliament However, it confronts not only women because both men 
and women have family responsibilities. 

The second perspective that makes our sitting hours difficult, one referred to by the Leader of the House, is 
the need for time for parliamentary committees. To a certain extent those two perspectives conflict 
Parliamentary committees want to sit on Wednesday mornings. If that happens, the House is required to sit 
late on Wednesday night and those members with family responsibilities do not want it to sit then. 
Although I have advanced those two perspectives, there is not necessarily a solution to satisfy both of 
them. The only way to achieve some improvement in our sitting times, which would reduce the need for 
late night sittings and perhaps provide some time for committee work while at the same time avoiding the 
need for the use of the blunt guillotine weapon, is to refonn our process. The establishment of a legislation 
committee is one very important way to improve our process. 

We may well be able to do many other things so that we preserve the function of Parliament to hold the 
Executive accountable, so that we do not infringe upon the democratic right of members to participate in 
debate, while at the same time not being required to sit here until all hours of the night and, in many cases, 
forced to choose between our family and parliamentary responsibilities. 

Question put and passed. 

MOTION - PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS; GOVERNMENT 
BUSINESS TO TAKE PRECEDENCE AT ALL OTHER TIMES 

MR C..J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [3.18 pm]: I move -

That private members' business shall take precedence on Wednesdays from 4.30 pm until 10.00 
pm and Government business shall take precedence at all other times. 

This is a standard motion. These hours for private members' business have applied for the duration of this 
Government I am sure the member for Belmont will comment, and I look forward to his remarks. 

Mr Ripper: You know what they will be. 

Mr CJ. BARNETT: Yes, I do. I notice he has given notice of a motion for differences in the hours for 
private members' business. I recall that he moved similar motions last year but failed to bring them on for 
debate during the time for private members' business. Therefore, the urgency of giving notice of motions 
at the beginning of year about the timing of private members' time somehow managed to slip his attention 
as the year progressed, and we did not get to debate it I am happy to debate it, but of course that would be 
in private members' time. From my experience in opposition, something I hope I never experience again-

Mr McGinty: You will. 

M~ CJ. BARNETT: I do not think my career will be that long! There is no doubt that four hours of 
pnvate members' business is a pretty hard ask for an Opposition; it is difficult to keep a momentum going 
during that time. I agree that it is perhaps not the ideal arrangement. It is being looked at by the Select 
Committee on Procedure. 

A survey of members showed that 60 per cent thought that the current arrangements were adequate. 
Perhaps that reflects the state of the House rather than people's views. This is a standard motion and is the 
same procedure as has been in place. 

~R RIPPER (Belmont) [3.20 pm]: The Opposition opposes this motion for the same reasons it opposed 
It last year. This allocation of private members' business is less than the allocation which was afforded to 
the Opposition by the previous Labor Government. It is the same as the allocation that has existed for the 
past three years under this Leader of the House; however, that allocation is more unfavourable to the 
~position than was previously the case. It is also an allocation of time which is not favourable from the 
pomt of view of media and, therefore, public scrutiny of the operations of the Parliament. 

Thh e Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters said that Parliament 
s ould be. ~e centrepiece of refonns to accountability. It is all very well for there to be excellent 
accou~tablhty mechanisms in the Parliament for scrutinising the perfonnance of the Executive; however, 
that WIll have little impact if the infonnation is then not made accessible to the public. If all the interesting 
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parliamentary debate occurs at a time when the public has less of an opportunity to scrutinise what is going 
on, to that extent refonns to accountability will be less effective. 

Under this Government less time is made available for debate initiated by members of the Parliament who 
are not members of the Executive, and the debate occurs at a time when it is more difficult for the media to 
cover it and, therefore, when there is less chance of the public being infonned about what is occurring. 
That is comparable to the position that exists with the televising of Parliament Because the televising of 
Parliament is restricted to question time and other special events detennined by the Presiding Officers, 
many important debates initiated by the Opposition will not be available for sampling by the television 
stations. One of the most important debates that can be initiated in any Parliament is a motion of no 
confidence; however, that is not available for televising. Similarly, one of the most important debates that 
might be initiated in any Parliament is a debate on corruption and its impact on our democratic processes. 
If this Opposition moves a motion on the tenns of reference of the Wanneroo Inc royal commission, as it 
has given notice of doing, that important debate will not be available for excerpting by the television 
stations. If the Opposition were to move a motion expressing its lack of confidence in the Minister for 
Labour Relations -

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why would you do that? 

Mr RIPPER: The popularity of that motion would not necessarily be reflected in the votes that would be 
recorded on the floor of the House. Nevertheless, it would be an unportant motion were the Opposition to 
move it. It is disappointing that excerpts from a debate such as that would not be available for televising. 
It is easy to see what I am arguing. With both the televising of Parliament and the placement and time 
allocation of private members' business, a restriction is placed on the public's ability to scrutinise the 
operations of Parliament through the reporting of the Parliament by the media. That is not the sort of 
progress towards improved accountability that the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of 
Government and Other Matters recommended. 

Once again the Opposition opposes this motion, as it has done for each of the past three years, because it 
allows only four hours for private members' business compared with the four and a half hours under the 
previous Government, and because private members' business is placed at a most unfavourable time in the 
parliamentary schedule for media coverage. Private members' business should be enshrined in the 
standing orders, not the subject of a motion that mayor may not be moved in whatever fonn the Leader of 
the House decides from time to time. A definite time should be reserved for it - longer than is allocated at 
the moment and a time early in the parliamentary day so that that important accountability function of the 
Parliament is enhanced by virtue of the improved media coverage that would result. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: You might get somewhere on that if you did not follow the procedure of the past year or 
so when you moved to suspend standing orders all the time at the drop of a hat. That would be a quid pro 
quo. 

Mr RIPPER: Motions by the Opposition to suspend standing orders are in part a reflection of frustration at 
the opportunities available under the private members' business arrangements. If private members' 
business were held earlier in the day, there would be less incentive for an Opposition to move to suspend 
standing orders for a debate. The Leader of the House has a point: The possibility exists for some sort of 
trade-off on those arrangements. Perhaps that is a matter the Select Committee on Procedure could 
consider, although any Opposition would be reluctant to see a loss of a traditional right to move for the 
suspension of standing orders. 

The Leader of the House has argued that somehow I do not think that this matter is important because 
although I gave notice of it last year, it did not get a guernsey for debate in private members' business. 
There are two reasons for that First, the Government made a significant number of mistakes throughout 
the year which cried out for debate in private members' business. Due to the volume of opportunities the 
Government offered the Opposition, some of the Opposition's own initiatives could not get up. Second, 
the Opposition had its debate on this motion at the beginning of last year, and lost the vote. It is not a 
useful exercise to have the same debate allover again and then lose it 

The Opposition will take the Leader of the House at his word. In my new position as shadow Minister for 
parliamentary and electoral refonn I will push a little harder to get this debate up because there is a lot to 
be done to refonn this place. This is one of the things that should be done; however, the interim report of 
the Select Committee on Procedure contains many others, and its final report will contain many more. I 
hope there will be some refonning impetus on the government side as well as the opposition side and that 
we can modernise the procedures of this place. 

Question put and passed. 

Resumed from 14 March. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

MRS van de KLASHORST (Swan Hills) [3.28 pm]: Today I follow the lead of the Governor, His 
Excellency Major General Jeffrey, to pay tribute to Edith Cowan who, as you will know, Mr Speaker, was 
the first woman to be elected to any Parliament in Australia. She came to our Western Australian 
Parliament. Edith Dircksey Cowan was born in Geraldton on 2 August 1861. Seven years later she came 
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to Perth and completed her education, first in Perth and then in a small private school in Guildford. She 
married James Cowan in 1879 at the age of 18. He was then a registrar of the Supreme Court. During her 
life, not only during her time in Parliament, Edith Cowan was aware of the lack of opportunities for 
women, especially in the fields of education, occupation, civil rights and health. 

Once she was married she began to work towards righting some of these wrongs. She worked in the 
training of nurses, for the establishment of the first maternity hospital in Western Australia and she became 
a member of the Ministering Children's League, which founded the House of Mercy and which we now 
know as Ngala. This was part of her effort to improve the situation for children. She saw a greater need 
for women to be educated and to be given the opportunity to discuss current affairs. She wanted to 
advance women's status in the community and with that goal in mind she was the founding member of the 
Karrakatta Club. She was the first recording secretary of that club, was vice president and, on four 
occasions, was president, and was elected a life member in 1919. 

These must have been very interesting years for Edith Cowan because at the same time she was involved in 
the state education scene and became a member of the District Education Board for the North Fremantle 
area and was later one of the first female delegates at the first state conference of the Boards of Education 
in this State in 1911. 

While doing all of these things she was also working towards the establishment of day care centres, 
kindergartens and play centres. All of this was part of a lifelong thrust to give freedom to women. The 
other activities she was involved in include the foundation of the Children's Protection Society. She 
advocated for separate children's courts as well as the right for women to sit in courts as justices. In 1915 
she was appointed one of the first justices of the Children's Court of Western Australia. She spent much of 
her time promoting the quest of unity among women. This caused her to found the Women's Service Guild 
and the National Council of Women, of which I am a member and of which she was president from 1913 to 
1921. All of those activities were not enough for Edith Cowan. The war came and during that time she 
worked for the Red Cross, the Soldiers' Welcome Committee, the Soldiers' Institute and many other 
organisations connected with the war, and for this work she was awarded the Order of the British Empire. 

From my reading of literature about Edith Cowan's life I gained the impression that she had no idea that 
she would ever have a career or enter Parliament; in fact, in those days Parliament was completely closed 
to women and she worked on a voluntary basis. Women did not have the vote and she therefore would 
naturally have not had any intention of pursuing such a goal. However, in 1920 the prohibition on women 
entering Parliament was lifted and in 1921, as one of the leading women in the State and with so much 
voluntary work behind her and a high public profile, Edith Cowan stood for the seat of West Perth as a 
Nationalist candidate. She was 60 when she won the seal 

Edith Cowan, like all women, was a good, strong, forceful speaker. I have read quite a number of excerpts 
of her speeches. During her three years in this Parliament she was responsible for two private member's 
Bills: An Act to enable mothers to share in the estate of a child and the Women's Legal Status Act, which 
was aimed at abolishing the restriction of the entry of women to civil office, occupation and the practice of 
law. This wonderful role model was defeated at the 1924 election after spending only three years in 
Parliament. However, she did not give up; she continued to work for women. She had a very strong 
influence not only in Western Australia but throughout the world as a result of her involvement in the 
National Council of Women, which had grown politically and which was strongly lobbying for women's 
rights. She lobbied for equal rights for women in Australia and for equal pay for women, which 
unfortunately took many more years to achieve. 

In 1935, at the sixth International Conference of Women, she represented Australia, not just Western 
Australia. She also had a long association with the Women's Electoral Lobby and the Anglican Synod of 
Perth. In addition, she was one of the founders of the Western Australian Historical Society and was very 
involved in the 1929 centenary celebrations. Edith Cowan was a wonderful woman and role model. She 
died in 1932 and, as all members will know, the Edith Cowan University was named in her honour. 

Over the past week I have come to Perth on several occasions for celebratory dinners, breakfasts and 
functions to honour Edith Cowan on the 75th anniversary of her entry to Parliament. As I said, I recognise 
her contribution and the example that she has set for all women, not only in our State but throughout 
Australia, and I honour her memory. Over the past couple of weeks, while reading about Edith Cowan and 
some of her speeches, I have found it interesting that nothing has changed very much. She talked about 
women's issues, women's rights, families and children, equal opportunity for women, recognition of 
women as decision makers, child abuse, child care and the neglect of children. When reading her 
speeches - and several were read at the Fremantle function attended by current members of Parliament to 
celebrate the 75th anniversary - I found that one could slip some of her speeches straight into this Chamber 
~y and they would be just as relevant as they were when she made them. In fact, if a member were to 
give one of her speeches now I am sure we would not be able to pick that it was 75 years old. 

~ile reading her speeches I realised that women have come a long way, but we still have far to go. We 
still do not have equality for the 51 per cent of the population who are women and who are entitled to 
complete ~uality in all things. We still have problems with domestic violence, child abuse, and women 
~ot OCcupymg managerial positions or being chosen for top positions in government departments. We still 

o not .have equality of opportunity for women. As an illustration of that, last Wednesday all the members 
ofParhament, past and present, who are currently living in Western Australia were invited to a luncheon at 
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Parliament House once again to celebrate the 75th anniversary of the first woman entering Parliament. 
When we all gathered - and some were absent - we could all fit into the parliamentary dining room. That 
group comprised all of those women still living in this State who have ever represented Australia or 
Western Australia in Parliament. This shows just how few women have followed the wonderful example 
set by Edith Cowan. 

I know that the situation is changing. On 19 October 1994 I spoke in this House on the subject of women's 
representation and quotas and said that women should be elected to Parliament on their own merit. I said 
that we should not be looking at quotas to move women into Parliament and stated -

I know that talented woman will move naturally through the Liberal Party's ranks ... I have great 
faith in the ability of women in the Liberal Party to reach Parliament 

I am very pleased to say that my statement was vindicated at the recent federal election. 

Mr Ripper: Yes, for one election. 

Mrs van de KLASHORST: At least it is a start. Conservative and coalition women have always led the 
way. Edith Cowan was a member of a coalition party and she won her seat of West Perth from the then 
Attorney General of the Mitchell Government. Likewise, at the recent federal election, coalition women 
throughout Australia toppled Ministers of the Keating Labor Government. It is wonderful that I can report 
that the number of women MHRs has increased from 14 to 23 and this has raised the proportion of women 
in the House of Representatives from fewer than 1:10 to 1:6. These women obtained their positions 
through hard work and effort and they did not need quotas to get them elected to Parliament That 
absolutely vindicates what I said and what the Premier said when he was attacked on this issue in 1994. 

The member for Kenwick referred to the need for a parliamentary committee to try to assist in the election 
of women to Parliament and to change Parliament to suit them. The women elected to the coalition 
Government in the last federal election did not need a special committee to assist them. Like most of the 
members in this House, male and female, they got off their backsides and worked their butts off. They sold 
themselves to the electorate and were elected on merit. 

Four women have been chosen for Federal Cabinet and I take this opportunity to pay tribute to Judi 
Moylan, who has an office in Midland not far from my office and with whom I work closely. Judi is the 
first conservative party woman from Western Australia to be appointed as a Minister in the House of 
Representatives. It is quite an achievement. She is also the first federal member from my region to be 
appointed to a ministerial position since 1910 when Lord Forrest, the then member for that region, was 
appointed a Minister. 

Judi is also the first female conservative party member from my region to win election to the House of 
Representatives. Therefore, Judi Moylan has had several firsts. She has been given a major portfolio of 
Family Services which includes the family, seniors, disability services and children. She told me on the 
telephone last night that she has a $3b budget to handle. I congratulate Judi, who is a hard worker. She is 
intelligent and articulate and she will do an excellent job for the coalition in the Federal Parliament. 

If we take into account the members of the Senate as well as the House of Representatives, we find that one 
in five members of the conservative party is a woman. It is a wonderful record and we should be proud of 
it. I have said repeatedly that this was achieved without quotas. It makes the future for women's 
representation very promising. The conservative women have turned the tide in the Federal Parliament and 
I am sure their actions will be followed in most of the Parliaments in Australia. 

Mr Lewis: Without compulsory rule. 

Mrs van de KLASHORST: Yes, it has been done on merit, effort and on selling themselves - the things 
that all members must do to be elected to Parliament. It gives it authenticity. It is part of a persistent 
march forward following the brilliant example set by Edith Dircksey Cowan. 

MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [3.44 pm]: I take this opportunity to pay tribute 
to a good friend and my predecessor in the office of Leader of the Opposition of this State, Ian Taylor. 
Today is the first full day of Parliament that Ian is not with us and I would like to acknowledge the great 
contribution he made to this Parliament and to the Labor Party in Western Australia. It is a contribution 
which I hope will continue some time into the future. 

Ian Taylor played an important part in the momentum that led to the election of the Labor Government in 
1983 in Western Australia. As an officer in the state Treasury he was preselected by the Labor Party in 
1981 to contest the seat of Kalgoorlie in a by-election following the untimely death of the then Labor 
member for Kalgoorlie, Mr Shack Evans. 

Ian brought to the Labor Party, at that time in opposition, a measure of economic credibility and a sense 
that the party was attracting young, enthusiastic and talented people which was essential to the subsequent 
landslide which brought Labor to power in 1983. The positions he occupied during his time in this 
Parliament have been well documented. He was Deputy Premier and held a host of ministerial positions, 
and Leader of the Opposition. He was much admired and liked by members on both sides of the House and 
certainly by all Labor people. He can look with pride on his achievements during his time as a member of 
this House and many of those achievements have been documented in articles which have paid tribute to 
his 15 years as a member. Perhaps the greatest tribute that could be paid to him is the recognition of the 
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job which not many people would have done for their political party in order to advantage it. Ian was 
prepared to pick up the poisoned chalice and take up the running for the Labor Party in the federal seat of 
Kalgoorlie. He knew there was every likelihood that he would end his political career with a loss. For 
someone who achieved the heights that Ian Taylor achieved to then put himself in a position where he 
could go out on a losing note to fight the cause in which he believes and represent the values in which he 
and members of the Labor Party believe did nothing other than raise him in the estimation of not only the 
members of his party, but also the members of the community. In that sense, I pay tribute to a great 
parliamentarian and person and I hope he will continue to play a significant role in politics and public 
office in this country. 

It is appropriate that I tum to the Governor's speech which was delivered last Thursday. It was a very 
disappointing speech. It has been described in somewhat more colourful tenns by members of the 
Legislative Council. Anyone who listened to that speech would have been left with the impression that it 
lacked coherence; it certainly lacked any direction or vision. It was, in every sense, a lacklustre speech. I 
do not say that as a criticism of the Governor for reading the speech which was prepared for him by the 
Government. The speech reflects where the Government is at, and the fact that it is lacking in any vision 
and direction is indicative of where the Government is at at the moment. 

Me Lewis: You will not be in your position by the end of the year, don't you know that? 

Mr McGINTY: If I had the sorts of conflicts of interest that the Minister has or I did not understand the 
primary duties of a Minister and I was allowing my greedy, personal interests - that is what this Minister 
has done in his avaricious pursuit of profitability in his family company - to impair my judgment as a 
Minister, I would not be sitting in the position he occupies. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We will proceed in a much better way if members address the Chair. 
While interjections do add to the debate at times, on this occasion they are detracting from it. 

Mr McGINTY: The Labor Party in government would have come forward with a decent legislative 
program. We have not seen that from the Government on this occasion. The community is crying out for 
refonns. Sorely lacking in the Governor's speech that was delivered only last Thursday were the issues of 
honesty in government, accountability, putting in place the appropriate safeguards and making sure that we 
have a system of government which is a model for the rest of the world. 

Between 1992 and 1996 we had two extremely expensive public inquiries which have now been rendered 
as complete charades by the inactivity of the Government. The first of those was the Royal Commission 
into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters, which cost the taxpayers of this State $30m. 
It provided us with a blueprint for a model system of government. 

Mr Court It exposed a corrupt government. 

Mr McGINTY: What has the Premier done about that? The Premier is happy to ride in on the coat tails of 
the royal commission and then tum his back on official corruption, particularly when it involves his own 
people. One of the Premier's backbenchers is facing criminal charges. One of his principal fundraisers is 
cooling his heels in gaol. The fonner Attorney General was implicated in a most serious issue, so she had 
to be sacked. The Premier has made a good start by sacking his Attorney General. There are other charges 
affecting the Premier's side of politics. 

The Premier has run scared on official corruption and he has failed dismally at every point along the way. 
The Premier has tried secrecy; he has tried to cover up the issues and he has not given the people of 
Western Australia what they want. The Premier started with secrecy over the Mann report. The Premier 
hid the details of that report in order to protect his backbencher Wayde Smith, the member for Wanneroo. 
The Premier did not want the details of Mr Smith's finances publicised because they were crook. The 
Premier should have made the Mann report public. It was paid for by the taxpayers and they had a right to 
know. Accountability in the 1990s requires no less than that. 

That lack of accountability was adequately exposed in the Kyle inquiry. Mr Kyle made it clear that the sort 
of infonnation that the Premier had kept secret - infonnation that was paid for by the taxpayer - should be 
!TIad~ public. The Premier simply did not do that. He had to be dragged screaming to reopen the Kyle 
mqUiry. 

Mr Court: Why did the Leader of the Opposition close the inquiry when he was in government? 

Mr McGINTY: Mr Kyle reported and the report was tabled in this place. 

This i.s no longer a matter of impropriety or illegality in local government, the corruption reaches all the 
~ay l.ntO the Cabinet room. The inquiries have reached Cabinet Ministers and the police. The 
m~e~tlgators associated with this inquiry have had to interview at least two of the Premier's Cabinet 
~mlsters. One of the Premier's backbenchers is currently facing serious criminal charges. In those 
clrcums~nces why does not the Premier make it clear that he is prepared to be quite open? If the Premier 
has nothmg to hide, why does he not appoint a wide-ranging inquiry into corruption in Wanneroo? It is 
because he is protecting all the people sitting around him. 

Mr Court Has the Leader of the Opposition been interviewed by the police? 

~ McGINTY: Has the Premier been interviewed by the police in relation to Wanneroo? I have had no 
mvolvement in the issue of Wanneroo - unlike the Premier's fonner Attorney General. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have allowed a fair bit of interaction because that is useful in the 
debate. However, we now find that two or three other people want to get into the act. That is not 
acceptable. 

Mr McGINTY: I will set the record completely straight, Premier. The police have never interviewed me 
about any suggestion of impropriety in any issue affecting Wanneroo. They have said, "Will you give us a 
bit of a hand? Will you let us know what sort of infonnation you have on the Attorney General and her 
involvement there? Will you give us infonnation about other people?" I was happy to provide them with 
the infonnation that I had. The Premier should not try to turn this around. The Premier was dragged 
screaming to reopen the Kyle inquiry. He resisted for as long as he could and recently he was dragged 
screaming to give the inquiry the powers of a royal commission. 

The Premier has one more thing to do on this issue. He must make sure that we have a wide-ranging 
inquiry into all questions of corruption that originate in or relate to the situation in Wanneroo. The Premier 
will be dragged towards that, in the same way he was dragged resisting towards a royal commission, even 
dismissing it out of hand a week before he called it. The Premier has damaged his credibility an awful lot 
on that issue. He is continuing to damage the credibility of the Liberal Party - not the coalition 
Government, but certainly the Liberal Party - by refusing to have a proper inquiry into the corruption in 
Wanneroo. What is the public calling for? We had the royal commission, and the Commission on 
Government has provided us with two reports, and another report is due in the near future. About $3Om 
was spent on the royal commission and millions of dollars were spent on the Commission on Government. 
They are fancily dressed up charades, because the Premier is not taking any notice of what they 
recommend. The public wants the Premier to implement their recommendations. The big difference 
between the Premier's side of politics and ours is that we will implement the recommendations that came 
out of that royal commission. We did it when we were in government. Far more was done in the last three 
months of the Labor Government after the royal commission reported, than has been done in the Premier's 
three years in government. 

What has the Premier done to implement the recommendations of the royal commission? He established 
the Commission on Government two years late! He established COG and hoped it would go away. The 
commission has made recommendations that have deeply embarrassed the Premier. What has the Premier 
done about all the recommendations that came out of the royal commission - the matters specified in 
summary fonn in the appendix to the Commission on Government Act? What has the Premier done about 
the secrecy laws of the State applying to infonnation possessed by government? Nothing. What has the 
Premier done about the operation of Cabinet secrecy? Nothing. What has the Premier done about the 
operation and adequacy of the Financial Administration and Audit Act to provide infonnation to Ministers 
and the Parliament, and to provide the Auditor General with access to all infonnation relating to 
undertakings or commitments of organisations within the public sector? Nothing. I can go through this list 
of positive recommendations that came out of the royal commission, which were referred to the 
Commission on Government, and about which the Premier has done absolutely nothing. The Premier did a 
bit of posturing on some of them. That was all it was. He had no intention of changing the electoral laws. 
The National Party would not let him. The Premier knew that. He had his friend, the member for 
Scarborough, do a bit of public posturing without any intention of doing anything about electoral refonn, 
even though it was in his own crass political self-interest to fix the matter. The Premier has set up these 
very expensive taxpayer funded bodies which he intended to ignore completely. 

The Premier has got what he deserves from the editorial pages of The West Australian newspaper on this 
very important issue. Time and time again the The West Australian has castigated the Premier and taken 
him to task for letting down the people of this State. It is not good enough for the Premier to ride to the 
premiership of this State not on any popular wave of enthusiasm for him or his Government, but on a 
negative basis of calling for accountable government for the future and decrying the Labor Party over what 
became known as W A Inc. The people of this State will not forgive the Premier for turning his back on 
these very important refonn recommendations which came out of that royal commission. They know the 
Premier is not keen on pursuing them. As has been pointed out in many forums, the Premier is soft on 
corruption. The Premier has no desire to change the system, to make it work, to make it as close as he can 
get to corruption-proof. The report of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government 
and Other Matters contains recommendations which would give us a model system of government in 
Western Australia. 

I tum now to accountability and systems of government. In his speech the Governor announced that the 
Government would be undertaking a measure of reform in this area. This flew in the face of the 
recommendations of those bodies. Far from accepting the recommendations of those bodies the 
Government has set about implementing the exact opposite. The Government's recommendations to the 
Commission on Government arose because the Premier has some personal affection for the Official 
Corruption Commission, a discredited body, yet his great fight against corruption -

Several members interjected. 

Mr McGINTY: It is a discredited body! 

Mr Court: It is a disgrace to say that. 

Mr McGINTY: Does the Premier say that the Director of Public Prosecutions is a disgrace? 
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Mr Court: Do you intend to quote from The West Australian? 

Mr McGINTY: No. I will quote the Director of Public Prosecutions - one of the Premier's senior officers. 
Mr McKechnie said that the OCC has been an almost completely ineffective body in the way that it was set 
up; that it has not achieved anything. He said that having had a look at the statistics it achieves very little 
and the reason is not of course in the quality of the commissioners but in the statutory framework by which 
it is set up and the resources available to it. 

Mr Court: That is different from what you said! 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier should listen. Mr McKechnie said that said it is, in a sense, or was originally 
completely a postbox; that it is now a little more than that but not much more. 

The Official Corruption Commission was condemned by the Director of Public Prosecutions. 

Mr Court: Your leader in the Legislative Council was described by the royal commission as having a 
glittering indifference to truth and accuracy. Do you think it is appropriate that that person stay in that 
position? 

Mr McGINTY: Does the Premier think that a government member who was charged with perjury should 
remain in his position? Does the Premier think that the former Auorney General who was subject to 
investigation should stay? Let the person without sin cast the fIrst stone. It is not the Premier! He has 
been soft on corruption. He is a hypocrite. He cannot afford to defend these people. Does he remember 
when he defended Noel Crichton-Browne in glowing terms in this place? He said he was a great man. The 
Premier has ended up with egg allover his face. Does the Premier remember the day he stood in this place 
and defended Wayde Smith? Does he remember the day he defended Cheryl Edwardes? The Premier has 
defended many awful people in his time. 

Mr Court: I have no difficulty in defending those people. 

Mr McGINTY: Tell us about Noel Crichton-Browne. Has the Premier changed his position? He 
vigorously defended Noel Crichton-Browne, saying that he was a great man who had made a great 
contribution to the Liberal Party. The Premier is a hypocrite. 

Mr Court: Tell us about Mr Nevill! 

