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Wednesday, 21 June 1995

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ROAD SAFETY
Leave Granted to Sit when House is Sitting

On motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House), resolved -
That leave be given for the Select Commitee on Road Safety to sit when the
House is sitting on 22 June 1995.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE
Leave Granted to Sit when House is Sitting

On motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House), resolved -
That leave be given for the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee
to sit when the House is sitting on 22 June 1995.

BILLS (7) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Pay-roll Tax Amendment Bill
2. Pay-roll Assessment Amendment Bill (No 2)
3. Australia and New Zealand Banking Group Limited Clown & Country) Bill
4. Human Tissue and Transplant Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House), and mead
a first time.

5. Coroners Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Edwardes (Attorney General), and read a first
time.

6. Hire-Purchase Amendment Bill
7. State Supply Commission Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Minson (Minister for Services), and read a
first time.

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 4 May.
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [11. 10 am]: The Opposition supports the thrust and spirit of
the Bill although it has some concerns about it. This Bill removes from the provisions of
the Road Traffic Act motor vehicle and driver licensing concessions that are provided to
certain sections of the community and places them in regulations. This will allow the
regulations to be changed from time to time without the necessity for those changes tocome to the Parliament in the form of a Bill. This is commendable, because if the
concessions are housed in the regulations, changes can be implemented quicker than if
they are brought to this Parliament and have to go through the laborious process of
debate by both Houses. I know that the advantage of bringing alterations of this kin tothis House is that it allows them to be scrutinised and allows members to express their
concerns about them. However, placing these concessions in the regulations will allow
changes to be made to them much faster, although we are concerned that Ministers who
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decide they want to cancel a concession will be able to do so without the scrutiny of the
Parliament.
In his second reading speech, the Minister for Police referred to the Joint Standing
Committee on Delegated Legislation reviewing all regulations, by-laws and reports to
Parliament on a regular basis. However, the scrutiny of this Chamber and the other place
will be much more severe and much more telling than a committee deciding whether a
regulation is acceptable. Therefore, although we support the placement of these
concessions in the regulations, we express the concern that some concessions may be
withdrawn without the knowledge of this House. Let us hope that the spirit of these
amendments is taken into account whenever changes to concessions are being
considered. We hope that any changes will involve increasing the concessions to more
people who deserve them rather than removing them from people who may be worthy of
a concession.
The second important amendment that the Bill undertakes is the extension of the 50 per
cent vehicle and motor driver's licence fee concession to some members of the
community who are not presently entitled to it, including those social security recipients
of sole parent, sickness and special benefit allowances and some recipients of Job Search
and Newstart allowances. Not all people who receive a Job Search and Newstart
allowance attract a concession. However, this Bill increases the range of concessions,
which we on this side of the House applaud. Other people who should be considered for
the concession are those with physical or financial disabilities.
Yesterday, the Minister kindly gave me a list of those people who qualify for concessions
on motor vehicle licences and drivers' licences. That list has increased year by year and
that is commendable. We on this side of the House are satisfied that the Government is
following the previous Labor Government's lead in extending the concessions to the
needy of our community.
The Bil seeks also to broaden section 19(5)(f) of the Road Traffic Act, which grants a
fire vehicle licence to vehicles used by farmers or graziers for firefighting purposes. The
amendment will now permit those vehicles to carry water for stock and domestic
purposes in areas that have been declared either drought affected or water deficient. We
should applaud farmers and graziers who offer their vehicles and their energy to fight
fires. Fires are one of Australia's main enemies, especially in the bush in summer. The
broadening of this concession is a just reward for those people. However, the concession
should not be extended ad infinitumn. The category should not be so open that anyone can
get the concession, especially those who do not use their vehicles to assist the
community. That would do no justice to the people who genuinely use their vehicles for