Mr McGINTY: If the Premier wants to sit there and criticise other people he should at least put his own 
house in order. He does not All the Premier needed to do was go to the dining room today and see the 
products of his term as Premier and his support for Noel Crichton-Browne. Some of the greatest brains 
who have run the Liberal Party in the past were sitting there. However, no friends of the Premier were 
there because his relationship with Noel Crichton-Browne is legendary in this State. The Premier would 
not be the Premier of this State if it were not for Noel Crichton-Browne. He was calling the tune and that 
is the reason the Premier must praise him in glowing terms. Does the Premier remember that? I remember 
it vividly. He said what a great man was Noel Crichton-Browne, what a great contribution he had made to 
the Liberal Party. Those words are still ringing in people's ears. It was that comment that drove the former 
shadow Minister for the Environment to sit on the cross-benches. It was an act of political stupidity on the 
part of the Premier but it was also an act that the Premier should not have undertaken. He should not 
support people of that nature. Mr Pendal is no longer part of this Government -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I remind members that there is an appropriate way by which to refer to 
members, and it is not by their name. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier, of all people, the great defender of some terrible people on that side of 
politics, should be the last person to cast stones. 

I tum now to statements made by the Government regarding changes to our system of government and 
accountability in our processes. The Government would fly in the face of the royal commission, and the 
Commi~sion on Government recommendation that the Official Corruption Commission should be done 
away with. Recommendation 71 in the report of the Commission on Government states -

There should be established an independent agency which is responsible for the investigation, 
exposure and prevention of improper conduct This agency should carry out the functions that are 
now spread between the various agencies ... and the appropriate roles of those agencies should be 
defined in the context of that independent agency. Our detailed recommendations concerning the 
purpose, powers, and structure of the independent body and the appropriate roles of the other 
relevant agencies and legislation are set out in Chapter 6. The agency should be called the 
Commission for the Investigation, Exposure and Prevention of Improper Conduct. 

The G~)Ver:nment has turned its back on that recommendation. I presume that the Government, as a result (f leglslallon brou~ht to this Parliament, has rejected that recommendation from the Commission on 
o~ernment. ~at IS unfortunate. No-one, except the Premier, supports the OCC being given a new lease 

~f hf~. All bodIes that have been set up, with a relevant interest in it, say that it should be disbanded. That 
IS a vIew I. sh~. The body has been referred to as a mail box, and a toothless tiger, and it is certainly an 
agency whIch will do nothing or very little in the fight against official corruption in Western Australia. 

MI tum now to part 2 of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other 
aUers, paragraph 4.9.2 of which reads _ 
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The Commission believes it to be of utmost importance that this State should establish, without 
delay, a body with the discrete function to investigate and report, in a timely manner, upon 
complaints of official corruption and improper conduct by public officials. The new body we 
recommend, the Commissioner for the Investigation of Corrupt and Improper Conduct, should 
replace the OCC and be complementary to the other existing accountability and law enforcement 
agencies ... 

The Government has rejected that recommendation also. It is an appalling state of affairs that the 
Government has spent so many millions of dollars of taxpayers' money to inquire into and recommend to 
government in this State on matters which are fundamental to the integrity of politics, government, and our 
government agencies; that the Government establishes such inquiries and completely ignores the 
recommendations flowing from them. The public expects the question of accountability and changes to the 
structures of our system of government to be a top legislative priority. The only priority given by the 
Government is in defiance of the recommendations of those bodies. The Government has done nothing in 
its announced legislative program to implement a single recommendation of either body. 

The Commission on Government is wallowing around. It is not supported by the Government. It is clear 
from the attack by the current Attorney General that the Government does not have the heart to implement 
reform and change. He is on the record as saying that public sector reform is to do with a group of 
individuals who behaved corruptly, and all that is necessary to solve the problem is to elect a Liberal Party 
Government. The charges laid, the gaolings, the convictions - including that of the last Liberal Premier of 
this State - point to the fact that it is not a matter of individuals. It is a question of making sure we have in 
place the appropriate checks and balances, and the appropriate restraints on public office holders - whether 
public servants, members of Parliament or other statutory office-holders - which will mean that this sort of 
behaviour which historically belongs to both sides of politics is nipped in the bud or prevented in the first 
place. 

We cannot have and continue to have a system of government in this State which is open to corruption. 
We have such a system today. The public will be bitterly disappointed in what they see coming out of the 
Government's priorities by the failure to act on the recommendations of those august bodies. It is a great 
distinguishing point between the Liberal Party and the Labor Party that we are prepared to learn from our 
mistakes in the past. It is a pathetic situation if the Government cannot learn from the mistakes of others 
and from the mistakes of its colleagues. For that reason I believe accountability will remain a major issue. 
It is not one that has been addressed by this Government; it will remain a major issue in future years until 
such time as these changes to our system of government are implemented by an incoming Labor 
Government. 

In respect of the issue of accountability and corruption, the issue of Wanneroo that I have also touched on 
during the course of my speech has been a festering sore in this State. It has brought discredit on this 
Government, and I believe it is worrying the public in Western Australia. I think people were looking for a 
lead in the Governor's speech in which he outlined the Government's priorities that this matter would be 
addressed. We still do not have a wide ranging inquiry into corruption in Wanneroo. Peter Kyle is the sort 
of person who should be accorded the honour of Western Australian of the year for the work he has done in 
assiduously tackling the issue of corruption against a hostile Government determined to put obstacles in his 
way. It is a Government that in this Parliament rejected his requests to have an open inquiry into 
Wanneroo so that the inquirer, counsel assisting and witnesses before that inquiry were given protection 
and immunity as though they were appearing in a court of law or a royal commission. Twice the 
Government voted down that proposition. 

The Premier was then dragged screaming to make it into a royal commission, headed by Mr Davis. That at 
least has been done. The ungracious way in which the Premier ultimately buckled did no good to the 
public confidence in his determination to root out corruption. People see it for the cynical political ploy 
that it was. The Government obviously received some polling the day before that said it was hurting - and 
up jumped the poll driven response the next day. The Premier is the most poll driven Premier this State has 
known. There is no consistency in what he does other than to look to the polls. 

Mr Kierath: Aren't you a mate of Brian Burke? 

Mr McGINTY: This man is far more poll driven than Brian Burke. The only consistency is that we know 
before he says something in this place that he received a poll the day before that said that that is the way he 
should blow in the wind. He is allover the place. 

Mr Cowan interjected. 

Mr McGINTY: The Deputy Premier is consistent at least. 

Mr Cowan: You are such a lightweight that you blew away a long time ago. 

Mr McGINTY: Not really. I think the Deputy Premier's fighting days are over. I do not think he would 
go too many rounds these days. He is too used to the big ministerial limousines and long ministerial 
luncheons; he has become a little 100 comfortable. 

Too many issues of corruption are associated with the Premier's political party and arise out of Wanneroo 
for them to go away. I will say to the people of Western Australia in the lead up to the next election that if 
they want a proper inquiry into Wanneroo, with terms of reference that will pick up questions of police 
corruption -
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Mr Cowan: They have one. 
Mr McGINTY: Mr Kyle does not think so. As I said, he should be the Western Australian of the year for 
the fight he has taken up -
Mr Court: We were going to nominate you. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier could do that too. I might be next year; the Premier might be very surprised 
and disappointed. I have not seen someone appointed to conduct such an important inquiry then stifled at 
so many levels by the Government of this State. Twice the Government refused Mr Kyle's personal 
request to have an open inquiry. 
Mr Court: Hang on! Mr Kyle wrote to us saying that he did not want a royal commission. 

Mr McGINTY: That he did not want an open inquiry? No, he did not do that. The Premier should get his 
facts straight 
Mr Court: He wrote to us on 18 December saying that he did not want a royal commission. You tell the 
facts. 
Mr McGINTY: Mr Kyle said that he supported the Labor Party's legislation that the Opposition brought 
into this Parliament which would establish an open inquiry. The Premier should put his red herrings to one 
side. It is a little like question time today. Unfortunately the Premier was greatly embarrassed by the fact 
that the Minister for Education overturned an election commitment that was given without any consultation 
with him. A question was put to the Premier, and he could not answer it straight 

Mr Court What was the election commitment given? 

Mrs Roberts: It was that no schools would close without -

Dr Gallop: That was in a by-election! 

Mr Court It was at your by-election. The Government has honoured all of that. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier should listen to his deputy: The parental right of veto is gone. 

Mrs Roberts interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Glendalough wiII come to order. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier has broken a promise - and he did not even know that it was broken. When 
did the Minister for Education tell the Premier that he was going to reverse that policy? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why don't you ask me about it? 

Mr McGINTY: I am asking the Premier. The Premier squirmed in question time today. 

Mr Court I did not squirm at all in question time. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier is doing a pretty good imitation of it at the moment. When did the Minister 
tell the Premier that he had changed that policy? He read about it in The West Australian the next day. 

Mr Court: By law the Cabinet must approve all the closures. By law it is the Minister who has always had 
the final say. That policy has never changed, my friend. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier is digging himself into a deeper and deeper hole. Did he know that the 
Minister was going to make the statement before he made it? The answer is no. 

Mr Court: I am saying to you that by law the Minister makes the decision. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier did not know of a major policy announcement that was made in the week 
before the Kalgoorlie by-election. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It was hardly a major announcement 

Mr McGINTY: The Minister for Education should ask the parents whether it was a major announcement. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: They support it. 

Mr McGINTY: Did the Minister bother to tell his Premier? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you really want to know what happened? 

Mr McGINTY: The Minister should tell us whether he told the Premier before he announced it. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: If you are interested, I will tell you what happened. In launching the year five full time 
program there was a lot of good discussion with the media about it. The question was asked of me whether 
I would maintain the policy of my predecessor to give parents the right of veto over school closures. My 
answer was that for any school in that process that would be honoured to the letter, but that in the future I 
would reserve the right as Minister and as government to make the final decision on two grounds: First, 
there was a responsibility on financial grounds to ensure that education money was well spent; and 
secondlr,. ~d mos~ importantly, I as Minister representing the Government in education had a 
responslblhty to chlldren to ensure that if the quality of education, for whatever reason, reached an 
unacceptable standard,. I would not abrogate that responsibility. That answer was totally within the 
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province of the responsibility of Minister. Any decision to close a school would go to Cabinet. as it has 
over the years. What you are trying to whip up is a non-event The parents, educationalists and principals 
I have spoken to have said, "Good. That is the way it should be." That is the way it has always been to 
properly handle the matter. 

Mr McGINTY: It is a different policy from that enunciated by Hon Norman Moore in the lead up to the 
Glendalough by-election. 
Mr CJ. Barnett: It is a change for the future, but not for those 54 schools. I have not received a single 
complaint from any of the schools. 
Mr McGINTY: Did the Premier know that the Minister was going to make that statement? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No. If I have a failing as a Minister, it is that I tell the truth. When asked what my 
attitude would be in the future, I explained it. as I have explained it here. 

Mr McGINTY: I have no argument with the Minister; it is just a pity that the Premier could not tell the 
truth when asked the question in question time. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members, I know we have just had an additional question time. I now 
indicate to all members that we cannot have a free for all. I give the Leader of the Opposition the call. 

Mr McGINTY: I was somewhat sidetracked by the interjections, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You went down a cul-de-sac. 

Mr McGINTY: It was a very profitable one because two different positions emerged - one saying yes, 
there has been a change, and one saying no, there has not been. The Premier should have had the guts to 
stand up in question time and answer the question that was put to him: He should not have tried to 
obfuscate. It was clear to everyone that he was kept in the dark; he should have told the House that 

Mr Court: The Minister said that all schools in that process would complete the process. 

Mr McGINTY: For those outside of it we are working on a guarantee from the former Minister for 
Education. 

Mr Court: I am sorry to upset your little plot 

Mr McGINTY: I assure the Premier that he has not upset anything. The Premier is not good at answering 
questions. His deputy is far better at that and far more forthright with information. That is what question 
time should be about. 

Mr Court: Is this the Leader of the Opposition's response in the Address-in-Reply debate? 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier was kept in the dark about a policy announcement. He is trying now to cover 
that up. When I asked him a straightforward question, why did he not have the guts to tell us when it was 
that he heard that the Minister was changing the policy? 

Mr Court: There is no cover up. All schools in the process complete the process. There has been no 
change. 

Mr McGINTY: The Noddy action is showing that the Premier is becoming agitated. It is quite clear that 
had he the courage to tell the truth at question time and say, "I did not know that the Minister was to make 
that announcement before he did," that would have been the end of the issue. Any time that the Premier 
tries to cover up, as he has on polling, which has been exposed, and as he has on this issue, he digs himself 
a deeper hole. We will be pursuing him on all these inconsistencies, inaccuracies and areas where the truth 
does not come out. 

Let me take the Premier back to his desire to reopen the question of the Official Corruption Commission 
and try to breathe some life into that corpse. I guess we will arrive at this in the debate, but I do not know 
why the Premier wishes to inject some life into that discredited body. Where is there any support for the 
idea of having this half baked body, which has proved itself to be completely ineffective? The Premier 
does not like to have the editorials of The West Australian read at him, but in case he missed this one I will 
read a few extracts from the editorial of 13 March this year. The heading is "Premier still falls short on 
graft". 

Mr Court: You are surely able to give a speech without reading editorials. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier obviously does not like The West Australian editorials, but sometimes he 
should read them and then take a look at himself and his own performance and conduct. With all the back 
flips he has been doing recently, the Premier obviously has been advised differently as a result of last 
year's disastrous performance. On the question of the fight against official corruption, The West Australian 
editorial commented -

•.. instead of going to the heart of the corruption problem, Mr Court persists with proposals to 
upgrade the Official Corruption Commission, a body which has no credibility with the public or 
WA's Director of Public Prosecutions, John McKechnie. 

The changes that he announced yesterday owe more to an anxiety to overcome the growing public 
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perception that his Government is soft on corruption than to a committed assault on graft and 
other improper conduct at all levels of government 

Me Court shows a continued determination to ignore the explicit and compelling proposals of the 
two bodies that analysed in detail corruption in this State and the measures needed to overcome 
it - the W A royal commission and the Commission on Government he appointed. 

Both found glaring inadequacies in the OCC and called for its replacement by a corruption fighter 
that has the power to exposed wrongdoing by public officials, is not hidebound by secrecy 
requirements and has the confidence of potential whistleblowers and the public. 

In the three years that Me Court has been in office it has become increasingly mystifying why his 
Government has studiously avoided enacting such simple, straightforward and logical proposals 

Even with the proposed new investigative powers, a reborn OCC would be sandbagged by its 
abysmal public reputation. Public trust is crucial to the success of any drive against corruption -
and the moribund OCC has long since forfeited any claim to community confidence. 

One can have no more damning indictment than that. It is of great disappointment that the Premier's 
legislative program for this year does not include a real fight against official corruption in this State. 

Other issues of enormous concern in the community include the question of our health system. The 
Governor's speech made minimal reference to the Government's proposals for health during the course of 
this year. Nothing in the legislative program addresses the serious problem of waiting lists in our public 
hospitals. Western Australia has one of the worst records in this area. It is crying out for attention from 
the Government, but what we have instead is silence. Waiting times for elective and semi-urgent surgery 
are among the longest anywhere in Australia. The Labor Party published last year a discussion paper 
setting out a number of proposals for resolving this issue as a contribution to the public debate on providing 
a decent service to the community. 

Me Cowan: We should have received more money from the former federal Health Minister. 

Me McGINTY: The Government's response was to have the member for Riverton, the former Minister for 
Health, preside over what even people on the Deputy Premier's side realise these days was a debacle. 

Me Cowan: You had a federal Minister who was not doing any better. I can assure you of that She was 
doing far worse. 

Me McGINTY: That is faint praise for the Government's Minister. 

Mr Cowan: In the short time she was there, she did more damage to the health system nationally than has 
any other Health Minister. 

Me McGINTY: We will have much more to say about last year's Minister for Health during the course of 
this Address-in-Reply debate. May I congratulate the Premier for having the courage to dump him? He 
was an unmitigated disaster. 

Mr Court: I did not dump anyone, my friend. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier dumped the member for Riverton, who deserved it He was a disgrace of a 
Health Minister. Even when the Premier decided to put back into the health system the money he had 
taken out of it, the Premier wanted to apportion blame to the former Minister for Health. The Premier did 
not know the disaster that was there until the Minister was replaced by the member for Albany. The 
Premier said it. 

Me Court I never said that. 

M.r McGINTY: The Premier did, writ large up there in lights. We agree with the Premier. That we agree 
":Ith the Premier is not a reason for him to deny that he said it The man was a disgrace and an unmitigated 
disaster as a Health Minister. Good on the Premier for having the courage to dump him. I hope we will 
see something approaching the sort of public hospital care that the people of this State deserve. They did 
not deserve to have the member for Riverton imposed on them by the Premier. 

O~ ~e question of community safety, the Minister for Police has been out in the community every time a 
cn~ls occurs which relates to guns, either unauthorised or authorised, where people are murdered or 
malffied. One would think that the recent incident in Geraldton with the murder of Wayne Tibbs might 
m~an that the Minister for Police would bring in gun law reform in Western Australia. There is enough 
eVidence to consider. What happened in Dunblane in Scotland could easily happen anywhere in the world. 
We. have had an unfortunate series of events involving the abuse of frrearms. The Minister for Police is 
~y~ng. that he will legislate, but the Governor's speech was silent on the matter. May we take that as 
~ndlcatlve that the Premier will not be moving on the question of frrearms reform, which is strongly called 
lor br substantial numbers of community members? To the extent that firearms control relates to the 
questIOn of law and order, the Premier has an obligation to introduce legislation to pick up the 
~ecom~endat~ons that were contained in the Labor Party discussion paper on gun control in Western 

ustralla, which we put out last year. The Minister believes that many of those recommendations are 
~und. I have o~fered on a number of occasions a bipartisan approach to the question of gun law reform in 

estern Australia. I appreciate that in New South Wales the question of gun law reform became a major, 
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divisive political issue. We are saying to the Minister for Police that we have set out our position quite 
clearly. If he wants to bring in sensible reforms, it can be done with the support of the Labor Party, so that 
there will be no community comeback on him in his country constituency. 

Mr Cowan: You will find something to whinge about. 

Mr McGINTY: Not us. Positive contribution. 

Mr Cowan: I look forward to the day. 

Mr McGINTY: Go and read it. It was put out last year along with 2S others on controversial issues 
affecting this State. The Minister has said there are some good ideas and some will be implemented. That 
is the sort of positive contribution the Government will get from this side when it does the job properly. 
The problem is that the Government's program announced by the Governor last Thursday was a disgrace. 
It does not address the issues of concern to the community. In that discussion paper, we have proposed that 
a permanent amnesty should be put in place for those persons who hand into police stations their 
unlicensed weapons. We have proposed also a buy back scheme for unlicensed and unwanted weapons and 
that there should be comprehensive background checks for those seeking a licence and they must be 
provided for by Statute. We have also proposed that there must be safety training for applicants for gun 
licences as well as incentives to encourage gun owners to store their weapons and ammunition in steel gun 
safes. We also proposed - the member for Geraldton will be aware of this because of the major breach of 
the Firearms Act which was critically commented upon by the magistrate in Geraldton -

Mr Minson: That was in my electorate. 

Mr McGINTY: On the outskirts of Geraldton, then. The magistrate commented on a deficiency in the Act. 
He said he was very disappointed that the maximum penalty he could impose for the possession of an 
horrendous firearm was too inadequate - a couple of hundred dollars was all that he could impose. Yet in 
the light of all of these public criticisms of the inadequacy of the law, there is no comment in the 
Governor's speech on this issue! A higher priority should have been given to community safety and law 
and order. 

While dealing with law and order, I will tum briefly to the recent spate of sexual assaults. These are 
causing enormous concern in the community and they require a firm response from the Government It 
must have been a cause of unending embarrassment to the Government that it introduced late last year a 
proposal to amend the Criminal Code to reduce the jurisdiction in which some sexual assaults are dealt 
with by the courts and to reduce the penalties that those courts could impose for some categories of sexual 
assaults. The Government has been extremely quiet on this issue, no doubt because of the embarrassment 
that, in the midst of proposals to downgrade the seriousness with which this Legislature looks at sexual 
assaults, there has been an unprecedented outbreak of sexual assaults in the community. The community 
does not want to hear from the Government that it will either downgrade the court in which sexual assaults 
are dealt with, and therefore the perceived community seriousness with which these crimes are judged, or 
that it will downgrade the penalty -

Mr Court Are you saying there has been a change to the serious sexual assault penalties? 

Mr McGINTY: I am saying there is a proposal-

Mr Court Let us get it straight. You know there has been no change. 

Mr McGINTY: The Government is proposing that the maximum penalty that a magistrate can impose on 
certain categories of sexual assault will be significantly reduced by many, many years. 

Mr Court You said "certain categories" of sexual assault. 

Mr McGINTY: The Government is telling the community that some sexual assaults will not be regarded 
as serious any more and it will let them be dealt with by an inferior court. In the past we have regarded 
sexual assaults as a most serious category of offence. 

Mr Court You are a bit too smart by half. 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier has been caught out. The community does not want to hear that the 
Government will provide for a reduction in the status of some sexual assault offences and a reduction in the 
maximum penalty that can be imposed for those assaults. The Government is going soft on it, not because 
of the seriousness with which the community regards these crimes, but to save a dollar in the 
administration of the courts. It has nothing to do with the important message, particularly in the current 
environment, that the Government should be sending to the community, and that is that sexual assaults, no 
matter how serious, are not something that this Parliament approves of. By watering down the penalty and 
the status of those offences, the Government is sending out the wrong message. That is a fact that the 
Premier cannot deny. 

On the important issues of health, education, community safety and the general provision of community 
services, we on this side of politics think that the Government has not done the right thing by the people 
and the legislative program for the coming year does not reflect what the community wants to see done. I 
refer to the Government's policies on transport. One of the great and enduring benefits of the Labor 
Government in power for the decade between 1983 and 1993 was the injection of new life into our urban 
public transport system. Members will not find anyone in the northern suburbs of Perth who thinks that the 
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northern suburbs railway system was a bad idea. It was a great public work undertaken by a Government 
committed to improving public transport. 

Dr Gallop: Do you remember what the member for Applecross used to say about it? 

Mr McGINTY: He totally opposed it. When we came to government in 1983 we had to pick up on a 
decision by the previous Government to close down the Fremantle line. We inherited an antiquated urban 
public transport system. The Labor Party reopened the Fremantle line, electrified the entire system, 
constructed the northern suburbs passenger rail system and was committed to putting in a new line to the 
fast growing areas of Rockingham and Mandurah. That has died. There is no innovation in the public 
transport system. All there is is an adherence to an outmoded view that Los Angeles in the 1960s is the 
way Western Australia should go. That is backward thinking and is not what the people of Western 
Australia want to see happen. They do not want to see a very expensive tunnel built through Northbridge. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Do you want a highway or a tunnel? This is what I cannot understand. 

Mr McGINTY: I will deal with that in more detail later. The other thing the people do not want to see is a 
western suburbs highway, which the Government is in the process of trying to construct I think a lot of 
country people will be appalled by the 4¢ a litre extra tax being placed on fuel. It hits country people 
harder than city people because they have further to travel. However, most of it will be put into white 
elephants in the metropolitan area. 

Mr Cowan: That is not correct You are wrong about that 

Mr McGINTY: Hundreds of millions of dollars are going into urban transport road programs. 

Mr Cowan: The bulk of that money is going into rural road programs. 

Mr McGINTY: I do not think the Deputy Premier is right. The western suburbs highway has caused 
enormous problems within the conservative parties in this State and is opposed by the Labor Party. The 
tunnel through Northbridge is an absolute misallocation of resources. It is a waste of money. 

Mr Cowan: You are talking about this western suburbs highway which does not exist. Ever since the 
Stephenson plan was brought out there has been a need for a coastal access road or a much better coastal 
road. If the Labor Party does not support that coastal road establishment, can you explain to me why, in 
the course of Better Cities funding from the Commonwealth in the time of the previous Government, there 
was an allocation of funds to the Stirling City Council for the completion of a section of the western 
suburbs highway to which you are referring? If you do not support that, how can you possibly accept that 
there were funds from the Commonwealth for a part improvement of that road? 

Mr McGINTY: I will give the Deputy Premier a comprehensive explanation for this issue. We deleted 
from the metropolitan region scheme the Fremantle eastern bypass, which was an integral part of that 
western suburbs highway. That meant it could not go ahead. A study was done back in the early 1980s 
which resulted in any proposed works on Servetus Street being canned by the Government of the day. We 
said that the proposal to put the road through Bold Park and Wembley Golf Course would not go ahead. I 
understand that the purpose of the little bit about which we are talking was to give people access to the 
northern suburbs railway. It was a matter of integrating the two. 

Mr Cowan: You are ducking for cover! 

Mr McGINTY: We are not ducking for cover. I have explained what we did to dismantle the western 
suburbs highway, which this Government is now trying to resurrect. We dismantled it in significant ways, 
with the exception of a small, one kilometre stretch which was designed to enhance the creation of a 
regional centre, which was to be built around the new northern suburbs railway station in that area and was 
not regarded as part of the proposed western suburbs highway. 

We believe that rather than throw money into a tunnel project, which is a road that people do not need and 
do not want, the Government should build a railway to Rockingham. That is the public transport 
imperative, and it would extend to people in the southern suburbs the same service that is available to 
people elsewhere. That railway would be a tremendous boon to the southern suburbs, and we intend to 
build that railway when we come into government. 

I have sought to draw attention to the shortcomings of the Government's legislative program. This 
Government should demonstrate to the people of Western Australia its commitment to fight corruption. 
The people of Western Australia are currently convinced that this Government is soft on corruption. The 
Government should demonstrate that it is prepared to implement the recommendations of the royal 
~ommission which was set up by the previous Government and of the Commission on Government which 
It set up. The Government has turned its back on those recommendations. Mr Deputy Speaker, you were 
once a great advocate of those recommendations in respect of the electoral system, but I must say, with due 
~espect to the position that you are occupying currently, we do not see any great enthusiasm about that 
Issue these days. 

Mr Court: You cannot attack him too hard while he is in the Chair! 

Mr McGINTY: Not while he is in the Chair, no. The recommendations of those two august bodies deserve 
greater priority than this Government, with its mediocre legislative package, is giving to them. There are 
o~er areas of social need in public health and public education, and in the transport system and community 
sa ety, where the Government's legislative proposals for this year are sorely lacking. 
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One of the grave problems that we have experienced during the past three years has been the Government's 
stream of broken promises. This morning, I launched a document about the Richard Court legacy 1993-96, 
entitled "Broken Promises". That document chronicles 300 broken promises; that is, two occasions in 
every week that this Government has been in office where it has done the opposite of what it promised to 
do. The message for the Premier is loud and clear: The people will no longer accept glib political 
promises or Court double speak. The people will punish this Government at the polls if it makes promises 
which it does not intend to keep. We all remember the Treasurer's famous statement that there would be 
no new taxes and no increases in taxes. We then got the 4¢ per litre fuel tax. We all remember the 
Minister for Labour Relations' promise that he would resign if any public sector workers lost their jobs. 
The Minister should have resigned 7 180 times in the past three years because that is the number of public 
sector workers who have lost their jobs as a result of this Government's policies. 

Mr Court Are you saying that I said before the election that there would be no increases in taxes? 

Mr McGINTY: The Treasurer said in his 1994 Budget speech that there would be no increases in taxes, 
yet in the course of that budget year, the Treasurer broke that promise, and he has admitted that he broke 
that promise. The Treasurer should go into the community and try to justify the 4¢ per litre that he is 
ripping off the motorists of this State. They do not like it, particularly when the Government then uses it 
on white elephants like the proposed Northbridge tunnel and the western suburbs highway. The Minister 
for Labour Relations broke his promise 7 180 times, and that figure will increase to over 10000 by the 
time this Government loses office in 12 months. 

This document chronicles the Government's abuse of the people of Western Australia. In the recent 
Kalgoorlie by-election, one of the things that weighed heavily against the Government was its broken 
promise to provide the people of the goldfields with a second high school. 

Mr Court Did you not read the result? There was a swing to the Government 

Mr McGINTY: The Premier sent the Minister for Education to Kalgoorlie, and he blotted his copybook by 
behaving as a spoiler during the course of that by-election, not only in regard to a gold tax but also when he 
said that Kalgoorlie was not growing fast enough to warrant a second high school. Kalgoorlie is the only 
city in the State that has only one government high school. The Premier sent him back there to try to undo 
the damage, but he got into even more trouble. This document outlines the broken promises that have been 
made to the people of Western Australia in every portfolio area. The Premier would do well to have a good 
measure of humility. I suggest that the Premier read this document because it might bring home to him the 
extent to which he has deceived and betrayed the people of Western Australia. 

DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [4.48 pm]: I will take this opportunity to spell out some of the areas in 
which the Government's promises have been broken. Prior to the 1993 state election, the then Opposition 
made 216 promises about the environment. Unfortunately, most of those promises have been broken. 

Mr Minson: That is not true. 

Dr EDWARDS: I will go through the list in great detail. 

Mr Minson: I will give you a list of the promises that have tJeen kept, and we will see whether we can 
balance things up. 

Dr EDWARDS: The Government made 216 commitments, and, at the most, 20 have been honoured. I fail 
to see how the Premier will be able to keep the undertaking that he gave in July last year that he would 
explain to the electorate before the next election why those promises were not honoured. It is clear that in 
the environmental arena, most of the promises have been ignored. 

It is interesting to compare what was said before the election with what happened immediately after the 
election. Members will recall that there was a federal election about five weeks after the state election. It 
was "very gentle as she goes" - a very smooth passage initially. What happened in the environment area as 
soon as the federal election was out of the way? We were told that the promises made by the member for 
South Perth were far too extravagant; that things had changed and that this was how things would be. The 
first major change was in April 1993 when the Minister for the Environment split the Environmental 
Protection Authority and sacked its chairman. That decision not only ran counter to the Ramsey review, 
whose findings the Government promised to implement, but also came back to bite the Government. As a 
result there is an unprecedented level of tension between the EPA and the Department for Environmental 
Protection. One of the causes of this tension is that funding for the EPA is low. The EPA cannot do its job 
with its current level of funding. In the last Budget it was allocated $340 000, from which it must employ a 
full-time chairman, look after five members and somehow have the ability to do its own research and 
independently evaluate environmental decisions and recommendations. 

It is no surprise to those who know history that significant tension exists between the Department for 
Environmental Protection and the Environmental Protection Authority. That was recently manifested by 
departmental officers saying privately that they did not have much faith in the authority. It was manifested 
in a more public way by the Chairman of the EPA saying that if the public had issues of environmental 
concern which they wanted the EPA to know about, they should contact the EPA directly. That tension is 
not conducive to good environmental management. In making that statement the EPA was effectively 
undermining the department. By the department's privately saying things about the EPA the whole process 
is being undermined. 
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To take up the former Environment Minister's suggestion that I detail what are the issues, I point out that a 
range of other measures have not been implemented. We have seen nothing of the draft nature 
conservation strategy put together by the previous Labor Government We have seen nothing of the draft 
Wildlife and Conservation Bill that has been circulated for public comment and about which I have asked 
many questions. I have frequently been informed that the departments concerned are still examining the 
responses received in 1992. Those are some of the processes which immediately come to mind, but which 
this Government has not implemented or completed. 

One of the topical issues it has ignored, despite all its great commitments about examining environmental 
impact and making sure we had proper, timely, adequate and thorough assessment is that no environmental 
assessment has been undertaken on the Northbridge tunnel. Commonsense should tell us that if we are to 
embark on a project that will cost hundreds of millions of dollars, a formal environmental assessment 
should be carried out even if at a very basic level. When spending so much money all the issues must be 
put into the public arena so that the public know exactly what is being dealt with. That is part of the 
purpose of the Environmental Protection Act The Minister for the Environment will not allow us an 
opportunity for public consultation or public input. Nor will he allow us an opportunity to obtain all the 
information we need. 

It was no surprise to me that Harold Clough said that some level of environmental review should have been 
carried out on the Northbridge tunnel. Members may be interested to know that Mr Clough was a member 
of the Ramsey review, which reviewed the Environmental Protection Act in 1992 and, therefore, knows 
about the Act. It is disappointing. We know air pollution and ground water problems will arise. When we 
raise these issues the Minister for the Environment tries to reassure us that they are under control and that 
the tenderers will be considering them. How do we the public know that? We can gain no reassurance 
through the Environmental Protection Act because it has been bypassed. We cannot even get reassurance 
about practical environmental issues such as dust and noise which will result from the digging of the tunnel 
because we do not have an environmental management plan formally dealing with those issues. 

One of the ways in which the Government came to power was by promising tremendous improvements to 
the environment and imprOVed environmental assessments. However, in this area it is letting us down. 
Talking about the tunnel leads me to one of its other promises dealing with funding public transport. We 
cannot but recognise the fact that if we keep allowing more and more cars on more and more roads, we will 
increase air pollution. The document with which this Government won election refers to transport 
pollution and the aim of reducing environmental pollution from various forms of transport by introducing 
more environmentally friendly forms of transport Where is that happening? Nowhere. More roads are 
being built and more cars are coming onto the roads and thereby increasing pollution. The air is becoming 
polluted to such an extent that the 1995 annual report of the EPA referred to its leading to an impending 
disaster. 

This Government came to power with a very good promise that a select committee would be formed to 
investigate all aspects of air pollution. Its aim would have been to make bipartisan recommendations - as 
select committees usually do - to tackle the problem. What has occurred instead? Silence. The previous 
Minister said he did not want to take any action in this area until he had the results of studies, which still 
have not come to light I am referring to the Airshed studies initiated by the Labor Government and which 
were meant to report a year ago. The latest promise is that those results will be out in April. I hope they 
are. In the face of that the problem is worsening. We need only look at the newspaper to see that. Every 
week The West Australian publishes data about air pollution in Perth. It seems that this summer we have 
~xperienced extreme levels of air pollution on more days than in any previous year and we are very early 
mto the year. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You will be pleased with the reduction of lead in petrol. 

Dr EDWARDS: We have spoken previously about that and given the Government support. 

In summary, no select committee has been formed and none of the difficult issues surrounding air pollution 
has been tackled. A suggestion has floated out from the department into the public arena that insufficient 
funding exists to formally close some of the reviews which have been ongoing over the past few years. 

I tum now to the promises made before the last election to give unprecedented attention to bushland and 
wetlands. What has resulted from that? An urban bushland strategy is in place. At best it is flimsy and the 
urban bushland groups are very alarmed about that process. Although many statements were made prior to 
the last election and a fine policy document referred to the action the Government would take to protect 
bushland and wetlands, very little has taken place. Before the last election, much was made by the present 
Government about its approach to Hepburn Heights, which contributed to its success at the election. Yet in 
that area moves are being pushed ahead to bulldoze bush and build facilities that are now being questioned 
by some of the local residents. 

In addition the locals were under the impression that the protection of Brixton Street had proceeded. I was 
told ye~terday that questions have been raised about whether that has formally happened. The wetlands in 
the Qwndalup dunes to the south of the city again are being neglected. In fact, at Point Bescher, what is 
referred to ~s the youngest wetland in the world has been fenced off. Traffic travels past on a new road 
cr~t~ behmd the fence and a fire spread through the area about a month ago. That is a great tragedy. 
SC.len~s~ from allover the world have come here year after year to examine that evolving wetland. As I 
saId, It IS thought to be the youngest wetland in Western Australia; it is providing us with valuable 
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information. With the new road constructed at the back of it, it will become infested with weeds and will 
be trampled, and its value will be lost. 

Another commitment was that this Government would introduce a new concept to achieve a network of 
green ways. We were told there would be a green way link from inner Perth to Mandurah and to the north 
to Yanchep. I ask: What is happening there? One classic example is the development that is proposed on 
the banks of the Moore River, to the south, at Guilderton. This is yet another example of a development 
with no formal environmental assessment and, despite many appeals to the Minister, no assessment has 
been done. This issue is of interest to me. At a recent public meeting in Guilderton, the EPA signalled it 
may have made the wrong decision. It indicated to the members of the community group that it was happy 
to meet them to follow up their concerns and to see how it could influence the planning process to try to 
improve the situation. 

Mr Lewis: Had you agreed to the legislation that the Government put to this Parliament for the past 18 
months, you might have got the result you wanted. You cannot have it both ways. 

Dr EDWARDS: I think pigs might fly! We could come to the issue of the planning Bill and what that 
does to the Environmental Protection Act That is another story in itself. The Minister must now be 
concerned about the fate of that Bill, given the level of community and environmental concern about what 
it does to environmental conditions. It will be interesting to see how it gets through the upper House. 

In terms of planning I was quite amazed to see in the strategy document of the State Planning Commission 
that it had drawn in a green belt south of Guilderton, the very area for which the Minister for the 
Environment refused to do an environmental assessment. The Planning Commission document shows a 
green belt going through there. Perhaps the Planning Commission -

Mr Lewis: It is Wilbinga. 

Dr EDWARDS: No, it is not; it is north of Wilbinga. The Minister does not know his geography. 

Mr Lewis: No, I am sorry, you are wrong. 

Dr EDWARDS: No, the Planning Commission has it wrong. I will be happy to table a map, if that is what 
the Minister wants. The Minister should have read this document. One of the Government's promises was 
to make Wilbinga into a national park. What has happened to that promise? Nothing. The Minister cannot 
win on that point. 

Mr Lewis: It has never been the promise of the Minister for Planning or of this Government at all. 

Dr EDWARDS: I have it here and I will read it. In the section relating to coalition policies on the 
environment in Western Australia for the 1990s it talks about making Wilbinga and a number of other 
areas national parks. The good thing is that the Planning Commission seems to recognise that there are 
environmental values in this area, and there certainly are. The Department of Conservation and Land 
Management information suggests declared rare flora is in the area that has not been adequately assessed. 
In fact CALM was critical of some level of the environmental assessment. 

Mr Lewis: Have you been there? 

Dr EDW ARDS: Of course I have. 

Mr Lewis: Have you been on the south bank? 

Dr EDWARDS: I have. I had a great time there. I have been there more than once; I have been there 
about three times, and I enjoyed myself thoroughly on every occasion. 

There are also problems concerning the nutrients flowing into the Moore River. The development will 
increase that. Despite a lot of promises from the Government about integrated catchment management and 
protecting our waterways, there is no integrated catchment management plan for that river, which is one of 
the last remaining wild rivers. 

There are other issues on top of that. There is the dune itself and its environmental value. From a 
geomorphological point of view, that also has not had a proper assessment. This very good document 
spelling out coalition policies to do with the environment is just being ignored and is not even known to 
some of the key members who should be implementing what is in the document. 

I now tum to the issue of contaminated land, another area about which many promises were made. There 
was a promise to create a register of contaminated sites, which we are yet to see. In fact, questions to the 
Minister for the Environment indicate he has no interest in creating such a register, despite calls from 
developers. Some of the recent seminars have indicated that the developers want to know when land is 
contaminated because contamination provides impediments to future development. 

We were also promised contaminated sites legislation. We have not seen it We have seen a discussion 
paper which was interesting. I was interested in the annual report of the Department of Environmental 
Protection last year in which one of the directors said that his work was being hampered because he did not 
have contaminated sites legislation. He pointed out that the discussion paper had been drawn up in 
November of the previous year but was not released by the Minister until August last year. I ask: Where is 
the commitment to rectify an extremely serious situation when there is a delay in the release of a discussion 
paper? It is, after all, a discussion paper. 
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Mr Lewis: You were there for 10 years and what did you do? 

Dr EDWARDS: We did a lot. 

Mr Lewis: Nothing. 
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Dr EDWARDS: Let us talk about what the Government has not yet done. This policy paper points out that 
it is much better to treat contaminated sites than to bury the contaminated material. This afternoon we saw 
people protest about such a contaminated site. Again, it is a site that has not had the proper environmental 
review that it should have had. It is unfortunate that in February 1994 the then Minister for the 
Environment said that contaminated waste at Minim Cove at Mosman Park could be buried on site. It is to 
the credit of the Environmental Protection Authority that at the end of last year it listened to the concerns 
of local residents and was able to convince the Minister that, as the company was asking for a 20 per cent 
increase in the size of the containment cell, he and the EPA should use that opportunity to do an inquiry 
under section 46 of the Environmental Protection Act into what was going on. 

Unfortunately it seems to have continued as a sorry saga. In looking at the approval under section 46 the 
EPA sought legal advice. The EPA had some concerns that the Minister was saying he would do this 
review to see whether the developer could have a 20 per cent increase in the size of the containment cell, 
but the developer could still go ahead and dig it. To my mind, if the Minister says that he will review what 
the developer might do but the developer can do it anyway, that pre-empts the outcome. We have had 
fancy explanations by the Minister for the Environment that he said the developer could dig it out on 
condition that if the increase in size was not approved, the containment cell could be backfilled with clean 
material. I do not see it like that. When the Minister is signalling that the developer can dig out the extra 
20 per cent, he is pre-empting the outcome of the review process. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: It was the developer's decision whether it wanted to take the risk of excavating a bigger 
site. . 

Dr EDWARDS: The whole issue is much more serious than that. 

Mr CJ. Barnett It was its choice as a developer whether it wanted to do that or to wait. 

Dr EDWARDS: I think this happened: In December last year a small item in the environmental protection 
notices said that earthworks were going on at McCabe Street, Mosman Park. Some local people rang the 
developer to ask about the earthworks. The response from the developer was that that information should 
not have appeared in the paper, that the local people were not meant to know about it. The earthworks that 
were advertised in the paper related to a totally different project on another lot in McCabe Street and had 
nothing to do with the containment cell. 

It then transpired that the company had started digging this increased containment cell, without the 
approval of the Department of Environmental Protection or the Environmental Protection Authority. 
Correspondence on the public record indicates the view of the Department of Environmental Protection is 
that the company may technically have breached its licence conditions by expanding the cell without 
seeking approval. Of course, nothing has been done about that. All that happened was that the section 46 
application went in and subsequently the EPA decided that it thought the increase in the containment cell 
and the containment cell, itself, was technically feasible, and the whole thing will now go ahead. It is 
indicated in an article about this section 46 decision in the EPA bulletin that although this will happen, it 
should never happen again. 

The EPA in that bulletin pushes an item that is outside the terms of reference; that is, it urges the 
Government to find a site where contaminated waste can go. The Government should not need to be urged 
to do that. On 13 January 1993 that was speJt out very clearly in the contaminated sites part of the 
Government's environmental document It is an example of a policy that has not been followed and of a 
promise that has been broken. 

Unfortunately, there are also a number of other areas in relation to contamination where the framework set 
out in this document has not been followed and where, effectively, promises have been broken. 

At the end of last year a decision was made by the Government to bailout Stephenson & Ward, an 
incinerator company, by providing up to $1.4m to clean up the site housing the incinerator. It appeared 
that if the Government had not promised the money the company would not have been able to proceed with 
!ts own upgrade of the site. What do we have? We have some sort of commitment to the promise of more 
Jobs because $IAm is going to bailout a small company so that it can keep going. 

Mr Minson: That is not quite true. It was not a matter of bailing out. History shows that Governments 
!lCtually encouraged incinerating firms to deal with PCBs. Subsequently, I understand our advice was that 
If '!Ie were to ignore our responsibility we would certainly be found to have a legal liability. I was not 
Mmister for the Environment at the time that the final decision was made, but that was the way it was 
headed. It was not a matter of bailing out - the Government actually contributed to the problem. 

Dr EDWARDS: I am glad that that is on the public record because that information has been very hard to 
access. No-one else has been able to tell us that. I find the Minister's comments very helpful. What 
makes me extremely uneasy is that at the same time the Government was giving the company $1.4m to 
cl~an up the site, enabling the company to go ahead with its upgrade, all other hospital incinerators were 
bemg closed down. With government help this company is becoming a private monopoly. What I find 
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curious is that in August last year another incinerator company in roughly the same area was asked to 
provide the Department of Environmental Protection with figures for the cost of running an incinerator. 
The company was asked to provide quite detailed information in one week and it could not provide as 
detailed a submission as the Government wanted. There is a suspicion that perhaps the Government used 
the figures provided by that company to measure the progress at the other incinerator site. I believe 
something rather strange is going on in this State with incinerators. If the Government has this money to 
spend, why is it not upgrading the public incinerators? Why has it not upgraded the relatively new 
incinerator at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital? After all, the Government did seek expressions of interest 
from companies interested in upgrading the incinerator. Members would be interested to know that I have 
received complaints from companies in this area. They feel that an unfair monopoly has been created and 
that if there were truly a level playing field for incinerator operators there would be encouragement for 
them to be involved as well. There would also be encouragement to construct incinerators to the new 
standards we are moving to establish. 

They are just a few examples of the promises that have been broken by this Government In the short time 
left to me I will mention a couple of others. One of the issues that was addressed only last week was the 
decision by this Government to join the National Environmental Protection Council. I cannot help feeling 
that when this Minister became chairman of ANZECC, which is the umbrella organisation for that council, 
he felt obliged to follow that action. I congratulate the Government for belatedly joining the National 
Environmental Protection Council, but why does it not sign the United Nations Biodiversity Convention? 
Nearly every other State has signed this convention and we are looking like environmental vandals by 
staying out of the process. I urge the Government to sign. 

Other promises have been given some attention in the media in the past few days. Brisbane is currently 
holding the international Ramsar conference about wetlands. Unfortunately, although a number of 
wetlands in this State have been nominated for Ramsar inclusion, the Government has not backed those 
nominations, therefore they have failed. The Government has also been very stingy in relation to funding 
for the voluntary conservation movement. Even the more conservative large organisations have taken big 
cuts in funding. There is much fear in the environmental and conservation groups that these cuts will 
happen again. 

Finally, I wish to refer to promises made in relation to biodiversity. Before the last election we were told 
that action would be taken to increase biodiversity. Instead of that, what have we had? Within the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management we have had secrecy. In fact, questions have been 
asked in the other Chamber about biodiversity and species protection. We have been told that those 
questions cannot be answered because of court cases currently under way dealing with forests. I find that 
rather strange. Knowledge is knowledge. Perhaps the problem is that information is power and that is why 
the Government is not keen to provide the answers. Scientists have also been leaving CALM in droves. 
Fire ecologists and biodiversity officers have left and we have the unfortunate situation where scientists 
within CALM have been told that there is enough money in the budget to employ them, but if they want to 
do any research they must attract their own funding. That is not a good way to operate. 

What has been of most concern is the culture that has evolved in the past few years in that organisation. 
We have seen increasingly tight internal control and increasing censorship of the people in the 
organisation, and while that has been going on there has been increasing conflict between that organisation 
and the community. This Government has failed to deliver almost all of the 216 environmental promises 
that it made prior to the election. That is a disgrace, but unfortunately it fits in with the pattern of many 
other broken promises in many other areas. 

Amendment to Motion 
Dr EDWARDS: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we regret to inform Your Excellency that this House has extended its sympathy to 
thousands of Western Australians who have been cheated and deceived by the Court 
Government which has broken hundreds of promises made before the election in 1993. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [5.17 pm]: I wish to raise some of the issues of concern about the many 
broken promises of the Government. The key election slogan is the one big promise that this Government 
has clearly broken. It undertook to provide more jobs and better management. I will now show how this 
Government has deceived people with that slogan and claim, because it has simply not done that. It has not 
produced more jobs and, clearly, the quality of management is far inferior to that which we had in this 
State before the election of the current Government. When the coalition said that it would produce more 
jobs people thought that there would be some security in employment. However, we now know that 
thousands of government employees have found that their jobs have been removed altogether or have had 
to live with job insecurity because of the changes made by this Government. That is totally contrary to the 
promise that this Government made prior to the last election - to provide more jobs to help overcome the 
unacceptable levels of unemployment. Many people have lost their job when previously they had secure 
employment in government agencies or departments. 

Let us look at the promise of more jobs a little more closely. On a very minimalist level the State 
Government might claim that it did fulfil that promise because more people are currently employed in 
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Western Australia than there were in February 1993. That is true. However, when the Government made 
the claim that it would provide more jobs there was the implication that Western Australia would do 
better - that there would not simply be more jobs because we had a national Labor Government which was 
setting about creating jobs and which created a huge number of jobs across Australia. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr KOBELKE: During the election campaign the Liberals made a number of promises that suggested that 
if a federal Liberal Government were elected many goodies would flow to Western Australia. Of course, in 
1993 the Liberal Party was not elected nationally and those false promises were not there to be checked. 
Clearly, the promise of more jobs was taken to mean that Western Australia would do better than the rest of 
Australia. 

Mr Cowan: We have. 

Mr KOBELKE: The Deputy Premier says that Western Australia has done better, but I refer him to the 
figures. In February 1993 the figures from the Australian Bureau of Statistics showed an unemployment 
rate for Western Australia of 9.7 per cent and the national figure was 11.1 per cent. When the Court 
Government came to office Western Australia's unemployment rate was better by 1.4 percentage points 
than the national unemployment figure. What are the figures three years later? In February 1996 the 
unemployment figure for Australia was 8.4 per cent and for Western Australia it was 7.9 per cent; a 
difference of 0.5 per cent. I have found from the month by month figures over the past three years that the 
very good position inherited by the Court Government - the very low unemployment rate compared with 
the rest of Australia - has worsened and the current unemployment figure for this State has crept up to the 
national average. This Government's slogan that there would be more jobs in Western Australia does not 
stand when compared with the rest of Australia. Western Australia has been dragged back in the field 
because the Government has done nothing to create jobs. Instead, it has driven people out of employment 
by its policies which are applicable to the private sector. Any suggestion that this Government would be 
responsible for creating jobs can be seen for what it is; that is, a deception on the people of this State. 
Since it has been in power this Government has been unable to implement its plans, and the growth in jobs 
in this State can be attributed to national policies and not to the policies of the Court Government. The 
figures clearly show that. 

I move now to the Court Government's slogan that it would provide better management. Unfortunately, 
that has become a sick joke because this Government has stumbled from one fiasco to another. Its slogan 
of better management has been shown to be a sham; it was a trick pulIed on the people of this State. 

I will refer to the areas in which this Government might have been able to show improved management, 
but before I do that I ask why the Court Government has been a poor manager. It is because it has no clear 
idea as to whom it represents and serves. If it has, it is certainly a very narrow sectional group. It does not 
know how to look to the interests of the people of Western Australia or to the public interest of what is 
good for this State. Time and again we find that its decisions cannot be put before the pUblic; therefore, the 
Government cannot be held accountable. Time and again it has had to hide the information on which it has 
made its decisions. Its decisions have not been made with the interests of the people of Western Australia 
as the primary objective. That is clearly reflected in the total lack of any understanding of quality when it 
comes to providing services, management or the quality of life for ordinary Western Australians. The 
decisions made by this Government have been designed to help a few of its mates or to look to the bottom 
line of how to save money. It does not have a broad view of what would be good for the people of this 
State. 

I turn now to education and to the decision about school closures. Clearly it was a management disaster; it 
was a decision which was made on the run when the by-election was held for the seat of Glendalough. 
This decision cost this State money which could have been allocated to improving education. This 
Government did not listen to the people of this State before it made its decision. It got caught in a 
cumbersome mechanism of when it would close certain schools. The current Minister for Education has 
shelved this program without any consultation with the Premier and without any consideration of proper 
management, let alone better management. We also had the Good Start program, which was introduced by 
the previous Minister for Education. It was another major disaster. It consisted of a few ideas which had 
been cobbled together presumably to benefit the people of this State, but in reality to save money. In the 
en~ the proposal was totally unacceptable to the parents and students and to those parents with young 
chIldren who will be ready for preprimary education within the next few years. The Government had to 
c~)(~pletely change its direction and it cobbled together another proposal that was fraught with other 
d~fficul.ties. We then had the teachers' dispute, which lingered on for well over a year and which led to 
dIsruptIon to the education system. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: Are you happy with the primary schools in your electorate? The schools and the parents 
are happy. 

Mr KOBELKE: I will return to education in a moment. 

~e . previous Government implemented a number of programs that were acceptable, but the previous 
MInIster for Education of this Government made a clear statement that the Labor Government had 
Prov!ded a Rolls Royce system that Western Australians could not afford and he had to drag down the 
qUalIty of preprimary education. I hope the new Minister for Education will restore it to the standards that 
prevailed before his Government came to power. 
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I refer now to the health system and to the major disaster in the hospital system which has led to a 
reduction in services across the board. Is that what is meant by better management? Is any member 
opposite prepared to state that there has been better management in health in the past three years? No, they 
are silent. The management of the health system has been a total fIasco. 

I turn now to the Western Australia Police Service. The crime rate has soared and this Government has not 
fulfIlled its promise of an extra 800 policemen on the beat Instead it has driven down morale; that must be 
affecting the effIciency of the Police Force, which needs the support of the Government and the 
Opposition. The mismanagement by this Government has, in an insidious way, eaten away at the 
efficiency and functioning of the Police Force. This Government has continued to go from one disaster to 
another. Fortunately the Commissioner of Police has pushed aside the Minister for Police and taken over 
the management of the force and some order has been restored The management should be coming from a 
political level, but it is not. 

Mismanagement has occurred across a range of departments in the public sector, resulting in the loss of 
morale. Time and again the Government has employed and promoted its mates and interfered in the proper 
management of public sector organisations. It is not only opposition members who are saying this: We 
have had a Commission on Government and various members of the community have come forward to 
speak about the mismanagement by this Government I refer to an article which was published in The West 
Australian on Monday, 18 December in which people were purported to have made certain comments. If 
members take issue with my comments I suggest that they refer to the source to see whether the person 
concerned has been correctly quoted. The article said about Mr Tony Rutherford, the President of the 
Institute of Public Affairs, who I thought was a close ally of this Government, that -

He singled out Education Minister Norman Moore as the worst example of a minister treating staff 
poorly. 

He was saying that the blame for the low morale among public servants should rest with Ministers of the 
Government. Mr Rutherford stated -

I think the problem falls within the responsibility of the individual ministers who aren't very good 
at managing. . 

He is a supporter of this Government in the Institute of Public Affairs. Mr Rutherford continued -

You have to look very closely at education ... the communication between the Minister and the 
teachers is very bad. 

The former Director of Education Mr Greg Black responded by stating -

I would be the last one to say we couldn't have handled it beuer. 

People who have some standing in the community, who do not have a political axe to grind, are saying 
exactly what I said about Ministers, and particularly about the former Minister for Education - that we have 
had deplorable levels of management. This is in a Government that said it would introduce better 
management. 

In addition, in evidence to the Commission on Government, Mr Bruce Collier, the Chairman of the 
Western Australian Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, stated that the morale of public sector workers was 
at an all time low. Members can see time and time again examples of where the public and people of 
position say that this Government knows nothing about management, that it is simply moving from one 
fiasco to another. Mr Dave Robinson of the Civil Service Association, who must be respected although he 
is seen to be on one side of the argument, responded to Mr Collier's statement. Mr Robinson stated that 
comments about the low morale of public servants were accurate. He also stated -

There is fear and concern that exists in most of the workers in the public sector that they will be 
held totally accountable if anything goes wrong and get no support. 

The article continued -

There have been complaints about ministers, particularly Mr Kierath, interfering with the 
day-to-day running of departments. 

Several chief executives have said the Government did not know how to treat people, especially 
senior management and chief executives, he said. 

They are just a few of the quotes I could provide to the House on the understanding in the community of 
Western Australia that this Government knows nothing about management. A few individual Ministers 
might be doing a good job; however, the overall view is that this Government does not know how to 
manage, and any promise that it would produce better management has not stood up to the test of reality. 