firefighting. I commend the extension, but sound a note of warning that there could be a
tendency to grant this concession to people who are not worthy of it.
This Bill amends section 19(13) of the Act which provides that the Traffic Board may
grant a 50 per cent vehicle licence concession to a motor wagon, trailer or semitrailer on
the condition that the owner is carrying on business as a farmer or grazier. This
concession is currently subject to a mass limitation of 14 000 kilograms. This
amendment removes the restriction on that mass limitation provision which will allow for
greater flexibility. This amendment is commendable because today's vehicles are much
larger than those used in days gone by. Again I sound the same note of warning: By
removing the restriction on mass limitation I hope the 50 per cent vehicle licence
concession will not be granted to operators who do not deserve it. Concessions which are
granted to various sections of the community should be deserving. Some sections of the
community deserve a motor vehicle licence and driver's licence concession because of
their physical or financial disability. We do not want a Road Traffic Act which contains
a loophole that allows this concession to be available to anybody who drives a large
truck. Although the Opposition supports this amendment, it certainly hopes that all
applications for concessions are properly scrutinised to ensure that the applicant is
worthy of it.
The final amendment contained. in this Bill will officially authorise a concession which
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was introduced by the previous Labor Government. This concession was widely
applauded by all sections of the community and I refer to the implementation of the
Seniors' Card. This card provides many benefits to card holders and I am glad that this
Government has seen fit to continue it. The holders of a Seniors' Card are eligible to a
50 per cent concession on their motor driver's licence fee. Although the concession has
been in place for a number of years, after examining the police licensing and services
subdepartment's books the Auditor General's report said that there was no legislative
authority to provide a concession to Seniors' Card holders. His report stipulated that an
amendment to the Road Traffic Act was necessary to allow the concession to continue.
The proclamation of this Bill will formalise that procedure.
I reiterate my opening comments: The Opposition supports the spirit of the Bill to
provide more flexibility in the granting of concessions by either the State or Federal
Governments. Including the provision for the granting of concessions in legislation is
commendable. The Opposition hopes that concessions are not granted to people who are
not worthy of them. I have outlined my concern that the amendments to sections 19(5)(f)
and 19(13) may open the way for farmers, graziers and people who use their vehicles for
firefighting purposes and carting water to be granted concessions when really they are
not warranted. I urge that due diligence be given to approving these concessions. I
reiterate that vehicles used on a farm should not automatically be subject to this
concession. The vehicles must be for the specific purposes stated in the Bill.
I hope that in a couple of years' time the Government will introduce legislation which
expands the list of people entitled to concessions on motor vehicle and drivers' licences.
After all, it was an initiative of the previous Labor Government and the Opposition
would support such a move.
MR RUPPER (Belmont) [ 11.28 am]: This Bill provides for an extension of concessions
to low income earners and reflects an agreement between the State and Commonwealth
Governments to extend the list of people eligible for those concessions. Concessions are
this State's major form of assistance to low income earners. We have had a number of
debates in this House on the provision of emergency financial relief to people
experiencing financial crisis and who are on low incomes. Although that form of
assistance is important, and it is regrettable that this Government has substantially
reduced the level of assistance to these people, it is the smaller part of assistance
provided by the State to low income earners. The major form of assistance granted by
this Government is through concessions to people who hold cards issued by the
Commonwealth. The assistance is partly in the form of concessions on motor vehicle
licences and electricity charges. The concessions are, by and large, funded by cross-
subsidisation, which means that other people pay slightly more for their electricity to
allow the supply charge concession to be offered by Western Power.
Overall through the system of cross-subsidisation and the direct forgoing of consolidated
fund revenue, as we see in this Bill, in the past the State has spent about $150m on
concessions for people on low incomes. I would be interested if the Minister would, in
either his response or at the Committee stage, set the concessions in this Bill in that
overall context. Does the State Government have a policy concerning the issue of
concessions for people on low incomes? The Government should have a comprehensive