Its mismanagement is so bad that this Government is involved in two court actions because it tried to look 
after its mates and came unstuck. A deal was struck with Mr Gascoine for some land in Yallingup which 
ended up in such confusion and is such a fiasco that Mr Gascoine will take legal action again the 
Government because of the wrong that has been done to him. Mr Gascoine is on the record as being a 
contributor to Liberal Party funds, and a strong Liberal Party supporter. What was seen as a deal to do Mr 
Gascoine a favour has come back to bite the Government, because of the total mismanagement involved. 
One need touch only briefly on a similar deal with Mr Buckeridge and the BAAC Pty Ltd stevedoring 
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fiasco with the Minister for Transport, Mr Charlton. Mr Buckeridge is suing the State for about $4m 
beCause of the Minister's mismanagement. 

Is the Premier giving a lead and pulling Ministers into line, so we might improve the standard of 
management in the Government of Western Australia? No. The Premier knows nothing about 
management. He has shown himself to be an incompetent manager. How does the Premier react? The 
Premier twists the English language so that suddenly black is white. The Premier cannot face up to the 
trUth. I have had arguments at intervals with the Deputy Premier, the Leader of the National Party. I 
always expect at the end of day, if something is demonstrated as a fact, that the Deputy Premier will accept 
it is fact and remove that from his argument and take another tack. That is not the case with the Premier. 
Today the Opposition had the Premier cold about the lack of consultation with the Minister for Education; 
however, the Premier would not face up to that. Time and time again the Premier says things that are 
incorrect. That is not necessarily because he sets out to deceive people; it is simply because he cannot hold 
the facts in his head and he spouts something that is incorrect. Will the Premier apologise, and face up to 
the authenticity of something he said and say that he got it wrong? No, the Premier cannot manage, 
because he cannot face the reality of the facts that are presented to him. He continues to blubber on and 
twist the English language and try to say that black is white. 

This Government cannot run away from the fact that it has broken numerous promises. I have a list, which 
limited time will not allow me to tackle. I have taken up the broad issue of how this Government was 
elected on a platform of more jobs and better management. The people of this State do not believe the 
Government has been responsible for creating more jobs. There has been job growth. However, this 
Government can take no credit for that; national policies have created that growth. This Government has 
slashed jobs from the public sector so that many people who had secure employment have lost their jobs 
and many others have been placed in insecure positions because of the mismanagement of the public sector 
by this Government. 

Mr CJ. Barnett Where did resource sector jobs come from? How did the Keating Government get them 
going in this State? 

Mr KOBELKE: What ideas of its own has this Government had to create jobs? The gas project is 
excellent, but that was a policy of the former Government. The Opposition compliments the Minister for 
carrying on with that policy and putting it into place. It was not a promise that this Government made, it 
already existed in the strategies for the Pilbara put together by the member for Pilbara. The Opposition 
recognises those achievements and we compliment the Minister on them. The former Government was 
moving down the same track with that, and many other things which the Minister can rightfully claim as 
achievements of this Government. However, when one looks at the total approach, in order to make a 
realistic assessment one must look at unemployment rates in Western Australia and compare them with the 
rest of Australia. As I have already illustrated, Western Australia was well below the national 
unemployment rate when this Government came to power. Western Australia has slipped back into the 
middle of the field. This Government is on shaky ground when it claims to be responsible for the 
production of extra jobs in this State. 

MR BROWN (Morley) [5.37 pm]: In the brief time available to me I will compare the promises made by 
the coalition parties prior to the last state election with the performance of the Government over the past 
three years. In particular, I will show how coalition promises have not been implemented by the 
Government and how the Government has attempted to deceive the people of Western Australia; more 
particularly, the community services sector and the people who rely on that sector. I refer to a document 
headed "Community Services, Western Australian coalition policies for the nineties, 12 January 1993". 
The broken promises start from page 1 of that document and continue all the way through it. It is 
appropriate to start with what the coalition, then in opposition, described as the philosophy underpinning its 
policy approach. Page 1 of the document set down four points of philosophy to which the coalition 
adhered. It stated that family and community networks should be supported and empowered to facilitate 
solutions ahead of the State. In other words, the philosophy was that one should encourage, support and 
nurture the family and community networks to enable them to develop solutions for the community. 

With that commitment being made as an underlying policy, it is important to look at the record. One could 
go.to a whole range of government actions which demonstrate that it has turned its back on that underlying 
philosophy, but one need go no further than a response to a question on notice that I asked, recorded at 
page 11737 of Hansard of last year. The question relates to the way in which the Government has decided 
to ~locate funding to the non-government sector. Rather than nurturing the community organisations 
which have come about as a result of concern in the community for action to be taken on family policy or 
whatever, the Government has decided to dictate to organisations the type of services they are to provide. 

Part (1) of the question asked whether, arising from a study undertaken by the Government, 
rec~mmendations were made for the closure of 31 services provided by non-government organisations and 
the Implementation of major changes to 30 services and minor changes to 74 services. Over the page we 
see the tyPe of changes that have been implemented by the Government contrary to the views of the study 
and ce~n non-government organisations that operate in that sector. We see within the Government a 
dete~mation to dictate almost in an absolute sense the nature of the community services that will be 
prO~lded .by the non-government sector rather than supporting that sector and encouraging it to provide the 
services It ~ecognises as necessary for the community. The coalition states its underlying philosophy at 
page 1 of Its community services policy document issued before the last election, but it has breached 
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absolutely that philosophy by the way in which it has gone about implementing its community services 
policy in the past three years. 

The second area where a very hypocritical stance has been taken by the coalition can be seen at page 2 of 
the document. In 1993 the coalition, then in opposition, was very critical of the capital works programs 
being underspent by the Labor Government. The document reads at page 2 -

Massive under expenditure has occurred in each year in the Community Services Capital Works 
budgets. Close scrutiny of budget documents reveals that false illusions of community project 
development were created at budget time by Labor. 

On the back page the policy document provides a summary of the under-expenditure on capital works 
programs by the Labor Government. The criticism by the coalition at that time was that the Labor 
Government was setting out in its budget documents significant capital funding expenditure for the 
forthcoming year which was subsequently not expended on improving community services. The criticism 
by the coalition was that this was an illusion; it was a subterfuge. and Labor was to be condemned for it. 

It is interesting to look at what the coalition has done in office. The table produced by the coalition prior to 
the last election alleges that Labor had a Budget of subterfuge but it is nothing like the subterfuge by the 
coalition Government in the community services sector. I tum now to the coalition capital works program 
statements for the 1994-95 and 1995-96 financial years to indicate how the provision of capital works 
projects in community services has been grossly misrepresented since the coalition came to power. I refer 
first to the 1994-95 capital works program; page 124 refers to the long day care centres program for 1992-
93. The amount allocated was $4 340000. The amount spent in the 1993-94 financial year was $2 OOO! 
Around 99.8 per cent of the budget was not allocated. The after school hours child care program needed by 
the community was in the first budget allocation by the coalition for 1993-94. The allocation in 1993-94 to 
the after school hours program refers to 1992-93 which was $360 000. The amount spent was $18 000. In 
the 1993-94 program the amount allocated was $233000 and the amount spent was nil. I compare the 
1993-94 commitments and the end of year expenditure. For 1994-95 when people were applauding the 
community services program the Government promised $3.1 m for the expanded national child care 
strategy. It was stated that this allocation would enable work to commence in 1994-95 on further centres 
providing 360 long day care and 1 380 out of school care places. That is, $3.1m was promised in 1994-95. 

In addition, $3.7m was promised for the commencement of 13 new family centres. I remember the debates 
in this place: Coalition member after coalition member said what a wonderful commitment this was to the 
community services sector. Coalition members referred to all the money being allocated. They said that it 
was capital works funding of almost $7m at a time when the Government was under great financial 
pressure. They said that the Government was making a great contribution. I remember those speeches. 
However I tum now to the capital works program for 1995-96. 

Mrs Edwardes: Is this for the family centres? 

Mr BROWN: Yes. 

Mrs Edwardes: You will be aware of the problems for us in that area. It was caused by going into joint 
ventures with local councils. The consultation process has taken longer than was anticipated. 

Mr BROWN: It has taken a long time because these commitments were made three years in a row - in 
1993-94, 1994-95 and again in 1995-96. I must compliment the Minister on at least starting the process. 
She issued a press release the other day saying the Government would actually start the process - in the 
Government's final year, just before the election. She is better than her mate over there - he did not spend 
a brass razoo. It is a great manipulation of the budget process. The glossies put out by the Minister's 
predecessor showed the capital expenditure the Government would spend this year. They said, "Look at 
how it has been growing; look at the huge capital expenditure in 1993-94, 1994-95 and 1995-96." Do 
members know where it came from? It came from previous years. It was not spent; it was not allocated. 

Mrs Edwardes: The former Minister would have loved to spend it if the consultation process had allowed 
the agreements to be put in place in time in those years. The member for Morley knows that as well as I 
do. 

Mr BROWN: I appreciate that the Minister is getting used to her portfolio. However, she should look at 
Hansard when I asked the Minister what was happening to the children's services state planning committee 
and when it met. It did not meet for 14 months. Is that a Minister who is concerned about putting into 
place these community programs? He did not even call the committee together. Of course nothing will 
happen to identify need if the committee is not called together; if the Minister does not sit down with the 
people and identify needs. There was no desire to do so. This is a complete manipulation of the capital 
works budget. I am glad the member for Collie is in the Chamber because she wrote the coalition policies. 
She accused the Labor Party of manipulating the capital works budget. She should look at the figures for 
the past three years. Labor is an orphan; it did not understand how to manipulate. The member for Collie's 
coalition colleagues are the past masters of manipulation because each year they say that they have 
allocated a little more to the community services sector and say what a great job they are doing. The 
money was allocated in the Budget; it is just that it was never spent. The next year they carry it over and 
say that they are doing a good job; that last year they allocated $6m and this year they are allocating $12m. 
They forget to say that $6m of that comes from the previous year. This is unbelievable - and this is only 
page 2 of the coalition's policy document. We have not even got to the rest of it. How dare government 
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members sit there piously talking about what the Labor Government was like in power. Members opposite 
are the greatest manipulative bunch we have seen. They say that they have a caring concern about the non
government and community services sector. We have had the real Court Government for three years; it did 
not spend a cracker on community services from the capital works budget. However, in the run up to the 
election we have the chameleons, and they will do the right thing. They will spend a few of the dollars 
they have held back. There is a rush to get the centres up before election day. The new Minister for 
Family and Children's Services, like the new Minister for Health, has said that the Government will 
implement the policy. That is a big start because the former Minister allocated the money in the Budget 
but then said that the Government would not implement it. 

Let us look at what is in the capital works budget this year. This is being done so the Government can say 
in May this year that it is doing a good job and that it has a huge budget surplus. Of course it has a huge 
budget surplus - it has not spent anything. In this fmancial year's capital works budget $2m is allocated to 
the construction of an adolescent and child support centre. I applied under the Freedom of Information Act 
for information to see whether the $2m was likely to be spent. Do members know how much will be spent 
this financial year? An amount of $178 000 will be spent; 92 per cent of the budget allocation will not be 
used this financial year. Five million dollars is allocated for the expanded national child care strategy. If 
all this money were available each year, the figure would have been $3.1m in 1994-95. This money is 
saved from previous years. What has happened with the implementation of this strategy? The new 
Minister for Family and Children's Services issued a media statement the other day stating that the 
Government was about to start. 

Mrs Edwardes: Are you not pleased that you and your colleagues are being regularly informed? 
Everybody is being informed about what is happening in Family and Children's Services. 

Mr BROWN: This is a new policy. 

Mrs Edwardes: It is an important policy and members are being informed about what is happening in their 
area. 

Mr BROWN: We understand what the Government is seeking to achieve in its last 12 months: It is 
seeking to separate the old Court Government from the new image of the Government as good, caring 
guys. However, at the last minute, government members will be judged on their performance, not on their 
charades of the last 12 months before the election. 

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [5.57 pm]: I will address the House on the question of the south west. 
Prior to the last election the coalition issued a joint policy on the south west. I will start with one small 
item, which incidentally is not included in the list of broken promises provided by the Leader of the 
Opposition. The promise on page 19 of the coalition's policy under the heading of mosquitoes states -

The Coalition government will instigate a rigorous control program - particularly around the 
Leschenault and Peel-Harvey Inlets - to prevent the spread of Ross River Virus. Additional 
funding will be provided to step up research into the disease. 

The question of whether that promise has been honoured is answered by The West Australian of 18 March 
which reports that hundreds of people have been hit by the Ross River virus. It states that since October 
more than 700 people in the south west have been affected by the Ross River virus, and cites the fact that 
there were only 700 cases altogether in 1991-92 and 600 in 1989-90. The member for Murray might have 
the temerity to say that it is all due to the construction of the Dawesville Cut. However, as the member for 
Bunbury knows only too well, this outbreak of Ross River virus is not confined to the Mandurah area: It is 
as strong in the Bunbury and Capel areas as it is in Mandurah. All the programs have been allowed to run 
d?wn and lack the urgency that existed when we originally tried to address the issue of the Ross River 
VIrUS. The West Australian article contains an acknowledgment of that fact because it states that the 
epidemic has prompted an expensive aerial spraying program from the southern end of the Harvey estuary 
as far north as flood-prone Amarillo near Mandurah. It took the epidemic to prompt this Government to do 
something, despite the fact that in black and white in the policy was the promise that it would do something 
about it immediately on its election. The members for Murray, Bunbury, Wellington and Collie should be 
personally signing off letters to every person who has been infected with the Ross River virus, apologising 
for the fact that this coalition Government not only did not honour the promise it made at the last election, 
but also allowed many of the programs and investigations which were under way at that time to fall into 
abeyance. 

Sitting suspended/rom 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Mr D.L. SMITH: I will again quote from page 19 of the coalition policy on the south west-

The Coalition government will instigate a rigorous control program - particularly around the 
Leschenault and Peel-Harvey Inlets - to prevent the spread of Ross River Virus. Additional 
funding will be provided to step up research into the disease. 

Vfe can see the extent to which that policy has been honoured by the fact that more cases of Ross River 
VIrUS have occurred since October than during the whole of the years 1989-90 and 1990-91. 

Mr Blaikie interjected. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Vasse may find the question of Ross River virus amusing. I assure him 
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that for every one of those 700 people infected it is a very serious disease indeed The disability and pain 
they suffer is quite substantial and results in a real infliction on their quality of life. It is time that this 
coalition honoured that promise. I will give the coalition some advice on how to honour that promise. 
First and foremost, the decision is too important to leave to local government. It requires a full-time 
monitoring team to establish the breeding areas where the infections are the greatest. 

Mr Marshall: It is being done around the Peel Inlet. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: We are three years into the term of the Government of the member for Murray. Having 
that sort of outbreak in his electorate is not good enough. The member for Bunbury might not like to know 
that the levels of infections in Bunbury this year have been as great as they have ever been. If we look 
back in time at a report made under the Labor Government on the Leschenault estuary and look at the way 
in which the whole area was investigated, all of the breeding sites were identified and a solution found for 
each of them. Baiting by itself is not enough. One must have a comprehensive plan designed around every 
breeding spot, which must be based where necessary on drainage, baiting and other control measures. It 
must be the responsibility of the State Govemment, not local authorities. At Peel we have the Murray shire 
and Mandurah City Council involved. In the Bunbury area Bunbury, Dardanup and Harvey are involved. 
We can no longer leave this responsibility to local government. The State Government must accept 
responsibility and do something urgently. 

Dr Hames: When was the report? 

Mr D.L. SMITH: From memory, it was about 1987 or 1988. It is a very good report from the point of 
view of vectors involved. Some of the scientific data contained in the report have proven subsequently not 
to be accurate. It was felt at that time that the salt water variety of mosquito was the only vector. Because 
of the number of cases at Capel and elsewhere, I am satisfied that it cannot be only the salt water variety; 
fresh water varieties must be involved as well. This critical issue was a front page article in yesterday's 
The West Australian. We should all be supporting a move to ensure that the coalition honours at least that 
promise. 

Mr Marshall: The health authorities have scientists investigating this. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: Tony Wright is an entomologist with the Health Department. He conducted the study at 
Bunbury and has all the information and ideas necessary to sustain a proper eradication program. All it 
requires is a proper commitment to the funding that should have been committed to honour this promise. 
There are so many issues in the south west that I can allow no more time for this issue. 

I tum to the coalition promises for law and order in the south west. 

Mr Blaikie: What about the regional airport? 

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Vasse seems to regard Ross River virus and law and order as matters 
for mirth and interjection. I regard the issues of Ross River virus and law and order as too important for 
me to respond to his interjections. The coalition promises for the south west included these -

Increase the number of police on the beat; 

Provide a South West Police Headquarters in Bunbury to replace the present outdated and 
cramped facilities at Bunbury police station and at the traffic and licensing department as a matter 
of urgency; 

Sell of present police facilities to help fund new police headquarters; 

Retain a shop-front police station in Bunbury central business district; 

Investigate siting new police headquarters on the comer of Koombana Drive and Estuary Drive to 
take advantage of major road network and closer proximity to East Bunbury, Australind and Eaton 
areas ... 

Provide new police stations at Australind and Capel; 

The only one of those promises which is anywhere near being honoured is that of a police station at 
Australind. The only part of that which has been honoured is a $400 ()()() allocation for its planning and 
that of seven other police stations throughout Western Australia. As to the design of the building and the 
like, we have yet to see anything concrete. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Bunbury will be interested in the next thing I have to say. Two 
elements of that promise were a shop-front in the central business district and more police on the beat. If 
there had been a police shop-front present in Bunbury and police on the beat, perhaps we would not be 
seeing headlines of a rape in a shop on the main street of Bunbury. For the benefit of people who do not 
know where that shop is, it is situated at the comer opposite the Bunbury tower on the main restaurant strip 
of Bunbury, just around the comer from the Lord Forrest Hotel. A woman was raped in that shop in broad 
daylight. 

Mr Osborne interjected. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Bunbury talks about a police station at Australind. 
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Mr Osborne: Do you think I am content with that? 

The SPEAKER: Order! I can understand why the member is directing his remarks to the government 

cross benches. He is getting responses from them. I ask him to direct his remarks more to the Chair 

beCause I am keen to hear what he has to say. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: I am referring to the breaching of election promises by members opposite, as a coalition. 

I think it is proper to address them when they failed the people of Bunbury so badly that there was a rape in 

broad daylight in a shop, and members opposite promised at the last election not only new police 

headquarters, but also police on the beat and shop front premises in the CBD to prevent not that sort of 

crime, but the sort of ordinary crime we were experiencing three years ago. The level of sexual crime in 

Bunbury is out of hand. One of the reasons for that is the deliberate policies of this Government. This 

Government has been transferring its sexual offenders to Bunbury so that instead of the usual quota of 

sexual offenders in Bunbury prison, the majority of the prisoners at Bunbury are sex offenders. Their 

families then move to Bunbury to support them while they are in prison and on their release, many of these 

offenders return to the Bunbury community and stay in the community. 

Dr Hames: Have any of them done anything? 

Mr D.L. SMITH: I will not talk about cases of who has done what However, when a Government has a 

deliberate policy of moving all sexual offenders into one community, and releases them into that 

community, the chances are they will stay in that community. We should not be surprised when that leads 

to an increase in the incidence of sexual crimes in Bunbury. That is especially so when lies are told in this 

House about the programs that are meant to be implemented in those prisons to try to divert those people 

away from the sexual offences for which they were convicted. There should be proper diversion programs 

in prison for people who commit sex crimes, before they are released. There are no such programs in 

Bunbury even though we were promised them at the time the sexual offenders were transferred to Bunbury. 

What we have is a poor substitute. It is a combination of a community and prison based program that none 

of the parole authorities or the people involved in the development and design of the sexual offenders 

programs in prisons are prepared to acknowledge are successful. That is why the prisoners at Bunbury who 

want to get into those programs are transferred to Casuarina and elsewhere while they undergo such 

programs. However, they cannot get into the program because the Government is not prepared to commit 

the funds for those offenders to undergo the program while in prison. Not only are prisoners who have not 

undergone those programs being released into the Bunbury community, but also they must stay in the 

prison environment with other sexual offenders establishing peer groups for much longer than they should 

and occupying space which prevents the courts from sentencing other offenders. 

Members opposite may regard their broken promises in relation to the Police Force, the police stations and 

law and order as being something they can forget. That is what they did to win the election and they can 

now forget about it! Enough is enough. We in Bunbury are sick and tired of the level of crime and 

particularly of the level of sexual crime. I am sick and tired of the elderly, the separated and the lonely in 

Bunbury having to lock their doors and live like prisoners because of the Government's failure to honour 

its election promises for police on the beat and in relation to funding for all of those issues related to the 

eradication of crime. This document has broken promises on every page of it. 

Mrs van de Klashorst interjected. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: That is not correct. I will go through chapter and verse if the member wants to bring on 

a special debate on law and order. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I direct the member for Mitchell to direct his remarks to the Chair. 

Mr D.L. SMITH: Let me tum to the promises about transport The second dot point on page 16 states that 

~he Government will upgrade the main Bunbury-Perth highway to dual carriageway all the way by 1995. It 

IS now 1996 and it is not even at the halfway point. There is a gaping hole in the development of that dual 

c.arriageway from the Brunswick River to Millers Creek and beyond. There is nothing in here about a 4¢ a 

lItre fuel levy to fund roads. There is also no reference to completing the dual carriageway by 1995, even 

on the 10 year program that is meant to be funded by that 4¢ levy. It will go on that 10 year program only 

as far as Lake Clifton. There is also no suggestion that the Lake Clifton to Tim's Thicket section and the 

Lak~ Clifton and the eastern bypass at Mandurah will be constructed during the 10 years, or that the 

KWl~ana Freeway will be extended beyond Folly Road prior to the expiry of that 10 year program. Yet, 

here IS a political lie that the Government will upgrade the main Bunbury highway to dual carriageway all 

the way by 1995. 

The third dot point states that work will commence on the Bussell Highway between Bunbury and 

Busse.lton to bring it to dual carriageway status by 1995. The only thing this Government did after it came 

to <?ffIce was to finish off that part of the construction that had been started by the previous Government 

which took the dual carriageway as far as Capel. Nowhere in the 10 year program that is currently being 

put out by this Government is there a suggestion that it will complete the dual carriageway from Capel to 

Busselt0!1. However, the Government promised that it would complete that in the two year period between 

the electlon and the end of 1995. This document, like so much of what was promised by the coalition at the 

last election, is like the Howard Government's promises prior to the last federal election. It promised 

every,body everything they wanted. However, as soon as it got into government it ignored most of the 

promises. 
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One of the promises was that the Government would retain the south west Ministry and that there would 
continue to be a Minister for the south west. There is no Minister for the south west. We see the Minister 
for Regional Development, the Deputy Premier, about once every two months in Bunbury and we get about 
as much attention from him in terms of policy. It is clear to me that regional development policy is now 
driven out of St Georges Terrace and the only areas that are getting any consideration under the regional 
development policies are the wheatbelt areas. One has only to look at the allocations from the business 
support programs and the like to see evidence of the sort of pork barrelling that is going on. On the 
question of pork barrelling, the first area mentioned to get a new swimming pool under the coalition 
Government was Australind. I have been waiting with bated breath for the member for Bunbury, the 
member for Wellington, the Minister for Regional Development, or the Minister for Sport and Recreation 
to announce that Australind will get its funding for a swimming pool this year. After all, the people of 
Australind have been planning for nearly five years and have been fundraising for at least two years on the 
promise they would get the funding for that pool. Who is getting the swimming pool money? It is Vasse 
and Waroona. Apart from Vasse and Busselton, the fastest growing community in the whole of Western 
Australia that does not have a suitable beach in its area has been ignored. 

Mr Blaikie: I suggest that the local member should lift his game and do something about it. Who is the 
local member for Australind? 

Mr D.L. SMITH: I am the local member for Australind. I am trying to make the point that one cannot 
trust a Liberal. If the Liberals make a promise at the next election, ignore it. 

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [7.50 pm]: I am pleased to have this opportunity to speak in support of the 
amendment moved by the member for Maylands. This Government is languishing, for a number of 
reasons. One reason is the number of promises which were made by this Government and broken, which is 
the matter addressed by this amendment. Another reason is the lack of leadership from the Premier, and I 
will address that matter later this evening. The issue of broken promises is very relevant today because the 
Opposition has released a document which enumerates the 300-odd promises which this Government has 
broken. 

Mr Blaikie: Do you want to change your leader again? You have had three different leaders since you 
have been in opposition. 

Mr THOMAS: No. We have a good leader; members opposite do not. 

I have been very aware of the broken promises of this Government. When we came into opposition after 
the 1993 state election, I was appointed the opposition spokesperson for water resources. One of the first 
promises to be broken was with regard to water resources. Subsequently, when Carmen Lawrence resigned 
from this Parliament to go to the Federal Parliament, I was appointed shadow spokesperson for energy, and 
other promises were broken in that area. I have become painfully aware of the fact that this Government 
has a propensity to break promises. Those promises go to the heart of the important undertakings which it 
gave to the electorate during that election campaign. 

My electorate does not include Robb Jetty, which is in the electorate of my leader, the member for 
Fremantle, but a substantial proportion of the meat workers who used to be employed at Robb Jetty are in 
my electorate. There is obviously some ambiguity about what was said, but they believe that the deputy 
leader of the National Party and Minister for Primary Industry gave them an undertaking that Robb Jetty 
would remain open. The Minister claims that he said something else; if that is his claim, I will accept it. 
However, there is no doubt that the Minister for Primary Industry said that if Robb Jetty were closed, it 
would be replaced by a new public sector owned, high tech abattoir, which would be very efficient and 
effective. 

Mr Trenorden: That has almost happened. 

Mr THOMAS: I have in my electorate several hundred unemployed meat workers. 

Mr Trenorden: Tell them to move to Albany. You cannot complain about having unemployed meat 
workers in your electorate and also about having an abattoir -

Mr THOMAS: I am not complaining about having an abattoir in my electorate. I want to have an abattoir 
in my electorate, and I wish the one that was there previously was still there, with upgraded plant which 
would have enabled it to be a profitable operation for many years. The industry which has been based in 
that area for many years has gone. People whose families have worked in abattoirs for several generations 
have been displaced because of this Government's broken promises. 

I return now to my shadow portfolio responsibilities and will deal first with water resources. The 
Government promised prior to the election that there would be no increases in taxes and charges and no 
new taxes and charges. We all recall that before this Government came into office, people had a so-called 
frce water allowance of 150 kilolitres. It was not really free, because people paid for it in their fixed 
charge, but the first 150 kilolitres was not subject to a quantum charge. One month after this Government 
came into office, the then Minister for Water Resources, Mr Omodei, abolished the so-called free water 
allowance and imposed a charge of 19¢ per kL for the first 150 kL of water used. I think that charge is 
now 27.5¢ or 28¢ per kL. How on earth can members opposite justify that charge when they said to the 
people of this State that there would be no increases in taxes and charges and no new taxes and charges? I 
was still reading the first of the documents that I had undertaken to read in my capacity as shadow Minister 
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for Water Resources when I heard the Minister announce on radio that this free water allowance would be 
abolished. That was a deliberate deception and breach of faith. It was all very well for the person who 
broke that promise to sit there at the time with a comfortable smile on his face because he represents a non
metropolitan electorate and it would make no difference to his constituents. However, many of my 
constituents are some of the poorest people in Perth - pensioners and the like - and they were very careful 
to ensure that they consumed less than 150 kL of water. The Minister tried to justify his breach of faith 
with the electorate by saying it was a conservation measure: If we charged people more for water, they 
would consume less. That rationalisation has no merit because I know many people who ensure that they 
consume less than 150 kL of water. 

Mr Board: Are you happy with the $800m infill sewerage project? 

Mr THOMAS: I am very happy with it and I would like to see it expanded However, members opposite 
told the electorate that there would be no increases in taxes and charges and no new taxes and charges, yet 
within months, their Government broke that promise. That was despicable. 

Mr Day: That was not an election promise. 