plcy regaring concessions and it should make that policy clear to both the Parliament
and te public. What is the overall state expenditure on concessions for people on low
mncmes? Tat is an important issue for those interested in both government finances and
assistance for people on low incomes. I recall that when I last dealt with this issue, the
amount was about $150m. That amount may have been increased, or because of the
decreasing unemployment rate, it may have been reduced, but it is an important matter.
This is a relatively large expenditure, but it is not often debated because it is not provided
for via an explicit Budget allocation. We have much more debate on the $2m, $3m or
$4m that is allocated in various years for emergency financial relief than we have on the
$150m that we in effect allocate for concessions. Because we allocate that money
through either cross-subsidisation or concessions which mean a forgoing of revenue, it is
subject to neither debate nor the scrutiny of the Parliament.
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I turn now to the arrangements with the Commonwealth. The state concessions are
extended to people who arm eligible for pensioner concession cards issued by the
Commonwealth Government. That makes the State in a sense hostage to commonwealth
policy and administrative arrangements. If the Commonwealth decided to expand the
eligibility for pensioner concession cards, the number of people in Western Australia
eligible for concessions offered by the State Government would increase and state
expenditure in either cross-subsidisation or revenue forgone would increase. I
understand that an agreement was reached between the Commonwealth and State
Governments that the Commonwealth would expand the eligibility for the pensioner
concession card and the State would consequently expand the pool of people to whom it
applied its concessions. Those negotiations were being conducted when the previous
Government was in office. I do not think they were concluded, and I would like to know
the outcome of those discussions. The Commonwealth's decision to expand the number
of people entitled to concessions Will involve the State in additional expenditure. Has the
Commonwealth made any contribution to the State for this expansion of the concession
pool? Have we achieved some quid pro quo from the Commonwealth for the financial
consequences of its decision for the State?
Too often we discuss in this Parliament the extension of concessions but not the overall
policy context in which those concessions are offered. This quite large expenditure
deserves more debate and scrutiny than this Parliament has so far been able to give it. I
hope the Minister for Police will be able to deal with these two issues, although I suspect
he may have some problem because they relate mome to the portfolio of the Minister for
Community Development than they do to the portfolio of the Minister for Police.
Nevertheless, the Minister for Police is the Minister responsible for implementing this
legislation and the decisions that have been reached essentially within the Community
Development portfolio. It is a pity the Minister for Community Development is not here
because he should contribute some of the answers to the questions I have asked.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [ 11.35 am]: I thank the Opposition for its
support of the Bill, and I congratulate the member for Belmont for his extensive
knowledge of the subject and for his ability to take some considerable time to put those
comments on record. He acknowledged in his concluding remarks that many of the
things about which he spoke are not part of my portfolio and are covered within the
portfolio of the Minister for Community Development. I will deal with those comments
before dealing with the matters raised by the member for Balcatta because I am able to
respond in more detail to the matters raised by the member for Balcatta than I am to the
matters raised by the member for Belmont.
As the member for Belmont said, the concessions with which we are dealing here are
basically given by way of vehicle and driver's licence concessions. There is a range of
concessions in regard to the Seniors' Card. Those matters were part of the negotiations
that were initiated just prior to our coming into government and were triggered by the
Commonwealth's decision to extend the pensioner health benefits card to pick up a range
of people who previously were not recipients of that concession. That included sole
parents, widows, and people on Job Search and Newstart allowances. It extended also to
some people who received sickness and special benefits and to people over the age of 60
who had been on benefits continually for in excess of one year. Those changes
introduced by the Commonwealth obviously had the potential for substantial impact upon
this State Government, and an arrangement was entered into initially that the Federal
Government would pick up the funding from April through to 30 June 1993 - I am
working from memory to some degree - and I understand that the Commonwealth built
into the allowance the amount by which the State Government was out of pocket as a
result of the new initiatives introduced by the Commonwealth Government. Therefore,
although the State potentially lost money, the Commonwealth Government filled in the
gap so that the State was not out of pocket.
It will be necessary for the member for Belmont to speak to the Minister for Community
Development to obtain more detail about the matters raised by him with regard to
concessions. The Minister .for Community Development has a much better
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understanding than I have of the intricacies of state government concessions, allowances
and benefits to disadvantaged people in the community.
Mr Ripper Which portfolio is responsible for the overall concessions policy? Who has
driven the policy with regard to this Bill?
Mr WIESE: I am not in a position to give a direct answer to that question. Speaking off
the top of my head.- I would not like to be held to this - I suspect the majority come
under the auspices of the Minister for Community Development. In reality, the Road