Mr THOMAS: Yes it was - no new taxes and charges and no increases in taxes and charges. 

Mr Tubby: It was Carmen Lawrence who made that promise. The current Premier did not make that 
promise. 

Mr THOMAS: I suggest the member for Roleystone go to the Leader of the Opposition's office and get a 
copy of this document. It is all footnoted and sourced. The Premier said that there would be no new taxes 
and charges and no increases in taxes and charges. 

The Government promised to reduce and then abolish payroll tax. We learnt later that that was contingent 
upon -

Mr Board: Do you know what happened to the $350m from the SGIC? You were in Cabinet at the time. 

Mr THOMAS: The member for Jandakot's colleagues knew all about that when they were formulating 
their election promises for the 1993 state election. Twelve months after that election, there was a change of 
opposition leadership when Carmen Lawrence resigned to go to Federal Parliament, and in the reshuffle of 
shadow ministerial responsibilities, I picked up the responsibility for energy, a subject in which I am very 
interested. Within weeks of obtaining that shadow portfolio responsibility, I was shocked to see one 
promise broken after another. The most obvious broken promise in the energy area, which arose within a 
week, I think, of my picking up that portfolio - obviously I have some sort of jinx in this area - was the 
announcement that a contract would be let for a 600 megawatt power station at Collie. The Premier said 
prior to the election - I guess we must be a bit careful with our words - that he was 99 per cent sure that the 
Government would build a 600 MW coal fired power station in Collie. He could get away with it by 
saying it was not really a promise and the outcome was within the one per cent. Most people would accept 
an undertaking that something would be 99 per cent certain as a clear signal it would be done. Not only the 
Premier but also the Deputy Premier said in unequivocal terms that the Government would build a 600 
MW power station at Collie. 

The other day I visited Collie with the Minister for Energy and we opened a 300 MW power station. As he 
spoke I waited for him to announce that the Government would build another 300 MW station and 
ultimately honour its promise. I waited in vain. Not a word was said by him to explain why it was 300 
MW rather than 600 MW. 

Mr Bloffwitch: You should congratulate him on achieving the 300 MW power station. 

Mr THOMAS: I am happy to see a 300 MW power station, but I am unhappy that it is not 600 MW. 

Mr Minson: You do not build power stations for the fun of it. If you need only 300 MW, that is all that 
you should build. 

Mr THOMAS: The Government knew that in 1992 when it told the people of Collie it would build a 600 
MW power station. The Deputy Premier actively misled the people of Collie into believing a 600 MW 
power station would be built in order to shore up support for the member for Collie. It was a cynical 
attempt by the National Party in particular to prop up the member for Collie. It succeeded in that, but in so 
doing it misled the people of Collie. 

Mr Cowan: Absolute nonsense. 

Mr THOMAS: The difference between 300 MW and 600 MW is a ratio of 2: 1. 

Mr Cowan: It is a matter of timing. 

Mr THOMAS: I was explaining before the Deputy Premier came in that I was waiting to hear the Minister 
for Energy announce something further in Collie the other day, but he was silent. I assume it will remain 
300 MW at least for the next 12 months or so, which is beyond the term of this Government. 

I refer now to accountability. The Government promised that it would be accountable. 

Mr Cowan: Will you at least recognise that the coal handling facility and the stack at Coolangatta is 
designed for 600 MW? That at least indicates there are plans. 
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Mr THOMAS: I acknowledge that, but the turbines are capable of generating only 300 MW. 

At page 3 of the Opposition's document of 17 July 1992 it says that members of Parliament and the 
Government must be accountable to the Parliament and then to the public. Other statements were made by 
the Government when it was in opposition, for the most part regarding accountability. Decision after 
decision has been made by this Government in the energy area that defies the most basic laws of 
accountability. The 300 MW power station to which I alluded earlier was let to the Asea Brown Boveri
Itochu consortium without going to tender - a construction project of approximately $700m. It involved 
the biggest single decision made by this Government during its term of office. It is scandalous that the 
contract was signed without going to tender. If it had occurred during the Labor Government's term of 
office, members opposite would have jumped up and down; it would have been a term of reference at the 
W A Inc royal commission, as it has come to be known. It is indicative of a pattern of decision making. If 
we were told it was a one-off situation and a legacy from the previous Government for which all sorts of 
assessments had been done and it was not necessary to go to tender, I would not accept that, but at least an 
explanation would have been given. 

Within 12 months of that, a 30 MW power station in the Kimberley was allocated to a contractor. A senior 
member of the Liberal Party acted as a consultant for that contractor. Without going to tender, a contractor 
was awarded the rights to build a hydroelectric power station on the Ord River - the equivalent of a capital 
investment of approximately $17m. Mr Speaker, you were in the previous Parliament in a different 
capacity. I am sure you will acknowledge that if a contract the equivalent of $17m had been awarded to a 
company which had as its consultant a senior member of the Labor Party, the member for Applecross 
would have made his daily speech and gone rabid. That is a deplorable sign of lack of accountability and 
proper procedure. 

We still do not know from this Government, which preached accountability, what were the terms of the 
power purchase agreement with that company. To go one step further, in the past 12 months it has entered 
into yet another contract, this time for the purchase of almost 100 MW of power for a cogeneration project 
between Mission Energy and BP Refinery (K winana) Pty Ltd. The Government has refused to reveal the 
terms of that power purchase agreement. In a question in the House last year I asked what were the terms 
of the power purchase agreement It is being bought with public money, it is for the public good and we 
are entitled to know what price is being paid for that electricity. It will generate the best part of 100 MW 
of power - quite a substantial investment. The Minister said that he could not tell us because of a 
confidentiality clause in the agreement and under commercial confidentiality provisions he was unable to 
reveal that information. The Minister signed a contract which precludes him from telling this Parliament 
what was the price of the cogeneration agreement. 

In order that members understand the significance of that, I point out that some time prior to that the 
proponents of that project indicated the electricity generated from that power station would be cheaper than 
electricity generated from Muja. As I recall, the Minister said in debate last year that as a ball park figure 
the price of energy from the cogeneration power station would be approximately 1.5¢ a kW hour more 
expensive than Muja. We were told earlier it would be cheaper. To put it into some sort of context, that 
means if it were to run 24 hours a day 365 days a year, that would be a discrepancy of approximately $lOm 
a year. The Opposition believes the public are entitled to know. The public are the electricity consumers 
of this State who will pay that extra amount. Ultimately, in its total context it may prove to be a prudent 
purchase. I do not know. We have no way of knowing that. This Government, which traded on the fact 
that it would be accountable and would be different from its predecessor, has been the subject of adverse 
criticism by the Commission on Government for that very reason. 

I have made a submission to the Commissioner on Government within its term of reference on government 
trading enterprises, which follows on from the observations of the behaviour of the Minister for Energy, 
but I will speak to that later in another debate. We have a very serious situation. The Minister for Energy 
and the former Minister for Water Resources have a sustained practice of broken promises. 

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [8.10 pm]: In support of the amendment I will elaborate on some statements 
made by the member for Maylands about the waste minimisation plans and, in particular, as they are 
relevant to the Stephenson and Ward incinerator located in my electorate. The local community is most 
concerned about the way in which approvals have been given not by the Minister for the Environment and 
not by the council, but by the Minister for Planning. 

I will relate a little of the history of this matter. After a ministerial inquiry had been conducted by Mr 
Colin Porter it was agreed by the department and later by council, although overridden by the Minister, that 
a wet scrubbing process would have to be built into the incinerator to remove various toxic substances. To 
cut a very long story short - I shall be speaking on this matter at length in another debate - the owner and 
operator of the incinerator applied to council to see whether he could insert a dry scrubber into the 
incinerator. The council refused permission and the owner went to the Minister for Planning, not the 
Minister for "the Environment, who overturned council's decision and upheld the appeal of the owner
operator who now has the authority to locate a dry scrubbing process in his incinerator. 

The incinerator is on the boundary of the Canning and Kalamunda shires, and just into the Shire of 
Kalamunda boundaries is land in Wattle Grove that is to be developed. I understand that the Minister has 
pushed the shire into speeding up the approval process to rezone urban deferred land to urban land. I can 
tell the Minister that the residents in Canning will go to Kalamunda and advise people not to buy that land 
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because it will be directly affected by the output of the incinerator. We are most concerned that the 
Minister for Planning has intervened in two council decisions about this incinerator. Another matter of 
concern is that the Government is pulling in $1.2m for a clean-up of all toxic wastes at that site. People are 
appalled by this chain of decisions. 

To return to this encyclopaedia of broken promises, it interests me that more broken promises are pertinent 
to regional areas than to other policy areas. Those for the goldfields, the north west, the south west and the 
great southern regions occupy about half of the document. That has tremendous implications for two areas 
of my shadow portfolio responsibilities, women and disability services. 

First I will address the disability issues because I want to focus on women's interests. We cannot expect 
people to carry the burden of accommodation for very much longer. Members will recall that in this year's 
Budget a mere $2.13m was allocated from the consolidated fund for accommodation support for people 
with disabilities who were at risk of becoming homeless and whose carers were ill, frail and aged. Only by 
going to the Lotteries Commission and getting an additional $lm were 105 of the approximately 400 in 
need able to be accommodated with suitable support this year. That still leaves about 300 people to be 
accommodated. Three hundred and twenty-six people have applied to government, and 105 were funded 
only because the Lotteries Commission provided an extra $lm. Everybody is delighted for those 105 
families and we do not want to take anything away from them. However, there is tremendous concern 
about the 300 who remain and the 50 new people who come onto the waiting lists each year. 

We have seen a focus only on people with developmental disabilities. People with physical disabilities, 
neurological disabilities, spinal cord injuries, people who are blind or those who are blind and deaf 
desperately need accommodation. We know that between 600 and 900 people who have psychiatric 
disabilities are at risk of becoming homeless. The Disability Services Commission, charged with the 
statutory responsibility of caring for people with psychiatric disabilities, excluded people with those 
disabilities from making application for accommodation support. I still have the Disabilities Services 
Commission in the State of Western Australia in front of the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity 
Commission on the basis of an act of discrimination in breach of the Commonwealth Disability 
Discrimination Act. One could say that there are 1 000 people in crisis, let alone probably twice as many 
people who need gradual accommodation support. I will tell the Government about the broken promises in 
this area. The coalition policy in this area said that no more reports would be prepared, that all people who 
needed support were to be funded. 

Mr Kierath: What did you do in 10 years? 

Mrs Henderson: A lot more than you are. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kenwick has the call. She has a right to be heard. If she wishes 
to answer interjections, that is all right under our practices, but she cannot be drowned out. The cross
chamber conversation that has occurred in recent minutes tended to do that, and I will not allow it. 

Dr WATSON: In the coalition's policy document released prior to the 1993 election, there was a distinct 
promise that there would be no more surveys and no more reports on this issue, and that all people who 
required accommodation would be accommodated within the Government's first term. I have calculated 
that even by June 1998,215 people will still be in urgent and critical need of accommodation support. We 
know that next year's Budget, according to the leaked five year business plan, will provide $4.06m for 
funding for accommodation. That will fund only 135 places. Another 50 will come in each year. 

So, there will be a pre-election bid for votes from these most vulnerable members of our community. 
There is a whole range of broken promises in relation to disabilities. The other appalling fact is that people 
who need various aids and pieces of equipment to support their lifestyle because they may be confined to a 
wheelchair, or need frequent catheterisation, incontinence pads, bandages or splints, now must pay for aids 
an.d equipment for which they have not had to pay for three years. Not only is the McCarrey agenda 
f~thfully being followed in this area but also there is inequity across the State depending on the agency 
Wl~ which one is registered. People pay a different price and will have access to different aids and 
eqUIpment. If they are registered with the Cerebral Palsy Association their entitlements will be different 
from. those available to people registered with the Princess Margaret Hospital for Children, Fremantle 
HOSPital, Bentley Hospital or the Disabilities Services Commission. People are being charged on a user 
pays b~is. They are also subject to great inequities in the costs that are imposed and the access to services 
dependmg on where they live. In particular, rural people are disadvantaged. 

I now.turn to the issue of women and women's interests. Again, there are broken promises in relation to 
commitments made before the election about reducing and dealing with violence against women. As far as 
I c~ establish, only $78000 has been provided to domestic violence programs since 1993. That has been 
provld~ in the Housing and Education budgets. In no other budgets can any kind of discrete funding 
commitments be found. I am most perturbed that the then Attorney General and Minister for Women's 
Interes.ts continues to give a commitment to locate a domestic violence intervention program in all of the 
17 polIce regions in this State. She says that they are to be modelled on the Armadale project Apart from 
$2 000 that was provided through social advantage funding during the Labor Administration, that project 
hArm as never rec~ived any funding. We cannot commit ourselves to modelling any further projects on the 

adale project. 

During the recent by-election campaign I went to Kalgoorlie and supported the members of the Domestic 
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Violence Action Group who had come to the conclusion that they were not safe and could not provide an 
intervention project to women who needed that kind of program in Kalgoorlie because there was no 
funding. The basic funding for one project is $90 000, but the optimum level of funding is about $230 000. 
We would like to see a $230000 commitment to each of the police regions so that appropriate intervention 
projects can be conducted. 

Mr Kierath: You gave the money to your rich mates. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I warn the Minister that I cannot allow him to continue to interject. He obviously 
has quite a deal of background on this issue because of his recent portfolio responsibilities; he has a lot of 
points in that area. However, that happens every day - someone gets up to speak and a person on the other 
side has a great deal of knowledge on the subject. If we allowed everyone in that position to speak we 
might as well stop the speakers speaking and allow the interjectors free rein. I will not tolerate it. I have 
spoken to the Minister a couple of times and I ask him to cooperate with me as he usually does. 

Dr WATSON: If the Minister were really interested in the issue of women and violence against women he 
would be pressing his Cabinet colleagues to fund these projects. Last year 20 women and children were 
killed as a result of spousal violence, and they are the Government's figures. I have a feeling that the 
correct figure is 26. 

Mr Kierath: I accept that. I want to know what you did when you were in power. 

Dr WATSON: I will now raise the issue of the broken promise of putting more women on government 
boards and committees. I ask a parliamentary question on notice each year and compare and contrast 
government progress on this commitment. At the moment only one board member in six is a woman. In 
1995 there was a 2 per cent reduction in the number of women on government boards and committees. The 
recent history of this issue is that the last Labor Government pledged to increase the proportion of women 
on boards and committees from 16 per cent, as it was in September 1991, to 40 per cent by the end of 1995. 
A Cabinet decision was made to that effect and by December 1992 - that is, within 15 months - there had 
been a healthy increase of 8 per cent to 24 per cent representation. The figure reached a high in 1993 of 
25.1 per cent, but by 1994 it had fallen to 19.06 per cent and in 1995 to 17.02 per cent. Of the 5401 
positions on government boards and committees in Western Australia, only 925 are occupied by women. If 
one subtracted Health Department appointments the proportion is only 13.6 per cent. 

Mr Kierath: Why take out Health? 

Dr WATSON: Because Health in fact is not doing too badly. Between 1994 and 1995 the number of 
appointments in the Premier's portfolio fell by 2 per cent. The then Attorney and Minister for Women's 
Interests' proportion fell by 4 per cent. While it is true that the Premier and the Attorney appointed more 
women than they had the year before, they also appointed more men and got the proportion out of kilter, 
therefore the overall proportions fell. The Minister for Planning and Heritage appointed 13 per cent fewer 
women one year and in the Transport portfolio fewer than 7 per cent of the positions are occupied by 
women. 

Mr Lewis interjected. 

Dr WATSON: These figures are derived from answers to questions. The Minister has given me the 
information. If the Government is dinkum about appointing more women to these positions it should 
resurrect the Women's Register, which was launched in 1991, and seriously consider some affirmative 
action. 

It might interest members to know that at the recent Beijing conference it was agreed that women in 
decision making as a category would be one of 12 priorities to which the United Nations is committed for 
the next decade. That does not mean only getting more women into Parliament; it includes seeing more 
women appointed to government boards and committees throughout the world. One hundred and eighty 
five countries were represented at that conference. It means that more women must be appointed to private 
sector boards and committees. At the concurrent non-government forum that was held in Huairou, which is 
out of Beijing, workshops on issues relating to women in decision-making were the second most popular. 
Women want to be appointed to these positions. We are looking for ways in which women can have their 
voices heard and their experience, expertise and skills utilised. There is no point in saying that only 
women of merit will be appointed because there are hundreds of Western Australian women of merit who 
should be appointed to government boards and committees. It is most critical that women's voices are 
heard and their experience, point of view and wisdom acted upon. If the advice of women is taken from 
those statutory boards, all the available information will not be considered by Ministers and women could 
be discriminated against. 

It is disgraceful that representation in three years has decreased from 25 per cent to 19 per cent to 17 per 
cent and I urge the Deputy Premier and the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party to consider this issue. 

[The member's time expired.] 

MR RIEBELING (Ashburton) [8.32 pm]: I support the amendment to the motion, which refers to this 
Government's record over the past three years compared with what it said it would do when it was elected 
to office. It is important to consider some of the major platforms on which this Government was elected 
and to consider its record in law and order, the provision of health services, especially those services 
provided to the country regions of Western Australia, and the areas in which it has failed. In the past year 
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or so there has been an absolute destruction of the health system in country areas, not an improvement. 
The blame for that destruction can be laid at the feet of the Minister who has just been sacked from the 
Health portfolio. He was taken from that position because he was hopeless at it. He used to come into this 
place and tell members that all was well and he was doing a wonderful job. 

Mr Kierath: Tell us about the increase in the number of doctors. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister did not even know that the maternity ward at Wickham District Hospital 
had been closed. He said on radio and in the newspapers that he had no intention of closing that ward. 

Mr Kierath: I said I would meet you at the hospital. Did you do that? 

Mr RIEBELING: On several occasions I have been to the hospital, where the Minister's name is mud. 
The simple fact is that the previous Minister for Health said that he had no intention of closing the 
maternity ward even though I told him it had been closed for 18 months. He said that I was misleading the 
people in the Pilbara by my scaremongering. The new Minister for Health said something completely 
different from the previous Minister. He said that it has been closed since 1993. Is that a shock to the 
previous Minister or is he totally incompetent and did not know what actually happened? 

Mr Kierath: I gave you the challenge: I said that I accepted the advice the people at the hospital gave me 
but I was happy to meet you at the hospital to discuss the complaints that had been made, but you never 
took me up on that offer. 

Mr RIEBELING: I have been there and the people at the hospital do not believe a word the Minister said. 
The Minister also said that my scaremongering about the state of that hospital was causing morale 
problems within the hospital. 

Mr Kierath: That is what the department said. 

Mr RIEBELING: The nurses wrote to me and said that the previous Minister for Health was the one who 
was causing the problems. Does the Minister know who else recognised that? It was the Premier, because 
he sacked him from that portfolio. However, he did not do it quickly enough because the damage the 
Minister did to the north of this State is outrageous and it will take 10 years for the Pilbara to recover from 
the 10 months in which the Minister was responsible for the Health portfolio. 

Mr Kierath: Even the former Labor Minister agreed with this Government that it was your Government's 
doing. 

Mr RIEBELING: The previous Minister for Health reduced the health services to the north to the point 
where hospitals are about to collapse. He said that the nasty Commonwealth was not giving the State 
Government enough money. Two days after the election this Government found $81m for the health 
system. Obviously, it came from under the bed. 

Mr Kierath: We knew that previously. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Government was telling everyone that there was no money available because the 
Commonwealth had not provided any. 

Mr Kierath: We left the announcement until after the election because we did not want to be accused of 
political point scoring. 

Mr RIEBELING: It was two days after and the Western Australian public know how cynical this 
Government is - it used sick people as a pawn in a political stunt to drive home the advantage it had. The 
Commonwealth Government funds the hospitals, but this Government runs them. The previous Minister 
for Health ran the health system into the ground and he knew, at least to the tune of $81m, what he was 
doing. 

The patient assisted travel scheme is a wonderful scheme which the people in the north seriously rely upon 
for the health of their families and themselves. The improvements which the previous incompetent 
Minister for Health promised this State reduced access to the PAT scheme for patients in the north to a 
point where, if they are required to travel to Perth for a CAT scan, they are not covered by that scheme. 

Another issue concerns small children with a hearing deficiency who are required to have a hearing aid 
fitted. My understanding of that procedure is that the actual testing and modification to the moulding takes 
place in the Pilbara. However, the fitting of the hearing aid must be done in Perth, but because of the 
actions of this wonderful Minister it is not covered by the PAT scheme. 

Mr Bloffwitch: It is now being done in Geraldton. 

Mr RIEBELING: It helps the people in the Pilbara a great deal! 

Mr Bloffwitch: The people of Geraldton have benefited because there are more specialists there. 

Mr RIEBELING: That is terrific, but how does it help people in the Pilbara? 

Mr Bloffwitch: Obviously you did not lobby as hard as I did. 

Mr RIEBELING: It is obvious the previous Minister for Health provided services to those electorates held 
by members of the Liberal Party and persecuted the electorates held by members of the Labor Party. I will 
!lot be fair to the previous Minister for Health because he is the worst thing that has happened to this State 
In 20 years. 
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Mr Kierath: We said that it would take 12 months to follow these services through. You cannot buy and 
sell specialists with a click of the finger. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister is responsible for these changes and I ask him to explain how a person in 
the Pilbara can get a CAT scan if he does not travel to Perth. 

Mr Kierath: Did the hospital ask for that service? 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister should know what the hospital needs of the people of the Pilbara are. 

Mr Kierath: The hospitals decide what they want 

Mr RIEBELING: Economically based, it will never be there and the Minister knows it. It is absolutely 
outrageous that the Minister cut out the PAT scheme for sick people who require a CAT scan. How does 
the Minister justify that sort of action? 

Mr Kierath: We listened to the hospitals. 

Mr RIEBELING: What a load of rubbish! 

Mr Kierath: Did they ask for a CAT scan service? 

Mr RIEBELING: The CAT scan services have not been provided -

Mr Kierath interjected. 

Mr RIEBELING: If the Minister asks the question, he should wait for the answer. If that service is 
provided through the PAT scheme and the Minister takes it away, how will a hospital get a CAT scan 
machine that costs X amount of dollars? 

Mr Kierath: They were asked to put a priority on the services they wanted. 

Mr RIEBELING: For the services that they could afford under this Government. That is outrageous. 

Mr Kierath: That is what the member for Ashburton cannot come to grips with. 

Mr RIEBELING: I have come to grips with it. I will not continue along that line because I might get 
thrown out. 

This Minister was unleashed on the health services and has inflicted huge damage. This Government 
promised that the north would be well resourced because that is where the money is produced. The former 
Minister for Health's answer was to run down services in one of our heavy industry towns. 

Mr Kierath: That is not true. 

Mr RIEBELING: It is true. It is documented by the doctors who work there. Do they know or does the 
Minister know? The Minister did not even know that the maternity wing of Roebourne hospital had closed. 

Mr Kierath: I visited the hospitals and I was told that they had more services than ever before. 

Mr RIEBELING: Did the Minister see lots of little babies in the maternity ward of the Wickham or 
Rocboume hospitals? I do not think that the Minister did, because there are no maternity wards. 

Mr Kierath: I offered to go to the hospital with the member for Ashburton, and he did not take up my 
offer. 

Mr RIEBELING: I would not go anywhere with the Minister, because he would probably poison me. It is 
outrageous that the Minister did not know what was happening within his department. I would not stoop so 
low as to be seen in public with the Minister. The Minister has inflicted greater damage on the health 
services of this State than any other Minister. In an article in The West Australian of 5 December the 
Minister claimed I was scare mongering and telling fibs. The article stated -

Mr Kierath said the Wickham maternity suite had not closed and there was no policy not to 
upgrade services and equipment at both hospitals. 

Mr Kierath: That was the advice that was given to me. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister must be the biggest drongo ever to become a Minister. 

Mr Kierath: I said that if the member for Ashburton disputed that I would meet him on site, but he did not 
take me up on that. 

Mr RIEBELING: Let us talk about the advice the Minister was given. The Minister has appointed people 
who will give him the advice that he wants to hear. The Minister goes rabbiting off to the Press repeating 
things parrot fashion. Why did not the Minister check what I said? 

Mr Kierath: I thought that as the local representative the member for Ashburton would be informed. 

Mr RIEBELING: I knew what the situation was, because I live there. I told the Minister that the maternity 
ward had closed and like a dill the Minister said, "No." Everyone in the north who heard the Minister on 
the radio that day was laughing, because they all knew it had closed, and the Minister did not 

Mr Kierath: I accept that; however, that was the advice I was given. I gave the member for Ashburton a 
way out. 
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Mr RIEBELING: That was very good of the Minister. 

Mr Kierath: I said that if he did not agree with that, I would meet him on the site and we could inspect it 

Mr RIEBELING: It has not sunk in with the Minister that I was right The Minister is a dill. He did not 
know what was happening in his department, so he got the sack and rightly so. I am worried that the 
Minister for Labour Relations has been unleashed onto the Housing portfolio, which assists those people 
who cannot afford accommodation in the private housing market. They are the people this Minister 
dislikes the most. This Minister has a hatred of people who need government assistance. 

Mr Kierath: I do not. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister has exhibited a hatred of people in the north and has proved that by 
reducing health services to the north. The Minister has cut the patient assisted travel scheme. One of my 
constituents in Wickham is dying of cancer. As a result of the system imposed by the Minister he had to 
catch a bus from the airport to Fremantle Hospital. He could not afford to catch a taxi. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! In accordance with longstanding precedent I am happy to 
allow some interjections; however, there has been a free ranging exchange during the past 15 minutes since 
I came to the Chair. It is time that a little more order was returned. It is reasonable to have some 
interaction between the member for Ashburton and the Minister for Labour Relations, if the member 
wishes to take some interjections. However, cross-Chamber interjections are completely unacceptable. 
The member for Ashburton will also direct his remarks to the Chair. 

Mr RIEBELING: I do not mind taking interjections from this Minister. He is easy to deal with, because he 
does not understand the situation. My problem is that in an area as important as housing, this Minister is 
totally ill-equipped to deal with people's problems. His mode of operating in private industry and in every 
ministry he has managed to get his greasy little hands on leads me to believe that he has a hatred of the 
people who need government assistance. This Minister's industrial relations policy has put more people 
into welfare housing than anyone else. The Minister is selling off as much of Homeswest's stock as 
possible for as much as possible and building as few houses as possible so that those people who are in the 
unfortunate position of needing Homeswest accommodation must wait for ever increasing lengths of time 
on ever increasing waiting lists. 

The Minister has put in place a maintenance regime on properties which means that the housing that is 
offered to people is substandard. 

Mr Kierath: Who did that? 

Mr RIEBELING: Is the member for Riverton the Minister for Housing? Does he know about the Housing 
ministry? He certainly did not know anything about the Health ministry. 

Mr Kierath: The member for Ashburton cannot answer me because it is a furphy. 

Mr RIEBELING: I am not telling any porkies. The Minister is the biggest porky teller I have ever come 
across in this place. The Minister tells continuous porkies. 

Mr Kierath: When was this policy introduced? 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister will pass the blame on to his predecessor. 

Mr Kierath: I have made no decision on maintenance since I came into office. 

Mr RIEBELING: The maintenance regime is in place in metropolitan and country areas. One example is 
of people who were allocated Homeswest accommodation with substandard paint work. They were given a 
can of paint and told to paint it themselves. They were also told if they did not do a good job, they would 
be billed for damages at the end of the tenancy. I represented a tenant at an appeal involving a 42 year old 
house in which the towel rack in the bathroom had fallen off. The tenant was charged the full cost of 
replacing a 42 year old towel rack. I suggested to the appeal officer that perhaps in 42 years there could 
have been some wear and tear. The answer was that the rules did not allow for that. Because the rack had 
fallen off, the tenant had to meet the bill. The Homeswest officers who assessed the house charged the 
tenant for the cost of repairing a hole in the bath. The hole went through the bath, through the floor, into 
the ground. The tenant had been in the house for six months, and given that it was a 42 year old house the 
h?le may have developed over the years, but that point escaped the Homeswest officers and the tenant was 
bIlled for fixing the hole. 