Traffic Act deals only with concessions on vehicle licences and drivers' licences. The
concessions are handled under my portfolio because the licences are covered by the Road
Traffic Act. Therefore, I am able to speak with certainty on those two concessions but
not on the other concessions. Concessions may be dealt with by other ministries, perhaps
even the premier and Cabinet.
Mr Ripper- How much are these concessions costing at the moment, and what will be the
extra cost of the concessions provided under this Bill?
Mr WIESE: I am not in a position to answer that with any accuracy. However, I will
ascertain the cost of these concessions under the Road Traffic Act for the member.
I thank the member for Balcatta for the manner in which he has handled this Bill. This
legislation will allow the Government of the day, from whichever side, some flexibility
to cope with changes to concessions available under the Road Traffic Act. Almost
30 concessions are embodied in the range of changes introduced over a long period under
section 19 of the Road Traffic Act, and obviously that situation will not change. It will
continue to occur and I believe the Government of the day needs the flexibility to deal
with those concessions quickly. The only way to do that is by regulation, without the
need to bring to the Parliament new legislation every time there is a change to the
concessions offered. The scrutiny of Parliament will be maintained, as the member for
Balcatta and I know because we were members of the Delegated Legislation Committee
for some time. That committee will be able to scrutinise very closely any proposed
changes to the regulations, and the Parliament will be able to disallow those regulations if
it judges them to be unwarranted or finds something wrong with them. That is very
important.
The benefits will be extended to a wider range of people. Those benefits already are
being received by the potential beneficiaries and have been since they were introduced in
April 1993 when the Federal Government changed the existing schedule of concessions.
The member for Balcatta expressed concern about the amendment which extends the
concession currently available for firefighting vehicles to be licensed without the
payment of a fee. The concession will be extended to allow farmers in a drought
declared or water deficient declared area to use an existing firefighting vehicle - which
already has pumps and tanks - to cart water for stock or for the homestead. The two
provisos to that concession are the safeguards sought by the member for Balcatta. I
assure him that the extension of the existing concession will apply only to firefighting
vehicles which already attract that concession. That is a fairly limited number of
vehicles -off the top of my head, between 200 and 500. The concession can be taken
advantage of only by farmers in areas or shires in which a drought declaration or
declaration of water deficiency has been issued. Obviously the farmers in those areas
will already be under severe financial pressure.
Mr Catania: Apart from expressing concern about the safeguard, I do not want to
underscore the importance of those people in the farms who provide that service. They
attract the concession and deserve it, but we do not want people who do not deserve it to
attract it.
Mr WIESE: I hope the member for Balcatta is satisfied that that remains the situation.
There are stringent controls over the issue of a licence for a firefighting vehicle. That
vehicle can be used only for firefighting purposes, and if it is used for general farming
purposes, it must be licensed and a fee paid. Those people who receive the concession
will be under severe financial pressure because they are in a drought or water deficient
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declared area, and it would rub salt in their wounds if they were required to pay a full
licence fee to cart water to their stock or homestead.
The extension of the concession to large trucks and vehicles with a weight above 14 000
kilograms is brought about by changes in farming practice. Ten years ago hardly any
farmers had tandem axle trucks or larger trucks. Now many farmers have tandem axle
trucks. That is a result of changes in technology, the size of equipment and the speed
with which the harvesting is carried out. The farmers must be able to move grain from
the header to the farm bulkhead or the Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd bulkhead as
quickly as possible, hence they need bigger trucks. This is an acknowledgment of
changes in the fanming industry over the past 15 to 20 years. The amendment has been
sought by the farming industry for many years, and I am pleased the Opposition supports
that extension. The safeguards are important, and the Opposition should be made aware
of them. The concession is available only to primary producers and if the farmer uses the
truck for any commercial carting, or for carting the produce of his neighbour or some
other person, he will not be eligible for the concession. The concession will be removed
from any farmer caught contravening that rule. The safeguards that the Opposition seek
are already in the Bill and it is important that they remain and the system is not able to be
rorted.
The Seniors' Card was introduced by the previous Government, but neither the card nor
its concessions were given any legislative basis. The Auditor General has twice
commented on that fact. We are giving the Seniors' Card a legislative basis so that the
concessions provided to holders of the Seniors' Card are legally and properly able to be
given. There are no changes that take away or add to concessions that already exist. We
are enabling it to be done legally, which technically was not previously the case. It is an
important change.
Mr Ripper: Is the Police inister confessing that illegal actions are occurring in his
portfolio?
Mr WIESE: Not at all, and we do not want to get into that sort of discussion. However,
as Minister for Police it has often been my role to clean up the mess left by the previous
Government, and this is just one more example where this has been my role.

I am pleased with the support from members of the Opposition. I acknowledge this
legislation is needed and the concessions are very real concessions to those people who
are in need, and we are making sure that they continue to operate as they do at present.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee and Report

Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported without amendmnent, and the
report adopted-

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [11.51 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [11.52 am]: I apologise that I was unavoidably delayed, and
I wanted to contribute to this debate. People with disabilities should be able to reap some
advantages and benefit from having the kind of legislation that is now before the House.

Transport for people with disabilities is a means to access services, recreation, friends
and a range of issues that make sure that they will be able to take their part as an integral
part of the community. One of the biggest costs to people with disabilities is tranisport,
not only the car but the recurrent costs for licensing and fuel. Members will probably be
aware that at the moment I arn surveying people on the direct and indirect costs of
disability. One of the overwhelming messages that is coming back is about the indirect
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cost of transport. They have had to decide between taking car journeys and putting their
money into other avenues for household expenditure. When considering transport for
people with disabilities, governments and oppositions have examined the public trasport
system. This legislation challenges us to consider advantages through concessions for
people using private transport.
The fantastic survey that was done for the Australian Council for Rehabilitation of
Disabled by the Institute for Science and Technology Policy at Murdoch University
focuses on a range of concessions that could be provided to people who have private
vehicles and would like to continue using them when they have a physical disability. The
Minister for Health and I recently attended the opening of a show at the Claremont
showgrounds where sales people displayed cars, scooters and other modes of transport,
and including hoists, so that people making a decision about whether they could afford
this mode of transport could see what was on offer. The organisers of that show were
overwhelmed by the number of men and women who flooded into the exhibition, as well
as people who came with children with disabilities.
Although I appreciate that the current legislation is focusing on motor vehicle and
drivers' licences, other issues should be considered for concessional benefits. I refer
again to the report by Murdoch University on "Transport for People with Disabilities in
Western Australia". Besides motor vehicles, it refers to a number of "soft options" such
as wheelchairs, bicycles, tricycles and a variety of electrically powered scooters and
buggies. They take the place of the most taken for granted mode of transport - that is,
walking. Walking forms part of journeys every day when, even as able bodied people,
we set out to drive or to catch the bus or train. Recommendations were made about soft
transport options including testing, and a range of issues that probably are not relevant to
this debate, but included making sure that shopping centres, footpaths and public spaces
are accessible for people who will be using wheelchairs, electrified wheelchairs, scooters
and buggies. Another series of options focused on the support that people need,
including driving skills assessment, driving instruction, vehicle modification assessment
and advice, and parking. All of those issues are a long way away from motor vehicle
concessions, but each of those categories of need will incur significant costs for a person
with disability. When we talk about access to public places and to services, transport
becomes an issue that any Government committed to delivering a social justice platform
must consider.
Another range of options focuses on direct subsidies for purchase and maintenance of
modified vehicles.
Mr Minson: The member for Kenwick referred to access to buildings and so on, and that
is why the Disability Services Commission was brought into being.
Dr WATSON: The Minister for Disability Services missed the points that were raised
before he came into the Chamber.
Mr Wiese: Is the member for Kenwick aware that most of what she is talking about is
totally out of order?
Dr WATSON: It is not. If the Government is seeking to regulate concessional
advantages for a range of people with a variety of needs in our community, these kinds of
issues must be considered, and transport is a significant hidden cost for people with
disabilities. If somebody becomes disabled because of a spinal cord injury and is