This d~monstrates the type of condition in which houses are being let. In Wickham a man was asked to 
move mto a house which was in an appalling condition. Homeswest does not want people to vandalise 
~c0l!lmodation. Therefore, the tenant was asked to move in and work on the house, put up curtains, and 
hv~ m the house until the place was fit to be inhabited! He waited for eight weeks, but the budget for 
mamtenance did not allow the work to be done in that time. The man ended up getting private 
ac~~mm~tion at a rate which was more than he could afford. Because of the incompetence of the 
Mmlster m not allowing sufficient money for simple maintenance -

Mr Kierath: Hang on! The budget was set last year. You cannot pin that on me yet. 

Mr RIEBELING: This time next year the Minister probably will not know what is happening in the 
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housing ministry. He has not worked out what is happening in any ministry. He rings his principal private 
secretary and asks if all is well today! 

[The member's time expired.] 

MR MARLBOROUGH (peel) [8.52 pm]: I will take the opportunity in the next 20 minutes to talk about 
a number of matters on which the Government has broken its promises since coming to office, not the least 
of which is health care under the former Minister for Health. He will go down in history as the most 
disastrous Minister for Health this State has ever seen. The measure of his disaster is there for everyone to 
see. Just over a week ago the Premier stated in the Press that he knew nothing about the dramatic financial 
shortages that existed in the health arena until after the ex-Minister for Health left the portfolio. 

Mr Kierath: That is not true. It is not what the Premier said. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: We sat last Thursday. We are sitting today. The ex-Minister for Health, who has 
never been backward in using all the processes of Parliament or every publicity trick in the book to protect 
his reputation, has not taken the opportunity to protect himself from his colleagues and/or the statement by 
the Premier last week in The West Australian. 

Mr Kierath: He did not make that statement 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: Let us remind ourselves of what the Premier said. The Premier has not attempted 
to correct The West Australian report either. The Premier said that under the management of this ex
Minister for Health the health system was $81m in the red. He said that it was as a result of the Minister's 
departure that the Premier was redressing the problem. We know, as do the people of Western Australia, 
that equally to blame, if not more so than the ex-Minister for Health, is the Premier. It is a measure of his 
incompetence that, as the Premier, he did not know that the health system was in such a disastrous state. 

Let us tum health into what it has always been about in the Labor Party's view; that is, the care of people 
who are suffering from illness and need the support of the State, in the main, to help them over difficult 
times in their lives; unlike the Government, and particularly under the previous Minister for Health, the 
member for Riverton, who spent all his time ignoring patient care and trying every trick, in the book to 
bring about privatisation in one hospital after another. He tried every trick, in mixing the portfolios of 
Health and Labour Relations, to use the boardrooms of Royal Perth Hospital, Princess Margaret Hospital, 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, King Edward Memorial Hospital, Fremantle Hospital and Rockingham 
Hospital to tum their attention to not how best look after the health of people for which they were 
responsible, but how their expertise could be used to screw the wages and conditions of those who most 
deserve the attention of the community - the working men and women who provide health care in hospitals. 
In his mad rush to put everyone on workplace agreements, when he was having very little success in the 
private marketplace, with less than 3 per cent of the total Western Australian work force on workplace 
agreements by the end of last year -

Mr C.J. Barnett That is not true. Workplace agreements are here to stay and the sooner you accept 
industrial reality, the better. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: It is true that the Minister for Energy would not allow this madman anywhere near 
Western Power -

Withdrawal of Remarks 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): The member for Peel will come to order. That language is 
unparliamentary. I ask him to withdraw. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I withdraw. The Minister for Energy would not allow this senseless individual 
anywhere near Western Power-

The ACTING SPEAKER: That language is unparliamentary. The member will withdraw. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: Everyone knows that the ex-Minister for Health does not have a brain in his head, 
and that the Minister for Energy would not allow him anywhere near Western Power. The Minister for 
Energy does not want to put in jeopardy the major source of power in this State. The Minister knows that 
if the member for Riverton were allowed to get his policies anywhere near Western Power, there would be 
industrial and economic disaster. The Minister for Energy and I both know about the conversations in the 
corridors about this man getting his hands on industrial relations in Western Power. The Minister for 
Energy should not try to defend the member for Riverton's role in industrial relations. The tragedy is that 
because of his silly defence of the Minister for Labour Relations, under his stewardship and that of the 
Premier, the Minister for Labour Relations was allowed to run riot like Billy Bunter in charge of a 
chocolate factory, and to downgrade the health system in this State. In the most cynical fashion he was 
allowed to use the boardrooms of hospitals, which had for many years been run by some of the finest health 
professionals in Australia, to tum their minds from the day to day care of patients, those most in need of the 
Government's help - the care of the elderly at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, those with broken hips and 
heart conditions, and the care of young children at Princess Margaret Hospital, and spend all their days 
trying to implement this fool's industrial relations policy -
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Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member knows that that language is unparliamentary. If he persists 
with such language I will formally call him to order. He should withdraw the comment 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: This jackal was allowed to run riot throughout his time in the Health portfolio. 
Let us look at the evidence - not my rhetoric - against the former Minister for Health. I will read what was 
said by the professionals - some of the finest Australians the health system has produced. Many members 
will know them by name; many will know what their constituencies feel. These professionals left the 
health system in the 14 months this man was Minister. The axings since 1993 have included -

Mr Kierath: When was I Minister? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: In the time the member for Riverton was Minister over one dozen senior health 
professionals left the health system. Peter Brennan was one of those. 

Mr Kierath: I was Minister from February 1995 to December 1995. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: Nearly all of them left under the Minister's time in the portfolio. Let us ask Rex 
Joyner what he thought of the former Minister for Health. 

Mr Kierath: Ask him why he left 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I know why he left. He left because he was trying to run Royal Perth Hospital and 
the Minister did not understand what he was trying to do. When the member for Riverton was the Minister 
for Health he attended a meeting of health professionals at Royal Perth Hospital. When it was put to him 
that the patient intake in the previous two or three years had increased from something like 62 ()()() patients 
per annum to 84 000 patients per annum while at the same time there had been a decrease of 27 per cent in 
nursing staff, and he was asked by Rex Joyner and other professionals at Royal Perth whether he thought 
that was a measure of efficiencies they had already achieved in the health system, this man's answer, with 
his normal sni*ger and arrogance, was, "You know as well as I do that there is always fat to be cut from the 
health system.' That is what he said around the State and at Royal Perth Hospital. That is why the Premier 
was able to say that he did not know of the problems. 

We know that the Premier is just covering his own backside. I know for a fact that Rex Joyner was so 
concerned about the Minister's lack of understanding of the Health portfolio that he regularly bypassed him 
and went straight to the Premier with his concerns. The then Minister for Health had no concern for the 
care of patients. On a weekly basis Rex Joyner ran to the Premier and advised him and his senior advisers 
of his concerns about running Royal Perth Hospital - the premier hospital in this State for health care -
under that Minister for Health. In the end he became frustrated by his inability to convince the Premier. It 
is the Premier who is to blame. When the Premier took the leadership, through his power base in the 
northern suburbs he had to take on board some mad dogs. The member for Riverton was one of them. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member for Peel will come to order. That language is 
totally unparliamentary and he will withdraw. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I withdraw. If I had a dog as ill as that, I would put it down. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: In taking him on board, as the power base of the member for Couesloe grew 
within the caucus because they could see in the member for Cottesloe a man who had a far better 
understanding of the community's view of how politicians, Parliament and a Government should operate 
and deliver such key principle basic services to the community, to hang onto his numbers one of the things 
the Premier had to do was allow the member for Riverton to go on unchecked. The Premier had no control 
over him. It suited him for the member for Riverton to be a hatchet man in industrial relations. However, 
the Premier could not see that although the majority of the public may like an industrial heavyweight from 
the Liberal side to be a hatchet man, that is not the way they expect him to operate in Health. The public 
are .extremely intelligent and they make up their own mind. They put in place their own measure of a just 
society. The best thing to happen to health in this State was that the former Minister was removed and will 
never grace that portfolio again. The saddest thing is all the health professionals who went down the 
gurgler in the time he was there. 

I can talk on a personal basis about this member's role while he was Minister for Health. My sister-in-law 
Dor~n McCarthy, of whom I am extremely proud, was the administrator of nursing at Royal Perth 
Hosp~tal for the past six years. That is the highest nursing position in the State. She is a key professional 
Who IS highly thought of in her profession and in the health system. I know that when Doreen retired in 
Novem~r last year, with still another three years to go before her sixtieth birthday, she retired out of 

S
fruslrauon at not being able to run her hospital. Would the annual budget of Royal Perth Hospital be about 

180m? 

Mr Kierath: And the rest! It is about $220m or $230m. 
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: Doreen McCarthy's portion of it and nurses' wages would be about $80m. Here 
was a woman at the height of her professional career, thankfully chosen some seven years before the 
member for Riverton became the Minister for darkness, who was elected by her peers to administrate 
nursing at Royal Perth Hospital. From talking to Doreen on a weekly basis I know the frustration she felt 
during the member's time as Minister for Health. She had never been as frustrated trying to put health into 
its proper perspective for public use as she was while this member was Minister. 

In the time she has been a senior administrative nurse she has seen many Ministers for Health, including 
Ministers from the member's side of the Parliament. I am sure that if the member for Albany had been the 
Minister for Health last year under this Government, Doreen McCarthy would not have retired in 
frustration. She was frustrated because this Minister for darkness, yesterday's man, was fronting meetings 
of 200 and 300 professional nurses at hospitals such as Royal Perth and was preaching cutbacks when they 
had no more to cut. He refused to recognise that patient numbers had increased from some 62 000 to 
83 000 annually and that nursing numbers had been reduced by 27 per cent. When people like Doreen 
McCarthy pointed out to him the error of his ways, all he could say was that there was always fat to be cut 
from the health system. 

Let us consider the wages policy in health. This Minister wanted each hospital to negotiate a separate 
wage package with its nurses and workers. 

Mr Kierath: Did Doreen come up with one? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: Mr Acting Speaker, let me give this bloke a warning. I am not short of punching 
him right between the eyes, whether it is in this place or outside, because he is not in the same class as 
Doreen McCarthy. The member for Riverton is yesterday's swill. He should not mention her in that 
context. He could not hold a finger to her reputation in health. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order. I have asked him to withdraw 
a number of things this evening. He made what I think could only be considered a threat to the member, 
and although I accept that he feels strongly about what may have been said, I think he is able to prosecute 
his argument ably without using such language. I ask him to withdraw. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I will withdraw. I will meet him outside in four minutes, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Mr Kierath: I will be waiting. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I will be out there with him. I do not see how he can criticise Doreen McCarthy. 
His removal from the health system is like pulling a finger out of the Indian Ocean - nothing to see for it. 
The Minister has left nothing behind but nastiness and bitterness. I will give him heaps of nastiness and 
bitterness while he continues to sit on the front bench. He has an image that the public hates. The people 
are intelligent and smart and are not fooled by any letters to the editor of The West Australian written either 
by the Minister or his family or by the made-up words of the Premier. They read the Minister for what he 
is. He is the goose-stepping Hitler image of health. His Premier has recognised that is what he is. At the 
end of the day his colleagues will recognise him for what he is. He does not have a caring bone in his 
body. When it comes to the Minister wanting to push his ideas on industrial relations he will trample over 
the bodies of patients, nurses and professionals who have left the industry in droves under his stewardship. 
He is a disgrace to this Parliament. Thankfully, people who agree with me about his reputation sit on the 
other side of Parliament where he sits. They have made a value judgment on him; in fact, if I were to hold 
up his model workplace agreement for this week and judge him in the same way by which he wants to 
judge Australian workers, his workplace agreement from his boss would give him less than 24 hours to 
quit. His boss would say to him, "You have done a disgraceful job with health. You are hanging on there 
by the skin of your teeth only because I need your number to keep the member for Cottesloe away from 
me." That is the only reason the Minister is there. Under his measure of a quality worker in this State he 
does not measure up. He would not have in place an industrial arbitration system to protect him. His 
workplace agreement would read "failed on all accounts". The tragedy is that his boss has not reduced the 
Minister's wages and has left him sitting there. The Minister is an indictment of the Government and a 
target for me. I will target him every minute of the day. I have known how nasty he is since I knew him at 
Kwinana. I know he has no care for people and that he was always about self. I now have evidence that 70 
per cent of the members on his side would like to see him go. I am on the side of every patient in Western 
Australia who breathed a sigh of relief when this man's head was guillotined from the Health portfolio. I 
am on the side of every professional nurse, such as Doreen McCarthy and Rex Joyner, who are thankful the 
Minister has gone. I,like many, simply want to see the end of this Government. 

MR BOARD (Jandakot) [9.15 pm): I cannot sit here any longer and listen to this garbage. We made one 
major promise when we were elected - to fix up the mess and fill in the holes and restore some confidence 
in Western Australia, and to restore the confidence of the people in government and some credibility in the 
honesty of government to get on and do something about this State. Members opposite must have been in a 
spaceship from 1983 to 1993. It must have been one of those spaceships free from gravity in which they 
did not know what went on. They came back and decided that they were not here for the 10 years in which 
they destroyed this State. Would it not have been nice for this Government to have come into government 
with a balanced budget; not to have had $l1b of debt; not to have had the greatest unemployment in 
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Australia; not to have had the highest youth unemployment in Australia; and not to have had a record debt? We have gone about fixing those problems. That has not been easy, and members opposite know it 
Several members interjected. 
Mr BOARD: That is not so. People of Western Australia have had two chances to judge this Government At the Helena by-election the Labor Party lost its seat with a swing to this Government. The member for Helena's sitting here is testimony to the fact that the people of Western Australia spoke about what this Government was doing. They did it again in Kalgoorlie with a swing to the Government of 3.5 per cent Why was that? The people know members opposite created a mess. People do not want to go back to that They want to restore some credibility in government and see this State get on and realise its potential. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr BOARD: Members opposite set this State back 20 years and the member for Ashburton was part of it. 
Mr Riebeling: No I was not 
Mr BOARD: Yes he was. Would he have been proud to have been part of the Government in the 10 years from 1983 to 1993? 

Several members interjected. 
Mr BOARD: It has not been an easy exercise to restore credibility in this State. We have done it. We are now leading Australia. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! Apart from anything else it is extremely hard for the Hansard reporter to hear what is being said. One interjection at a time may be acceptable if the member on his feet is happy with it, but it is not acceptable for four or five members to interject 
Mr BOARD: If members go to any community in Western Australia and look at the major parameters by which the Government is judged, they will see that we are winning on every front That irks this Opposition. Twice the people of Western Australia have spoken and twice the Opposition has lost out. We first needed to restore the confidence of the people and of the business sector to be able to get on with what they had not been able to do for 10 years previously, which is to get out and try to make some money. 
Mr Riebeling interjected. 
Mr BOARD: Can the member recall what was happening in 1993? 
Several members interjected. 
Mr BOARD: Did we not have the highest youth unemployment in Australia? 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr BOARD: The State coffers were empty. The Labor Government had taken everything out. 
Mr Riebeling: Rubbish. 
Mr BOARD: Yes it had. Nothing was left but a big hole. We needed to do something about it right away. The Opposition is irked that not only have we done it but also we have done it in record time. We are provid.ing a budget surplus and restoring state debt to some sort of credibility and the business community IS gett10g on with what it should have been doing for 10 years and taking the community with it. That is why we have the lowest unemployment rate in Australia. 
Mr Graham: We had that in 1993. 
Mr BOARD: Members opposite believe their own press releases. They could not make decisions. How lo~g did they fiddle with the Collie power station? For five years members opposite talked about trying to br1O~ on a power station in Collie. We fixed it up in six months. What a mess local government was in. I was 10 local government. Members opposite talked about a new local government Act for 10 years and could not get it together. We did it. Planning in this State was a shambles. There was no land. Can members ~emember the thousands of people camping out every night of the week waiting for land releases? It .was a dIsaster. There was no land in this State, no growth and no confidence. Environmental planning in thIS State was a disaster. The former Government polluted our rivers and our ground water. If the former Government had spent $5b of this State's money on projects that would have benefited the State, like infill ~werage or infrastructure projects, I would give it some credit. However, it wasted the money. Not only . ave we turned that around in a short time, but also we are putting major amounts of money into mfrastructure. 

Mr Riebeling interjected. 

Mr BOARD: Is the member against the gas pipeline? 
Mr Riebeling: No. 

Mr BOARD: Is he happy with that? What about the $lOb worth of projects in the north west? Where 



108 [ASSEMBLY] 

were the $10b worth of projects when members opposite were in government? They did not exist; there 
was no confidence. 

Mr Riebeling: Which ones are being built now? None of them. You announce the same ones over and 
over again. 

Mr BOARD: What have we done with the state debt? We have reduced it to a level that we can live with. 
This State is about to get its triple A credit rating back. Many members of the Opposition have had a wish 
list about projects in their electorates. I understand that; I have one for my electorate, much of which has 
happened. However, anybody can sit down with a list and say I would like this and this, but who will pay 
for it? We are getting on and paying for it with what we are achieving in the development of this State. 
We are not borrowing the money or living on Bankcard. We are not putting our children's future in 
jeopardy and borrowing the funds. What irks members opposite is that we have turned the finances of this 
State around in quick time. When we go to the polls in 1997 we will have credibility because we have 
done exactly what we set out to do in our election promises; that is, better management, more jobs. 

Amendment put and negatived. 

Debate (on motion) Resumed 

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [9.25 pm]: I wish to quote from a very important document called "State of 
the world", put together by a large number of people, led by a Lester R. Brown. It was prepared by the 
Worldwatch Institute, a very famous institution and it is this year's document "State of the world" is the 
flagship publication of the Worldwatch Institute, which I do not think needs too much introduction to the 
members of this Chamber. In its foreword it states -

Among these accelerating trends are the deterioration of freshwater ecosystems, the emergence of 
new deadly diseases and the reemergence of diseases once thought to have been conquered, the 
competition for shrinking water supplies for agriculture and urban needs, the loss of topsoil, and 
the increasing number of pests resistant to pesticides. 

This document goes on for a number of pages but I will quote only extracts from it I do not claim them to 
be the best quotes, but I claim them to be the ones that suit my argument. I suggest that all people in this 
Chamber read this document. It is fascinating reading. The first chapter refers to the acceleration of 
history. It states -

The pace of change in our world is speeding up, acceleratin~ to the point where it threatens to 
overwhelm the management capacity of political leaders. ThiS acceleration of history comes not 
only from advancing technology, but also from unprecedented world population growth, even 
faster economic ~rowth, and the increasingly frequent collisions between expanding human 
demands and the hmits of the earth's natural systems ... 

Those of us born before 1950 have seen more population growth during our lifetimes than 
occurred during the preceding 4 million years ... 

That is an unbelievable statistic. It continues -

The world economy is growing even faster. It has expanded from $4 trillion in output in 1950 to 
more than $20 trillion in 1995 ... Countries industrializing now are doing so much faster than in 
the past ... Economic growth in East Asia, for instance, has averaged some 8 percent annually in 
recent years ... the ratio between income in the richest one fifth of countries and the poorest one 
fifth has widened from 30 to 1 in 1960 to 61 to 1 in 1991 ... the demand for natural resources has 
grown at a phenomenal rate. Since 1950, the need for grain has nearly tripled. Consumption of 
seafood has increased more than four times. Water use has tripled. Demand for the principal 
rangeland products, beef and mutton, has tripled since 1950. Firewood demand has tripled, 
lumber has more than doubled, and paper has gone up sixfold. The burning of fossil fuels has 
increased nearly fourfold, and carbon emissions have risen accordingly ... As this happens, the 
global economy is damaging the foundation on which it rests. Evidence of the damage to the 
earth's ecological infrastructure takes the form of collapsing fisheries, falling water tables, 
shrinking forests, eroding soils, dying lakes, crop-withering heat waves, and disappearing species 

Collisions with the sustainable yield limits of fisheries, aquifers, forests, rangelands, and other 
natural systems are occurring with increasing frequency ... 

When sustainable yield threshold is crossed, it signals a fundamental change in the relationship 
between the consumer and that which is being consumed ... 

The demands of our generation now exceed the income, the sustainable yield ... It is difficult, if 
not impossible, to find a developing country that is not losing tree cover. Every major food
producmg country is suffering heavy topsoil losses from erosion by wind and water ... 

By 1989, all oceanic fisheries were being fished at or beyond capacity. Of the world's 15 leading 
oceanic fisheries, 13 are in decline ... 

Historians may record more fishery conflicts during one year in the nineties than during the whole 
nineteenth century ... 
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Soil erosion, now a threat to food security in some regions, is a natural process and not a danger unless it becomes excessive, surpassing the natural rate of soil formation. 
If there is a balance, it does not maUer, but, as this document points out, there is not a balance. It continues -

When a country's demand for water begins to press against the limits of its sustainable supply, for instance, the competition between cities and the countryside intensifies. Cities almost always win in this competition, taking the water from agriculture. As farmers lose irrigation water to nonfarm uses, grain imports rise ... 
Today, as the slack goes out of the food system, the loss of cropland to industrialisation in Indonesia drives up food prices everywhere ... 
As firewood becomes scarce, villagers turn to cow dung and other crop residues for fuel, depriving their fields of organic matter and nutrients ... 

For the first time since the beginning of civilisation, farmers alone must carry the burden of producing food. Farming is the only hope. It continues -
The economic manifestations of emerging food scarcity can be seen in rising seafood prices, falling grain stocks, and, most recently, rising grain prices. These and other trends suggest that the history of the next few decades will be defined by food, specifically by rising prices of both oceanic and land-based food products, by a spreading politics of food scarcity, and by an increasingly intense struggle to achieve a sustainable balance between food and people ... 
Rising food prices may be the first global economic indicator to signal serious trouble on the environmental front ... 
In 1996, world carryover stocks of grain - the amount in the bin when the new harvest begins - are projected to drop to 245 million tons, down from 294 million tons in 1995. This third consecutive annual decline wiIl reduce stocks to an estimated 49 days of consumption, the lowest level on record ... 
Replacing the historical 2-million-ton annual growth in the seafood catch (the average from 1950 to 1990) with fish from aquaculture would take 4 million tons of additional grain each year ... 

If we are to replace fish, beef, mutton or any other source of protein, it must be by grain, so there will be a crisis. This crisis will be exacerbated by the lack of available land. Despite all of the arguments about Brazil, and the other arguments, the amount of land that is available for agriculture is in severe decline. There has been no growth in the grain harvests of the world since 1990. 
New prototypes will not be the answer either. A new rice prototype which is under development is expected to boost average rice yields by between 20 and 25 per cent, but by the time it becomes commercially available near the end of this decade, it will cover the problem of world economic growth for only three years. As we move to the end of this century and beyond, food security may come to dominate international affairs. 
This document illustrates the opportunity for the Western Australian wheatbelt and for the remainder of Western Australia. My part of the world has agreed in principle to a program called cleaner production. The A von Community Development Foundation has voted in favour of cleaner production becoming a major part of its policies. The cleaner production program was written by a world famous professor called Don Huisingh, who is well known throughout the Americas and Europe. His major proponent in Australia is Professor Peter Fisher from the Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology. They are introducing cleaner production to Western Australia. Cleaner production recognises both the negatives and the positives that exist for this State, and certainly the wheatbelt, which has an outstanding future in the medium to long term. 

Mr Riebeling: You will have to wait until we get back in again. 
Mr TRENORDEN: I do not think we can afford to wait that long. The decline in the wheatbelt has already st?pped. This paper deals with progress toward a sustainable society. Diversification is one of the catchcnes of sustainable agriculture, and sustainable agriculture is an important plank in a sustainable society. The move toward diversification will increase employment in the wheatbeIt. I will give a couple of ex~ples. I have no proof that this will happen. The Canadians are testing a plant from South America ~hl~h is 300 times sweeter than sugar but totally insoluble in the human body. If that plant tests positively, It wIll mean that people who are dieting and taking artificial sugar such as saccharine will not have to worry because they can take this extract which will taste sweet but will not be digested by the body. That plant could be grown in Western Australia. It does not require huge amounts of water. 
Mr Riebeling: What happens to it if it is not digested? 
Mr TRENORDEN: It passes through the body, a bit like fibre. 
A woman in the United States has for some years now been growing cotton on dry land. It is interesting that she w~nt back to the original source of cotton before it started to go through the hybrid process and found that It was coloured; it was not white. She has now got the Americans growing coloured cotton. The natural plant does not need chemicals to fight off all of the bugs for which cotton is famous. It also does 
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not need to be dyed. When that cotton is made into fabric and washed, the colours get stronger. She has 
over a dozen different natural coloured cottons. Even though the yield from natural cotton is lower, the 
bottom line, which is what we are all interested in, is higher because the inputs are lower. 

Mr Riebeling: Can that be used for the Ord River system? 

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes. People are examining all these diversification issues which will be important in 
rural Western Australia. We who live there can point out the vastly different range of activities taking 
place now compared with only a few years ago. There was a time when the farmer's dam was just a water 
supply. However, for many it is now a source for aquaculture. Koonacs are grown in dams which 
contribute to a multimillion dollar freshwater crustacea industry. 

Mr Riebeling: Are they marron? 

Mr TRENORDEN: They are commonly called koonacs; they are not marron. 

Mr Cowan: They are yabbies, koonacs, gilgies. Marron are harder to breed. 

Mr TRENORDEN: If they are put in a cool room, like crayfish they survive for a considerable period. 
When put on the markets in Asia or Europe they come to life very easily. 

The point I wish to make is that the decline in the wheatbeIt has come to an end. Our challenge is to tell 
people that it has stopped. It has stopped in some parts as a result of better prices for grain, which were 
outstanding last year. The paper from which I have been reading points out that the prospect of world grain 
production catching up to demand in the medium to long term is near nil. This paper says that productivity 
and development of better varieties will not make up the balance. It says that each year a considerable 
amount of land will not be available for agriculture. Therefore the prospects of grain being grown in 
bountiful amounts in the medium to long-term future are very dim. Even if it were available, the 
production of other proteins, such as poultry, sheep products, beef, fish and so forth is very dependent on 
grain. 

We have an advantage in Western Australia in that, unlike many other areas, we can grow extremely high 
quality, very clean grain. Many of our competitors are able to grow grain but not of the same quality as we 
do. We now receive a premium for our grain. In the future, we will receive a bonus of somewhere 
between 15 per cent and 30 per cent beyond that amount because the people who compete against us will 
produce less and less. These are very important factors. 

However, we have a problem where I come from which nobody appreciates at the moment I am putting 
together a paper which I hope to produce in a few months called "2060", by which time agriculture will 
again rival the mining industry in achieving income for the State. 

Mr Riebeling: Rubbish. 

Mr TRENORDEN: The member for Ashburton can say, "Rubbish" all he likes, but it will happen because 
the wheel turns. The cycle of this world has turned. 

Mr Cowan: Renewable resources; that includes fisheries and forestry. 

Mr TRENORDEN: They offer fantastic opportunities for aquaculture in the part of the world that the 
member for Ashburton comes from. A very major opportunity exists. 

Mr Riebeling interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN: That is what I was talking about I have just read a paper about managing it properly. 
That is why I referred to cleaner production and the other policies to maintain good management 
However, the problem is that the Planning Commission of this State has projected that by the year 2020 the 
population in the wheatbeIt will grow by 2 500 people. One of my shires, Toodyay alone, will grow by 
four times that. The people in the north have exactly the same problem because planners drive their 
vehicles looking out the back window. They have a habit of looking forward by looking backwards. 
However, they cannot be blamed totally for that view. Members who live in the north west have correctly 
said that planners do not judge population growth by the correct parameters. I have heard their 
development commissions speak about this and they are dead right We have exactly the same problem in 
the wheat belt. The planners judge us by the 1930s, the 1940s and the 1950s rather than by the 1990s, the 
year 2000 and beyond. They do not consider issues such as the ones in this document I have many others 
which make fantastic reading. 

The decline of the wheat belt was part of a cycle. We have come to the ebb of that decline and the tide is 
turning. It is now our tum to figure very strongly, not concerning economic benefit to the State because 
that has not declined, but where people, employment opportunities and services are. We must convince the 
planners that they are wrong because we need our schools, hospitals, roads and rail for ever-increasing 
numbers of people. The diversification and opportunities which I point out for those people who do not 
believe in the future are already evident, will bring people back to the wheat belt country towns. They are 
experiencing a reversal and will begin to grow. 

In the delivery of services we must consider things differently. One of the discussions I will bring to my 
electorate and to the central wheat belt will be on the delivery of education. We do not have to look to the 
future. Other nations are delivering education through technology in a far superior form than we have 
thought of. That would not mean using only a computer but also the programming and technologies for 
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television where students could learn from an interactive television set It could revolutionise education in rural Western Australia. For much lower cost the very best programs could be delivered to rural Western Australia. It would mean that the curriculum would not have to be limited. If one child in the school wished to learn French, there would be no reason that child could not learn it at school. Most importantly, a school would not require a French teacher. AIl the school would require would be teachers with the capability of educating children; that is, helping them to learn. We must think about moving our education system away from teachers with particular skills. The one skill we would require from our school teachers would be the ability to help the children learn. As I said, it would be feasible for a class to learn French without the teacher's knowing one word of French. 

One of the problems for many of our gifted children in the wheatbelt and in rural Western Australia in general is that they cannot meet their capabilities in education because of the parameters of the curriculum. However, there are always two sides to every story. The negatives coming from many parents that we need 
to consider - I do not argue with this position - include that the social part of education is as important as the learning side. Let us take the example of only five children doing year 12 at the Wyalkatchem District High School - that is quite feasible - whose education can be delivered at a lower cost than by the current 
system. They do not have a first 18 football team, a netball team or an annual school ball because there are just not enough children. The parents may wish to have the choice to move the children into larger centres for reasons that are not totally about hard-core education. 
We need to put these issues before the community right now. We also need to question the system and ask why we do not recognise that education can change a great deal, delivery of those programs can occur and the teachers can develop different skills. I have not been a school teacher, but teachers have told me that their joy in teaching is seeing children lift during the learning process. The schools need to be provided with the very best programs wherever they can provide a service to the community. Education facilities should be located very close to people living in small communities, including those in the remote mining regions. No longer should those who live in rural Western Australia suffer one of the tyrannies of the past - poor access to education. These are important questions that I will be taking to my electorate and, I hope, beyond that I want to ask the community about the delivery of these services in the future. To summarise: One of the problems I face in my electorate is to convince my constituents about service delivery in the future. The population in my electorate is becoming conditioned to the general state of 

decline. However, very few of the towns in my electorate have been in decline for at least a decade. My electorate is located immediately outside the metropolitan area. I have seen the population in my home town, Wyalkatchem, decline in the past 10 years. It is very hard to go to those people and say that that trend will be reversed. I want to talk to those people about how things can change in the future, how it can be different and how their children can benefit from being in a sustainable agricultural environment and a sustainable rural society. 
MR GRAHAM (pilbara) [9.53 pm): Tonight I will address some health matters. In doing so, I will paint a bit of a picture. The first thing to note is that between the 1992-93 Budget under the last Labor Government and the 1994-95 Budget under the current Liberal Government, revenue to the Government has increased by $575.306m. That figure is taken directly from the budget papers. The second point to note is the wealth generated in the Pilbara. The member for Avon touched on some points about where the money is made in this State. I will refer to the excellent document that was put together by the Regional Development Council. 

Mr Trenorden: It did a good job. 
Mr GRAHAM: It did. The gross domestic product for the Perth metropolitan area is $20750 per person per annum. For the State as a whole that figure is $22967, and for the Pilbara region it is $60 785; that is, just under three times the state average. I will put firmly on the record what that means to Western Australia in dollars in the bank for the State Government. It means that this year, according to the budget papers, the petroleum and mining industries based in the Pilbara will contribute $357.5m to the State Government's coffers. The rest of the mining industry in the State will contribute $206.5m. We must put those figures into perspective. As Access Economics said when the Premier went to Canberra after he took over from the previous Labor Government, the State is in good shape; it is financially sound. That is not disputed. Revenue to the Government has increased. The Pilbara contributes the lion's share of th~t revenue to the State of Western Australia. Everybody knows that major resource developments are gomg on in the Pilbara at the moment The population in the Pilbara is project driven. When projects are developed the population in the Pilbara increases; when the projects finish or go out of business, the population in the Pilbara decreases. 

There has been a commitment to a number of projects in the Pilbara in recent years. The population in ~ost, but not all, towns in the Pilbara is on the increase. Some statistics about the population mix in the Pilbara are worth considering when we talk about health; that is, the average family in the Pilbara is a Couple aged between 25 years and 39 years, significantly younger than the state average. That does not seem to have changed over the years. When people go away from the Pilbara, people in that age group replace them. We consistently have a younger population than the rest of the State. These ~tatistics come from the publication "Snapshot of the Regions" done by the Regional Development COunCIl. Each town in the Pilbara has a significantly higher number of children in the zero to 14 years age group per thousand people than other regions of the State. It also has a greater majority of parents born 
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overseas than in most other regions of the State, significantly more than in the metropolitan area. When we 
put all of that together, there are different imperatives for the Pilbara. 

The number of hospital beds in the Pilbara region is very close to the city average. In isolation it appears 
that there are enough hospitals in the Pilbara to get by. However, let us look at the regions adjoining the 
Pilbara We are bordered to the north by the Kimberley which has nearly double the number of beds per 
thousand people than does the Pilbara. To the south the Pilbara is bordered by the Gascoyne-Murchison 
region which has nearly almost double the hospital beds per thousand people than does the Pilbara. The 
last regional health plan for the Pilbara indicated a greater intake of alcohol per head of population in the 
Pilbara than in most of the rest of the State. The Kimberley just exceeds us. Nonetheless, people in the 
Pilbara take in more alcohol per head of population than does the rest of the State. 

The same applies to smoking. A higher proportion of residents in the Pilbara smoke than in other regions 
of the State. There is also a higher proportion of suicides in the Pilbara than in the other regions of the 
State. The last surveys that I have seen show a significant difference in the diet of people in the Pilbara 
compared with that of the residents of the rest of the State. This relates to the programs run to encourage 
people to eat nutritious vegetables and fruit with their meals. It is interesting to look at those figures and to 
note that the Pilbara contains 2.5 to 3 per cent of the State's population but receives 0.3 per cent of the 
funding from the Health Department allocated for preventive medicine and health measures in this State. 
The clear point is that the money is being directed from Healthway and health education units of the Health 
Department towards areas of lesser need. The Pilbara should be getting a bigger share of that money. 
Even if one ignores a population argument and looks for the area of greatest need, the Health Department's 
own studies identify the Pilbara and the Kimberley region as two areas of great need for that sort of work. 

There is one alcohol and drug authority officer in the Pilbara. I see no point in having that person in that 
area. She is a friend of mine and will not be happy to hear that I have said this. However, I can see no 
reason to have one officer covering an area the size of Victoria. The majority of that person's time is taken 
up travelling from town to town and community to community. It is a silly situation. There is an obvious 
shortage of resources in that area. 

I raised these issues at a meeting on 13 March with the Minister for Health and the Commissioner for 
Health. I thank them for that meeting, although they did not give me any undertakings or guarantees. 
However, I thank them for the opportunity to put the case and I am sure that the Minister understands that I 
will be pursuing him on these issues. I will go through some of the matters that I raised at that meeting 
because they are extremely important. The first issue is the shortage of doctors in the Pilbara, particularly 
female doctors. What has happened in the health system in the north west of the State borders on the 
criminal. It is not like me to leap to the defence of the member for Riverton, the immediate past Minister 
for Health, but it would be wrong to blame him completely for the mess that is the health system in the 
north west. His predecessor, Hon Peter Foss, is partly to blame for the organisation and structures that 
were put in place in the so-called Northern Health Authority. That was a misguided concept when it was 
put together, it has never worked and it will never work. The design is fundamentally flawed. It is as 
smart as running the Western Australian health system from Adelaide. There is no basis for the Northern 
Health Authority and there is no sense to it - consequently it has failed. Foss and Kierath between them 
have destroyed the health system in the north west. I do not mean that in an emotional sense, nor is it 
meant to be rhetorical. I will quote from Health Department documents to clarify what I am saying. 

Because of the changes made in the health system there has been an exodus of doctors from the Pilbara, 
particularly from the regional hospital at Port Hedland. The hospital currently has an acting senior medical 
officer. The senior medical officer with 15 years' standing left as a result of government policies - as they 
all did. The fact that a senior medical officer leaves a hospital should not be of great concern; one simply 
replaces that person. However, the difficulty has been in replacing such officers. The minutes of the 
Medical Advisory Committee of the Port Hedland Regional Hospital held on 20 December 1995 state that 
the accreditation of the hospital is at risk because there is no senior medical officer. The minutes state -

Without a Senior Medical Officer, the hospital is unlikely to upgrade those areas of Medical 
Administration, QA and documentation required by the ACHS. 

That is the accreditation body. The accreditation of the regional hospital is at risk as a result of the cost 
cutting measures of the current Government. There can be no argument to support cost cutting in a place 
such as Port Hedland to reduce the number of medical practitioners in an area that by any comparison is 
already short of doctors, particularly female doctors. That same meeting expressed concern that the 
number of district medical officers has been reduced from 6.5 to 4.5 - two doctors have left the system 
completely as a result of budget cuts imposed by this Government. 

We have had ward closures every year at Port Hedland hospital for as long as I can remember. At 
Christmas there is a traditional downturn in the medical system, general wards are closed and people are 
brought into central wards. That has been the practice and continues to be the practice. However, this year 
is the first year in my 20 years in that town that I can recall the hospital not being able to reopen the ward 
due to staffing difficulties. A memo from Ian Smith, the general manager, dated 8 February 1996 states -

Staff will be aware that the Rutherford Ward has not yet reopened after the traditional Christmas 
and January quiet period due to staffing difficulties. 

Those difficulties are again a consequence of the budget cuts. Members opposite may disagree with me 
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and may want to argue that this is not a result of budget cuts but because of other issues. I do not agree because that same medical advisory committee had a meeting in January at which the general manager, in referring to other business and while talking to the doctors of Port Hedland, pointed out as follows -
Ian Smith indicated that the hospital is running at a significant financial deficit. 

In addition to doctors leaving, there has been absolute turmoil among the nursing staff. Those minutes also point out the great difficulties that the hospital is having in attracting nurses in the first place and then ensuring that they stay. The problem is with the staff of the Health Department. The hospital in Port Hedland has been destroyed because of the uncertainty and the undermining that has occurred as a result of the policy changes of this Government. People are asking, "Will these works be contracted out?" "Will I have a job?" "Will I be able to remain in my hospital housing if I take a job with the contractor?" "What happens to the future of my family if I lose my job because of the reorganisation and I lose my accommodation?" These are questions which this Government is unable to answer because it has not thought through its policies. 
I refer to the simple issue of catering and cleaning which appears to be of significant importance to this Government. In the early days of the mining industry the old stunt in the hospitality industry was played out when a cleaning contract came up for negotiation. For example, company A may have won the contract for the previous two years, but when it is put out for tender the third year it is won by company B whose tender price is a much lower rate than company A's. The difference in the contract price between company A and company B is the long service leave, annual leave and sick leave of the employees of company A who are retrenched because they were hired for the life of the contract. They are still in the town so they are employed by employer B. However, they have no entitlement to sick leave, no annual leave and no long service leave because of the change in contract and the change of employer. It is a simple way to reduce the cost of cleaning and catering in an organisation. The mining companies, to their credit, understood what that did to a community. It removed people from the work force and for that reason they have ceased that practice. Fifteen years later, the Health Department has discovered that stunt It is a totally destructive practice and it should be discarded. 
Another point I raised with the Minister deals with the patient assisted travel scheme. I do not intend to enter into a debate on the merits or otherwise of the changes which were made to this scheme other than to advise members that the stand taken by the Opposition has been partially vindicated because the incoming Minister reinstated two-thirds of what it argued for. The outstanding one-third is the 15¢ per km versus the 10¢ per km. I suggest that when the Minister listens to the arguments rationally and considers them sensibly he will reinstate the 15¢ per km, if not increase it. It is a policy farce and cost cutting in its extreme. The Minister for Health knows what it means to drive between Tom Price, Paraburdoo and Karratha because he did it with me when we were members of the Wittenoom select committee. He did three tyres along the way and he has been in that area in 46 degree heat and knows what it is like to change a tyre on a four wheel drive vehicle in those temperatures. How a mother does that when two of her three children are sick in the back of the vehicle and they are on their way to visit a specialist is beyond me and it will be beyond the Minister when he applies himself to considering this issue. 
However, there is an equally important point with the PAT scheme that needs considering by the Minister. I have been told that the contract for the airline flying out of Paraburdoo has changed from Ansett to Qantas. The nearest regional hospital for specialist treatment to Tom Price and Paraburdoo is at Port Hedland. The referral has been in place because it involves a 500 km dirt road trip. I understand that Ansett will not be flying that route as from the end of this month and that Qantas will not be including the link between Paraburdoo and Port Hedland. It will be a direct link from Paraburdoo to Perth. I have put this to the Minister and he has asked me to write to him and that is in process. This is not a partisan political debate; it is about changing circumstances and the need for the Health Department's policy to reflect the changing circumstances. It will have an impact in terms of regional medicine. The nearest accessible specialist will be in Perth. I suspect those people have every right to expect to be referred to the nearest accessible specialist and that will mean that Tom Price and Paraburdoo referrals will be directed to Perth. There is a cost to the Health Department and that is simply too bad. It is a cost that the Health Department should bear. 

The .ongoing question of the provision of specialist services in the bush is one on which I doubt the prev~ous Minister for Health and I will agree. He is quite simply wrong. He does not understand the Implications of the policy shift he made and even if he did, he is not prepared to commit the funds to allow the fuII implementation of that policy shift to take place. One glaring example of how this Government reduced the services in the bush is that of the services of an orthodontist to the people of Tom Price and Paraburdoo. The Government's decision removed benefits from the orthodontist who used to service that area. The orthodontist said that if he was expected to pay his air fare and find his accommodation he was not prepared to provide a service. He certainly was not prepared to lose money in his business, and neither should he. The Minister refused to reinstate the benefits but, to his credit, the Premier did. That decision wb as made, but stiIl there is no orthodontist servicing Tom Price and Paraburdoo. I do not expect miracles, ut I do ~xpect the dental section of the Health Department to apply itself with some vigour to getting orthodont~sts. It has said that if it cannot get one to drive to Bunbury how can it be expected to get an ortho~ontlst to fly to Tom Price. Quite frankly, I could not care less about Bunbury, which is one hour and 29 mmUl~s .from the city and is serviced by trains and planes. Tom Price is not; it is 800 miles from the cIty and It IS not serviced by anything. The people there have a much greater dental need than people 
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living in Bunbury. The children need that specialist service and it should not matter where they live. If 

they have a need the Health Department should service it. 

I expect the Minister to take some immediate action on those issues. I also estimate that the cost of 

restoring the Pilbara health service to its standing of three years ago· not to increase the health services 

substantially by providing additional services, but to return it to what it was before Kierath and Foss 

wrecked it • will be somewhere near $6m a year. I will substantiate that because much has been made of 

the $81m bailout that the incoming Minister for Health made to health services. The Pilbara's share by 

right of that $81m should be, if it is allocated on a per head of population basis, just over $2m. In 1994-95 

the annual report of the Port Hedland Regional Hospital indicated it suffered a $1.072m cut in its budget 

from the State Government The medical advisory committee's minutes show that it suffered a budget cut 

of about that amount this financial year. Unfortunately, the general manager of the hospital will not tell me 

the exact amount and I have had to rely on information falling off the back of a truck. Thankfully, I know 

a truck driver. The $2m that the Pilbara would get as of right out of the $81m bailout does nothing more 

than reinstate the budget of one hospital in a region the size of Victoria. 

Where is the rest coming from? Even reinstating the $2m that was taken from the budget of Port Hedland 

Regional Hospital does not address some of the fundamental issues of health delivery in the Pilbara. For 

example, because of budget cuts by this Government the Well Women's Centre in South Hedland is now 

operating only two days a week. When we were in government it operated five days a week. The first year 

that members opposite came to government it operated to its full quota; however, two years of successive 

budget cuts have put that successful operation into mothballs for three days a week. What can women do if 

they need advice on a day that the centre is shut? Where do women go for medical advice in South 

Hedland if the Well Women's Centre is closed? The short answer is nowhere. Those women have no 

alternative. 

The Federal Government allocated $2.2m towards the upgrade of the Tom Price and Paraburdoo medical 

facilities. One year on from that allocation the State is still dithering on how it will deal with that 

allocation. Again, it is not an area where residents are knocked over with choices. It is not like living in 

Midland where if one does not like the hospital in Midland one can go to Fremantle, which is a train ride 

away. Tom Price and Paraburdoo have no alternative facilities. The Government cannot claim to have 

provided those facilities at extraordinary cost, because they were built by the mining companies. 

Ongoing confusion exists in the Health Department about contracting out and benchmarking. Every time 

an edict comes out from a Minister spelling out what it is that the Government wants out of that process, it 

results in more confusion. The confusion of people in the Health Department is real, because it is their jobs 

that Ministers are talking about doing away with. That causes great confusion to a hospital orderly who 

sees Poons, S.H.R.M Australia Ply Ltd, Barclay Mowlem Construction Ltd, or anyone of a number of 

cleaning companies assessing their jobs. Those people have nowhere else to go. When they lose those 

jobs, they lose their accommodation and their livelihood and they leave the Pilbara. That is imposed on 

them by health decisions made in the city. 

The Government has no defence in saying that it does not have the money or the expertise, because the 

system used to work. It was not perfect; however, it worked. It now manifestly does not work. I expect 

these matters to be addressed with some degree of haste and priority. I am not trying to make a trite 

political point. As I said, I have met with the Minister and the Commissioner of Health. I have put my 

argument and they have listened. I expect them to make changes. Although development continues in the 

Pilbara, health and education have suffered significantly under this Government. 

[The member's time expired.] 

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [10.23 pm]: I wish to use this opportunity to expand upon a point I made 

earlier in the evening when talking on the amendment which related to the Government's broken promises. 

I was intrigued to read a week or so ago an article which appeared in The West Australian, which has now 

come to be known in some circles, at least, as the Herzfeld declaration. Tom Herzfeld deplored the current 

state of the Liberal Party and put forward a proposition for change. The log of claims in the Herzfeld 

declaration is in two parts. The first is to remove the present Liberal Party President Mr Honey, and the 

second is to remove the Premier. His recipe for remedying the current situation in the Liberal Party is to 

replace the Premier by the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party. It is my intention this evening to suggest 

that, although I understand the problem that motivates Mr Herzfeld to formulate his declaration, it would 

not necessarily be much better if the current Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party were the Premier rather 

than the existing Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Are you throwing the bucket at the Premier or me? 

Mr THOMAS: At both; neither is any good. 

The performance of the current Minister for Energy has revealed a number of serious and major defects in 

the standards of accountability and propriety in government. Those defects are so serious that if they had 

occurred under the Labor Government they would have been a term of reference at the Royal Commission 

into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters, and we would have been subject to speech 

after speech by the member for Applecross. of the type that we were subjected to on matters which for the 

most part were of no substance. If matters as blatant as those which occurred under this Minister had 

occurred when the Labor Party was in power members opposite would be screaming impropriety and 
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calling for a royal commission. If there were a royal commission members opposite would call for those matters to be a term of reference. 
The Minister for Energy will no doubt be surprised to learn that I am talking about the fact that his Government has let three contracts for the construction of power stations, generating facilities or the purchase of power without going to tender. It is a basic principle that public assets should not be disposed of and Government should not acquire substantial goods and services without giving everybody who might be in a position to provide those goods and services the opportunity to submit a price. The reason that is the case is a matter I have canvassed a number of times, and will continue to canvass as long as this Minister is the Minister for Energy and until the Government evinces some intention of mending its ways. 
The reasons those principles exist are well known. They prevent the possibility of corruption. They give the public a guarantee that the public, whether the vendor or the purchaser, will get the best price. I do not simply seek to criticise, I try to be positive and encourage the situation to improve. I presented my concerns in a submission to the Commission on Government towards the end of last year. I summarised the situation as I saw this current Minister's attitude to the acquisition of generating facilities or the purchase of power and suggested that they were not consistent with proper standards of public administration. I suggested some positive changes to remedy that They were not just changes in the Minister's attitudes and the way in which he behaves, but legislative changes which could be adopted. The position I put to the Minister in this speech is to enumerate those suggestions and see whether he is of a mind to accept them. Those suggestions were put forward in a positive sense, and I think they are good suggestions. The Commission on Government mayor may not think they are a good idea or even that they fall into its terms of reference. Of course, the Minister does not have to wait for COG. The Minister can adopt those suggestions and tell the people of Western Australia that he is prepared to mend his ways and no longer dispose of valuable assets of this State without going to tender in circumstances where they are advocated by prominent members of the Liberal Party. In those circumstances, if the Labor Party were involved, the member for Applecross, in particular, would be screaming there was an improper situation and there should be a royal commission to satisfy him that nothing more serious than that had happened. The circumstances to which I refer relate to the letting of the contract for the construction of the 300 MW power station at Collie. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Did you enjoy the opening ceremony? 
Mr THOMAS: Yes. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It was great to see that project go ahead. The coal miners were very happy. Everyone was happy except you. You hated to see it happen. 
Mr THOMAS: I was happy. I was smiling. I think I said hello to the Minister for Energy. I hope I said hello to the member for Collie. 
MrC.J. Barnett She was very happy. 
Mr THOMAS: We were all happy. 
Mr C.l. Barnett But now you are unhappy. 
MrTHOMAS: Now I am unhappy. 
Mr C.l. Barnett: It must have hurt to see it happening after years of indecision. 
Mr THOMAS: I do not think that the Minister was in the Chamber earlier. I do not want to make this speech twice. 

Several members interjected. 
Mr THOMAS: I will keep making it too, but not twice in one night. Had the Minister been listening, he would have heard me talking earlier about the broken promises regarding the 600 MW power station. 
Dr Turnbull: We have not broken promises. We have met half of that promise, which is more than you did. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 

~r THOMAS: My hope was that the 300 MW power station would ultimately become 600 MW. As I hstened intently to the Minister's speech at the opening I was hoping that he might make such an announcement. 

Mr House: Last time you gave such a speech you were against the Collie power station. You wanted another power station because you thought coal would pollute the atmosphere. That is my vivid memory. 
Mr THOMAS: I would like the Minister for Primary Industry to cite the Hansard reference. I cannot recall such a speech. 

I listened intently to the Minister's speech at Collie. I hoped he would make an announcement that we Wtha°Uld have a 600 MW power station at Collie, which is precisely what the State needs. Secondly, I hoped t the same standards of priority in Government would be observed because the promise would be ~onoured. No doubt the member for Collie was as disappointed as I, because our hope was not fulfilled. owever, 300 MW is better than no megawatts, and I was pleased to see the concrete flowing. Even 
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though I doubt that the Minister has a union ticket, when he commenced the concrete pour I was happy to 

see him hard at work. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: I did not mention this to the member for Collie but I dropped into the local hotel for a 

drink. It was squash. Workers came up to me and were pleased to see the project under way. I think Bob 

Hawke made promises in 1984, and at the 1993 election promises were still made. 

Mr THOMAS: If we had been elected, it would have been a 600 MW power station. The Government has 

broken its promise. 

Dr Turnbull: You had every chance. Carmen Lawrence had every chance. 

Mr THOMAS: The Government has broken its promise to the people of Collie. No doubt the member for 

Collie has made her views known inside the councils of government. I wish her success in pushing that 

view. 

The fact that it is a 300 MW power station rather than 600 MW is not the matter that I wanted to talk about 

The point is that when the contract was let, another competing engineering frrm claimed to be capable of 

building a power station to the same specifications, for millions of dollars less. I recall the figure was 

$6Om or $70m cheaper than the price announced. 

Mr CJ. Barnett Mitsubishi-Transfield had a contract and you took it from it 

Mr THOMAS: That was a different project. 

Mr CJ. Barnett The frrm was performing, and you cancelled the contract, under pressure from the then 

Opposition. 

Mr THOMAS: In the submission which I put to the Commission on Government I said that if the Minister 

could explain it away by saying it was a one-off situation, there was a history to the project and both frrms 

had been seeking the work. In view of the situation the Government had decided that for the State's energy 

future it was more appropriate to have a 300 MW power station at that stage, that the methodology was to 

ask someone from Queensland to second guess the price, and that method would ensure that the best price 

was achieved. The point is that that methodology was inadequate because a reputable, established power 

station builder claimed he could do the work for $60m or $7Om less. We will never know whether that was 

right. The State may have been cheated of $6Om or $70m because of the Minister's methodology in 

awarding contracts. That is most undesirable. 

Mr C.J. Barnett What would you have done with the valid contract that Asea Brown Boveri Pty Ltd had? 

Mr THOMAS: The Minister told the House that his advice was that the State was under no obligation to 

ABB when he decided to opt for a 300 MW power station. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: I said it was questionable whether it would stand up in law but we would certainly be 

under a moral obligation. 

Mr THOMAS: I am aware of what the Minister said, because I quoted him to the Commission on 

Government 

Mr CJ. Barnett You are a clown. Why you put up your head on this issue, only to be belted down every 

time, is beyond me. 

Mr THOMAS: I will continue to put it up because the Minister's position is indefensible. Were this a one

off situation, one might think that the Government had just changed, that it was an unusual situation, and 

that although the Minister might have done $60m or $70m of public money, it would not happen again. 

However, it is a pattern which repeats itself because within 12 months of that occurrence the next contract 

awarded was to build the Ord hydro scheme at Argyle. On that occasion the State was agreeing to 

purchase power and was giving over the right to the land, the water, and the easements to build a 

hydroelectric scheme. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: You hated the Collie power station and now you hate large scale renewable energy for 

Western Australia. 

Mr THOMAS: I do not hate renewable energy. I love renewable energy. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are struck out every time. You hate success. 

Mr THOMAS: I do not. When we were debating this legislation I said that I was very happy to see the 

project progress. It is a great project. After one of our amendments was defeated we ended up voting for 

the legislation. However, I said that I was most unhappy about the process involved. The Government 

gave away the equivalent of $17m in capital investment without going to tender. It gave away the 

exclusive right to build, own and operate a hydroelectric scheme with a guaranteed power purchase 

agreement for 30 years, with a 15 year renewal of the term - some decades; it was a licence to print money, 

without going to tender. That is a scandal. That is exacerbated by the fact that acting for the proponent of 

the project was a prominent, leading member of the Liberal Party. If it were during the term of the last 

Labor Government, and Brian Burke were the Premier instead of the member for Nedlands, and Laurie 

Connell were the consultant acting for the proponent, could members imagine what the member for 

Applecross would have done? We would have had to nail his feet to the floor: He would have been rabid, 

as he so often was in any event during those years. This is a similar situation. Conncll, to the best of my 
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knowledge at least, was never a member of the Labor Party. This bloke, MacKinnon - I understand he is no relation to the former Leader of the Liberal Party - was a member of the finance committee of the Liberal Party. He was one of those who raised money for the Liberal Party's election campaigns. He said that he had a great project; that it should not be put out to tender, but a contract should be signed. 
Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What the member opposite has said is totally fallacious. It denigrates a member of the public and it denigrates me. I do not mind a bit of banter in this Chamber, but that was an outrageous lie. 
Mr RIPPER: Although the Leader of the House had no point of order, he has just uttered a statement which is unparliamentary, and he must withdraw it 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): I caution the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party that it is an unparliamentary remark and I ask him to withdraw it 
MrC.J. BARNETT: I withdraw the term "lie". 
The ACTING SPEAKER: The matter the deputy leader raised was more a point of view than a point of order. However, I caution the member speaking to be a little careful with the terminology he uses. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr THOMAS: I did not say that the Minister or Mr MacKinnon were corrupt I said that we are in circumstances in which we can never know that they were not One hopes that that is to their eternal regret 
Mr C.l. Barnett: You implied a corrupt situation. You implied a proponent coming to me as Minister, with a corrupt proposal and that is not true. 
Mr THOMAS: I did not say that at all. I have been saying this for a couple of years, and I will continue to say it as long as the Minister is the Minister for Energy or until he does something to remedy the situation. The reason the competitive tender system exists and the reason the successful price is invariably made public is so others in that bidding process can compare it against the price they submitted. That is why, for example, the Government cannot buy a car without involving that sort of process. When we debated this matter some years ago I said that I was not suggesting that the Minister was corrupt, but the fact that he evades proper process means that he cannot prove that he is not - and he should be able to prove that he is not The people of Western Australia are entitled to demand evidence that he is not. He cannot produce that evidence because he rorted the rules; he did not follow correct and due process. 
After the Ord hydro decision was the BP-Mission Energy decision. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: You hate the Collie power station, you hate the renewable energy project, and you hate the cogeneration project. 
Mr THOMAS: Can the Minister understand the simple proposition that it is possible to think that projects such as the Ord hydro scheme, the BP-Mission Energy project, or the 300 MW power station at Collie -although it should be 600 MW - are good, but to also think that the process by which the decision to go about them was made was bad? I listen to my six year old son's year 2 class read and I know that they could understand that proposition. It is a simple proposition, and that is the nature of the proposition I am putting forward. 
The processes in which the Minister has been engaged in all these decisions are wrong. One of the consequences of those processes being wrong is that the Minister cannot prove that there was not something untoward. I am not suggesting that there was; I have no evidence of that. 
Mr C.l. Barnett: Yes you are. You are repeatedly suggesting it. 
Mr TJ:IOMAS: I am not. I am just saying that the Minister cannot prove that there was not Mr MacKmnon moved to sue me because I said on radio that if it were 1990 the issue would be a term of reference of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters. I have no doubt about that. Mr MacKinnon ended up having to withdraw that action and by implication he conceded that it was not libel. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I will tell you outside the Chamber what really happened. 
~r THOMAS: All I know is that his lawyers wrote to me and said that they were backing off. I said, Thank you." 

The ~ex.t maller I tum to is the BP-Mission Energy decision. That decision is what I described in my subml.s~IOn to the Commission on Government as an opportunist acquisition. The State is in the market for electrICIty; however, in these circumstances only one proponent has the opportunity in that sense to make tJ:le o~fer to supply. It is a one-off situation, as the Minister incorrectly sought to characterise the Argyle ~JluatIOn. In those types of situations, where one proponent has the opportunity to make the offer because It ow~s an oil ~efinery, it is even more important that proper processes be observed. Last year I put a ~estlOn on notIce asking for the terms of the power purchase agreement which had been entered into by eS.tern Po,":,er for the purchase of power from the BP-Mission Energy project. I thought that was a routine question and that in due course I would get an answer. However, I received an answer saying that 
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it was not possible to reveal that information because of commercial confidentiality. The question of 

commercial confidentiality has been commented on a number of times in recent years, most recently by the 

Commission on Government The six original North West Shelf gas project agreements, which were 

signed in the late 1970s and early 1980s, contained onerous confidentiality clauses. When the former 

Government commissioned Sir Francis Burt, the Burt Commission on Accountability considered the 

question of commercial confidentiality. It said that the sort of clause that was contained in the contracts 

that were entered into in the North West Shelf agreement were wrong and should not exist; that people 

have a right to that information. 

Similar matters were canvassed in the W A Inc royal commission, yet authorities for which the Minister for 

Energy is responsible have signed a contract which contains almost precisely the same type of provision; 

that is, the people are not allowed to know what contracts have been entered ihto on their behalf. 

Therefore, the people are not allowed to know whether it was a prudent or correct decision. The 

Commission on Government, Sir Francis Burt and the W A Inc royal commission felt that the people are 

entitled to know. However, this Minister is prepared to fly in the face of the standards of accountability 

that are broadly accepted in public administration in Western Australia. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you want to know something about the contract for Mission? I have never seen it. Do 

you know why I have never seen it? It is because the contract was negotiated by the board of Western 

Power, who are subject to all the liabilities, duties and responsibilities of directors. They are accountable 

under a Statute of the State equivalent to the Companies Code. They are the ones who negotiated with 

Mission on the contract and power purchase. I have never seen the contract I have no desire to see it. I do 

not need to see it. I have confidence in the board of Western Power to handle these negotiations. 

Mr THOMAS: That is irrelevant to my argument I will have to provide another simple proposition 

containing two or three premises that are a couple of legs to each proposition, something that my six year 

old son can understand. Someone. within the responsibility of the Minister, has entered into this contract. 

Ultimately the Minister is responsible to this Parliament to justify it. As a person who represents a 

considerable number of members of the public. I want to satisfy myself that this is a prudent decision, and I 

am entitled to do that. The people who I represent are also entitled to be satisfied. They are unable to be 

satisfied because the Minister, if he has not entered into a secret deal, has consented to someone else 

entering into such a deal. 

Mr C.J. Barnett That is absolutely objectionable. You are reflecting on the senior management and board 

of Western Power. You are saying that it is a secret deal. 

Mr THOMAS: It is. It is a deal and it is secret; therefore, it is a secret deal. 

Mr CJ. Barnett Were you born yesterday? Don't you have any understanding of commerce and the 

implications for the next person who lines up to sell electricity to Western Power? Your commercial 

naivete is beyond understanding. 

Mr THOMAS: This naivete of which I am possessed, to which the Minister keeps referring. is also shared 

by Sir Francis Burt, the WA Inc royal commission and the Commission on Government. We must all be 

very naive; however, fortunately, we have this genius of a Minister who is not so naive and is able to 

protect our commercial interests. 

Mr Nicholls: Thank goodness! 

Mr THOMAS: "Thank goodness" says the Minister for whatever it is. We ask questions about this 

because the last matter in the public arena about the price of electricity which was to come from the BP

Mission Energy project was that it would be cheaper than that produced at the new 300 MW power station 

at Collie. 

Mr C.J. Barnett No, it was not. 

Mr THOMAS: That was published in The Australian by the proponents. The article said that it would be 

generating power cheaper -

Mr C.J. Barnett It was not said by me. 

Mr THOMAS: I know that. 

Mr C.J. Barnett So? 

Mr THOMAS: One of the parties to the secret deal was reported in an article in The Australian as saying 

that Any member of the public following the question of energy prices - we are all entitled to do that -

who read that article would have said, "That's good; it looks like the Government will do a good deal and it 

will be even cheaper than the 300 MW power station at Collie." 

After the Commission on Government report and a debate in this Chamber. the Minister was dragged 

kicking and screaming into the House and forced to reveal something about the prices. He revealed that it 

is about 1.5¢ per kilowatt hour higher than the price which is paid for electricity produced by the Muja 

power station. 

Mr C.l. Barnett Exactly, because the commercial decision was whether to buy from Mission or to expand 

~uja. The Muja option was cheaper. The Collie agreement was already entered into. Your understanding 

IS abysmal. 
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Mr THOMAS: I understand this very well indeed. Members of the public may well have thought the 
energy prices were lower than those for the power produced at the 300 MW power station at Collie. 
However, it turns out that it will cost at least 1.5¢ per kilowatt hour higher than would be the case if they 
were to believe the information in the article in The Australian. 

If this power station is providing 76 MW of generating capacity to the grid, 365 days a year, 24 hours a 
day, as I recall it works out at about $20m a year, a very substantial amount of money which the people of 
Western Australia will have to pay. My point is this: Members of the public are entitled to know the 
arrangements entered into on their behalf. The Minister says there are standards of directors' 
responsibilities and so on. However, as a shareholder, I want to satisfy myself that that is being done 
properly. The Minister says that we do not understand. We understand very well. It is a very simple 
proposition about the economics of a power station purchase. Quite obviously people are prepared to pay a 
higher rate for something which is used only on peak loads as opposed to base load generation. Various 
criteria are used, depending on the extent to which people are required to take the power and the impact 
that will have on the utilisation of other components in the grid. All of that is somewhat complex, but 
nonetheless it is fairly easy to understand. The Minister sits over there and blandly assures us that all is 
okay; however, we cannot know that because we do not know the terms of the contract. 

Debated adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper. 

LAPSED BILLS - RESTORATION TO NOTICE PAPER 
Council's Message 

Message from the Council received and read requesting that consideration of the following Bills be 
resumed at the stage they reached in the previous session -

1. Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Bill 

2. Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission Amendment and Repeal Bill 

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION - APPOINTMENT 

Council's Message 

Message from the Council received and read notifying the personnel of sessional committees appointed by 
that House. 

House adjourned at 1056 pm 
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QUESTION ON NOTICE 

BURSWooD RESORT CASINO - TAX REDUCTIONS SUBMISSION 

51. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of an article that appeared in The West Australian on 17 February 
1996 concerning Burswood Resort Casino making an approach to the State Government 
to reduce the 15 per cent tax it pays? 

(2) Has the Burswood Casino made such an approach to the Government? 

(3) Exactly what changes or reductions is the casino seeking? 

(4) Has the Government considered the submission? 

(5) Does the Government propose to reduce the tax rate? 

(6) Is the Government giving consideration to the submission in considering the 1996-97 
state Budget? 

Mr COW AN replied: 

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

(l )-(2) Yes. 

(3) Review of the rate of casino tax on gross revenue derived from international gaming 
patrons. 

(4) The submission is being considered in accordance with clause 23(4) of the agreement 
scheduled to the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act. 

(5) No decision has been made to reduce the casino tax rate. 

(6) No. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

EDUCA nON DEPARTMENT - SCHOOL CLOSURES, PARENTS NO LONGER 
TO HAVE FINAL SAY 

8. Mr McGINTY to the Premier: 

Was the Premier consulted before his Minister for Education broke another election promise and 
announced that parents would no longer have the final say as to whether their children's school would be 
closed? 

Mr COURT replied: 

First. I suggest that the Leader of the Opposition ask the question of the Minister for Education because it 
is his responsibility. The Minister made it clear that all the processes that were currently in place - that is, 
the meetings and voting - would remain in place. In future, when that process is completed, the Minister 
will make the final decisions. 

Mr McGinty: Did the Minister ask you fIrst or did he tell you that he was going to announce it? 

Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition has nothing positive to say. He speaks of broken promises. 
The fIrst promise he gave the people of this State when he was elected to the position of Leader of the 
Opposition was that he would be more positive and constructive. However, all we get from him is his 
whingeing and negativity. 

The announcement is in line with government policy. 

TYRES - AUSTRALIAN STANDARD 1973-1993 FOR RECAPPING; RUBBER 
DISCARDED ON ROADS PROBLEM 

9. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Is the Minister aware that no Australian standard for tyre recapping exists? 

(2) Is the Minister also aware that with the recent increase of heavy road transport in the south west. a 
considerable safety, environmental and rubbish problem is emerging because of stripped tyre 
treads on roads and road verges? 

(3) What action will the Minister take to eliminate this problem? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1)-(3) I thank the member for some notice of the question and advise the House that the Minister for 
Transport briefed me on this question. Australian Standard 1973-1993 is applicable to recaps. 
This standard applies to the retreading and repair processes for pneumatic tyres for passenger 
vehicles, light trucks and buses. The problem is that there is no federal law requiring the 
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implementation of that standard; the national transport laws are silent in that regard. The 
commonwealth Department of Transport is working on legislation which will be introduced into 
the Federal Parliament and which will cause standards to be implemented nationally, and industry 
has been informed of the impending changes. Of course, industry will be requested to comply 
with them. 

It is not fully understood that a large amount of the discarded rubber that is found on or beside 
highways, especially in hot weather, is not shed from retreaded tyres, but from new tyres. This 
problem has been discussed by major trucking and transport companies. The difficulty with the 
larger vehicles is that when rubber is shed from tyres, it is not until further down the road that the 
vehicle shows signs of not travelling on all its tyres; therefore, it is not known where the rubber 
was discarded. The industry supports the need to try to stop these things happening and it will use 
its best endeavours to try to remove the rubber from the roads which creates not only 
environmental concerns, but also a dangerous situation on the highways. 

POLLING - AMR QUANTUM HARRIS; ALL INFORMATION TABLED 

10. Dr GALLOP to the Premier: 

I refer to the Premier's claim in this House on 5 December last year when he referred to the polling firm 
AMR Quantum Harris and said that, "Everything received from the polling firm has been or will be 
tabled." 

(1) Is it not true that the pollster gathered much more information than has been tabled in this 
Parliament and that that information was available to the Government? 

(2) Will the Premier admit that he misled this Parliament and apologise to the House and the people 
of Western Australia? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1) I have always said that any polling the Government received has been tabled in this House. That 
has been done and the member is aware of that 

(2) I have not misled the Parliament I will explain to this House what the Government has done with 
polling results because it is the exact opposite to what members opposite did when they were in 
Government. The Government has tabled all of the information. 

Dr Gallop: The Government has not tabled all the information. 

Mr COURT: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked whether we got a verbal briefing about that 
polling. I said that we did. I also said I am quite prepared for him to have the same verbal briefing. We 
have provided the same, if not more, to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I now ask the member 
opposite when the Labor Party will table all of the polling that it had carried out when it was in 
government? 

MOSQUITOS - FUNDING FOR SPRAYING AND FOGGING 

11. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister for Health: 

High tides caused by the Dawesville Channel have created ideal mosquito breeding conditions in the 
Murray-Mandurah area. With reports of Ross River fever on the increase, will the Minister ensure that 
funding will continue for fogging and larvae spraying? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

I thank the member for notice of the question. The member for Murray has been particularly active in 
relation to this problem, and brought it to my attention recently. Two controls have been implemented to 
try to reduce the problem. The first, which is the long-term solution to the problem, is to spray the larvae. 
That is being done from the air and on the ground and it will take some time to bring the number of larvae 
under control so that the aerial mosquitos are significantly reduced. During the recent holidays there was a 
significant number in the air and the member brought that to my notice. There had been a commitment of 
funds for the airborne spraying of the mosquitos and I was able to commit a further $30 000 for the purpose 
of fogging to kill the adult mosquitos when flying. That was a few weeks ago. I think the aerial spraying 
and so forth is continuing. I understand the member has been associated with that and has been in the 
~elicopter to see how it works. It is a particular and important problem not only because of the 
Inconvenience it causes but also because of the potential health risk from Ross River virus and Barmah 
Forest virus. There is a significant health problem. That is why the Health Department has had the larvae 
program in place and is also concerned about adult flying mosquitos. I assure the member that funding will 
continue to address what is seen to be a serious health problem. 

OFFICIAL CORRUPTION COMMISSION - INCREASED POWERS 
Police Service Internal Investigations, Future 

12. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the Government's announcement that the Official Corruption Commission will be given stronger 
powers and will investigate complaints about police. 
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(1) Will that mean the end of the police internal investigation division? 

(2) What new resources will be allocated to the Official Corruption Commission and from where will 
the investigators be recruited? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1) The strengthening of the powers of the Official Corruption Commission will not mean the end of 
the internal investigations unit. 

Mr Catania: What will it do? 

Mr WIESE: There is a raft of internal disciplinary matters in which it will continue to be involved. It may 
lead ultimately to some amalgamation of the internal investigations unit and the internal affairs unit 
However, the Commissioner of Police will have to address that matter down the line. 

(2) The question relating to the resources to be made available to the commission and where those 
extra manpower resources will come from is more appropriately addressed to the Premier, who 
has the official carriage of that matter. 

Mr Catania: Will any further police be recruited or seconded? 

Mr WIESE: Personnel could come from a wide range of areas. Skilled and experienced investigators have 
worked with organisations in other States. There are also experienced officers who have worked with the 
Hong Kong ICAC, which is recognised as being one of the best of the investigating units that operates in a 
similar way to the Official Corruption Commission. All of those are potential sources of investigating 
officers. 

ROADS - RANFORD, BRIDGE DUPLICATION FUNDS 

13. Mr BOARD to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

Is the Minister in a position to indicate the current availability of funds for the duplication of the rail 
crossing on South Street-Ranford Road? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

I thank the very active member for Jandakot for this question. This matter obviously affects his electorate. 
The difficulty arises because the bridge has only two lanes, and when those dual carriageways feed into 
that bridge from both ends, it causes bottlenecks and traffic congestion. The Minister for Transport has 
advised me that Main Roads Western Australia has provided funds in the 1995-96 and 1996-97 allocations 
to duplicate the bridge at Ranford Road to overcome the problem of congestion. The work will commence 
in November of this year, and the estimated total cost is $1.2m. 

TOWN PLANNING - CANNING CITY COUNCIL 
Ed's Gourmet Deli & Newsagency, Closure; Complaint about Trading Hours 

14. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Planning: 

I refer to the Minister's interference in the enforcement of planning laws in Willetton, in the City of 
Canning. I refer in particular to recent pUblicity about Ed's Gourmet Deli, which was forced to close after 
the Minister instructed his lawyers to complain to the City of Canning, on behalf of his family owned 
Rostrata Avenue Shopping Centre, about the trading hours of Ed's Gourmet Deli some six months after 
that store had opened. Given that the Minister's Government advocates longer trading hours, is the 
Minister not a hypocrite when his own company has ruthlessly crushed a small business which is trying to 
do just that? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

I am happy to answer the question. There appears to be some thought in the community that a member of 
Parliament or a Minister of the Government does not have the same rights as other people in the 
community. I as the Minister did not interfere in any way with the jurisdiction of the City of Canning. 

Mr McGinty: Did you interfere as Richard Lewis, member for Applecross? 

Mr LEWIS: No. 

Dr Watson: You did with the Welshpool incinerator. That was a decision of the City of Canning. 

Mr LEWIS: I did make a decision about the Welshpool incinerator; it was the right decision, and I will not 
resile from it My family company instructed its solicitors and town planning consultants to investigate a 
use that was illegal because it was operating outside the provisions of the town planning scheme of the City 
of Canning. 

Mrs Roberts: The question was about trading hours, not use, and you know that. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr LEWIS: The use was illegal under the use class tables of the City of Canning. I and my family, as 
citizens who have the same rights as anyone else in the community, contacted the solicitors for the family 
company, who wrote to the City of Canning asking it whether an illegal use was in operation. The City of 
Canning agreed that an illegal use was in operation, and it took the necessary action. 
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WORKERS ' COMPENSATION AND REHABILITATION ACT -
INDEPENDENT RESEARCH ON REFORMS 

IS. Mr JOHNSON to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

Will the Minister inform the House whether any independent research has been done on the Government's 
significant reforms to the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Act? 

Mr KIERATH replied: 

I thank the member for the question. I am pleased to teU members that a report has been received by the 
Workplace Safety Board of Tasmania, which is one of a series of national consistency projects for the 
heads of workers' compensation authorities around the country. I know the Opposition will be interested 
in this report because it has had a longstanding desire to have consistent national standards for workers' 
compensation. The purpose of our reforms was to create a less adversarial system, to try to reduce costs 
and to give more money to injured workers. The report states that Western Australia has been the leader in 
reducing costs and, more importantly, reducing the level of disputes. It states also that Western Australia's 
WorkCover scheme most closely meets the two main benchmarks of best practice that are accepted in 
Australia and overseas. The alternative dispute resolution was introduced in several States. In Western 
Australia, three-quarters of workers' compensation maners are seUled by conciliation, and very few maners 
go to court - only 100 out of about 3 100. The court and the alternative system are in the same building so 
that a magistrate'S decision can be implemented immediately. 

The other interesting aspect is the handling of legacy case loads. Again, the report cited Western Australia 
for its best practice not only Australian best practice, but international best practice. WorkCover resolved 
62 per cent of those cases in three months when it was expected that would take six months. WorkCover 
has revolutionised workers' compensation in Western Australia. It has gone from a time consuming, 
expensive, adversarial system which mainly benefited lawyers to one that is responsive, effective, and 
gives better results but, more importantly, gives workers a bener payout and employers reduced premiums. 

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel. 

Mr KIERA TH: I contrast that outcome with the predictions of doom and gloom from the Opposition. An 
independent report by the heads of workers' compensation authorities around the country states that the 
Western Australian system is equal to the best practice in those two areas. 

TOWN PLANNING - CANNING CITY COUNCIL 
Ed's Gourmet Deli & Newsagency, Closure; Complaint about Trading Hours 

16. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Planning: 

I again refer to the Minister's interference in the enforcement of planning laws in Willetton in the City of 
Canning. Did the Minister mislead the public of Western Australia when he claimed in the Sunday Times 
of 25 February that Ed's Gourmet Deli sent his tenants in Rostrata Avenue shopping centre broke, when, in 
fact, the only deli in his centre closed just two days after Ed's Gourmet Deli opened its door? 

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Peel, order! I will have to take further action against you. 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

I do not see what this has to do with my responsibilities as Minister for Planning. I do not believe that my 
family's businesses should be inhibited in any way in the normal course of business. 

Mrs Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Glendalough has asked a question. 

Mr LEWIS: I do not have any problem with this question at all. Like any other citizen in Western 
Australia I have certain rights under the law, and my family company has certain rights under the law. 

MJ" Ripper: Including an appeal to you? 

Mr LEWIS: I did not exercise any ministerial direction concerning that issue. It was an illegal use; and it 
had operated in that commercial centre for some months. 

Mrs Roberts: It was the hours of operation and not the use that was illegal. 

Mr LEWIS: It was an illegal use and it operated in that centre for some months. 

Dr Gallop: Has the Minister allowed any of those operations? I will bet he has. 

Mr LEWIS: The member for Victoria Park should know that a use class table is not something over which 
I hav~ any discretion. Indeed, there are substantial penalties for people who are in contempt of town 
flan.nmg schemes. That operation opened illegally and, after inquiry from solicitors representing my 
lamIly ~~n:tpany, the City of Canning was compelled to take the action that it did in exercising its 
responSIbIlity for that town planning scheme. 

Mr Marlborough: After your complaint. 
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Mr LEWIS: It was not made by Richard Lewis, Minister for Planning; it was made by a family company 
through a solicitor, who quite properly complained to the City of Canning. 

17. 

(1) 

(2) 

BUNBURY HOSPICE PALLIATIVE CARE SERVICE - PCP FUNDING DELAY 

Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Health: 

Is the Minister aware that the Bunbury Hospice Palliative Care Service received its pcp funding 
due in July 1995 in February 1996? 

Will the Minister institute corrective measures to ensure that this sort of late payment never 
recurs? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1)-(2) Members will be aware that I have had a long interest in the hospice movement. I thank the 
member for bringing this maUer to my attention, because until he did so I was not aware that the 
Bunbury Hospice Palliative Care Service had received its PCP funding from the Commonwealth 
Government one year in arrears at the date of allocation. The 1995-96 funds were released by the 
Commonwealth Government in January 1996 and dispersed to participating health services. The 
Bunbury service has been delivering a very effective and much needed service to residents in the 
Bunbury area. The Bunbury hospice works extremely well with all local health service providers. 
It ensures that a quality service is available to terminally ill people in the area. The hospice has 
been strongly supported by the Bunbury Regional Hospital. I pay credit to the hospital because 
during the delays in receiving funding the hospital has allowed the hospice to operate on credit in 
anticipation that eventually the money would come through. The partnership has significantly 
lessened the impact of funding delays. If it had not been possible for this funding to be covered 
by the hospital in Bunbury, I do not know what the result would have been for the services 
delivered by the Bunbury hospice to terminally ill people in the area. I can think of no greater 
condemnation of an appalling system that operates statewide than that the funds have not been 
dispersed for well over six months after they should have been. The result is that hospices such as 
that in Bunbury have not been able to provide the services. It is a dreadful position. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr PRINCE: I am doing everything possible to ensure that this situation does not recur. I will take every 
step to ensure that it does not. 

SEXUAL ASSAULTS - CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL; PENALTIES 
AMENDMENT 

18. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

In view of the massive increase in sexual assaults over the last three weeks -

(1) Does the Minister support the proposed Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1995 which allows people 
charged with paedophile and sexual offences the opportunity to choose to have charges dealt with 
by the Court of Petty Sessions instead of the Supreme and District Courts? 

(2) Does the Minister support the reduction in the maximum penalty for these offences from 10 years 
to as low as two years, or even just a fine, for people who choose to go before the Court of Petty 
Sessions? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1)-(2) I suspect that the member has asked me for an opinion -

Mr Catania: I have asked you whether you support the proposed legislation! 

Mr WIESE: I detest sexual crimes, especially against women. We should do everything possible to bring 
the offenders to justice as quickly as we can. The record of the Police Service in this regard is extremely 
good. 

Mr Catania interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Balcatta has already asked his question. 

Mr WIESE: Our latest annual report indicates that the clean-up rate is between 95 to 98 per cent, from 
memory. It is a very good clean-up record especially of violent sexual offences against women. 

I am not prepared to comment on the amending legislation or the penalties contained in it. If the maximum 
penalties under existing legislation were enforced as a result of court cases and reflected in judgments 
within our courts, many of the problems to which members opposite have referred would be adequately 
addressed. That responsibility rests not with Government, but with the judiciary. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member asked his question. He cannot have another three or four attempts 
which only repeat his original question. When listening to the answer the member should, in the main, 
allow the Minister to complete it. 
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Mr WIESE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The responsibility for sentencing rests with the judiciary at the time of hearing a case. When making the ultimate judgment, the judge must take into account the evidence and maners that were brought before him. 
HOMES WEST - DEVELOPMENTS, KWINANA REGION 

19. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister for Housing: 
Will the Minister inform the House of the proposed Homeswest developments in the Kwinana region? 
Mr KIERATH replied: 
That is an issue in which I take a personal and keen interest. Interest in K winana as an attractive place in which to live has been renewed. I am pleased to have the opportunity to inform members of this House of the progress of Homeswest developments in the region. 
Dr Gallop interjected. 
Mr KIERATH: Our Government has done more for the future of Kwinana than the local member or the former Government. I visited that area recently and the people I met thanked this Government and said that it had done more for their town than 10 years of Labor Government. They said that when the Labor Party was in power it took them for granted. 
In Orelia, 241 blocks will be released by the end of this month in a development called Windsor Hills. The private sector has bought 12 of those blocks for display purposes. In Parmelia. stage 1 of 100 blocks in Chelsea Gardens will be sold later this year. In addition to these new developments an outstanding refurbishment program is in progress. In the Ridley Green project at Medina. 60 properties have been sold and redeveloped and refurbished to help first home buyers into homes of their own. More importantly. Koolkuna flats in Orelia are being refurbished. Previously many of those flats were boarded up and unoccupied because they were of no great use to anyone. They have been sold from the plan and refurbished into a delightful group of units. Some of the parks that have been let go in Medina and Orelia have been upgraded and turned into lovely green areas. The community is taking to those developments with great enthusiasm. 
Mr Marlborough: I am taking all the credit for it. 
Mr KIERA TH: It had nothing to do with the member for Peel and his Government. It took this coalition Government to look after his electorate and give it the representation it did not have when his group was in power. These initiatives are aimed at helping people who are trapped in the rent cycle to acquire their own homes and at creating a move away from Homeswest stereotype suburbs by allowing integration of private and public sector housing. We believe communities will benefit greatly from increased home ownership. That is what this Government stands for. 