independent enough to drive a modified vehicle, we must think as a community and as a
Parliament, of ways and means of finding that access. It might be through a concession
that is provided for the purchase of the vehicle, driving skills instruction or, indeed,
through vehicle modification and advice. They are the sorts of things about which this
legislation challenges us to think.
Of course, another issue is subsidising private cars. Car travel and driving is a realistic
option for a minority of people with disabilities. I spoke to two men yesterday who have
spinal cord injuries. One qualifies for a small make-up disability support pension and he
gets proportionately less of his motor vehicle licence and driver's licence refunded than
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the other man, who is dependent on a disability support pension. He has just taded in his
old car for a new one, so it was an opportune time to speak to him. He said that he did
not have to pay the $600 transfer fee - some kind of state sales tax - but was required to
pay half the motor vehicle licence fee. He has a high spinal cord injury and is unable to
drive. He is dependent on his wife, who is a pensioner, to drive him but she cannot get
any subsidy on her driver's licence.
The following figures, which are taken from a Victorian survey done in 1988, are
important and they probably would not differ much from those in Western Australia.
Only 27 per cent of respondents with disabilities possess a driver's licence as against 50
per cent of the general population. Some 60 per cent of car trips made by people with
disabilities are made as passengers. By contrast, only 20 per cent of car trips made by the
general community are made as passengers. One can conclude that car travel offers
considerably less by way of independence and immediately available access to many
people with disabilities. That is a very strong argument to consider concessions for
people with disabilities far beyond the licence concessions.
In conclusion, using British experience as a guide and assuming the existence of
accessible public transport and effective door-to-door services in Perth and major
regional centres, the need for private car subsidies is calculated not to exceed 700 to
1 400 people now - that is, 1995 - or 1 200 to 2 400 people in 10 years. The initial costs
to the scheme, which would bring numerous benefits to people with disabilities who are
able to drive, would be only between $500 000 and $S1m. Of course, those costs would
then grow by annual increments. I wanted to make the point about transport as a huge
social justice issue for people with disabilities as a means of getting or not getting access
to a whole range of services. I bring this to the Minister's attention because, while there
is an intention to legislate for concessions, we will of course get that behind us, but we
should be thinking about the next steps in what I see as a necessary evolutionary change.
MR RIP1PER (Belmont) [12.06 pm]: I express my surprise and, indeed, my
disappointment that the Minister is not able to tell the House what the costs of this
legislation will be in terms of revenue forgone. Were this matter to be dealt with by
direct expenditure, there would be considerable opportunities for the Parliament to
scrutinise the issue, the merits of the expenditure and so on. Because it is being dealt
with byway of concession - by forgoing revenue that the State would otherwise receive -
there is all too little opportunity for the Parliament to scrutinise the expenditure. The
Government should be in a position when it comes to this House with a Bill like this to
say precisely how much the Bill will cost. Not to do so is to ignore the Government's
obligations to be accountable to this House, particularly in financial matters.
Secondly, the Government should to be able to say what are the total costs of concessions
in this area. It is less than rigorous.- indeed, it is slapdash - for the Government to come
to the House with a Bill like this and not be able to say precisely what it will cost
taxpayers. The Government should look at the way it handles legislation like this. The
briefing notes to the Minister should contain a financial impact statement and it would be
preferable if that were included in the second reading speech. It seems a pretty basic
matter and I am surprised that it has not been done on this occasion or that the
information has not been made available to the Minister. Perhaps there is an excuse in
that such information would be available to the Community Development portfolio but
not to the Police portfolio. In any case, the House is owed that information.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [12.08 pm]: I will deal very quickly with the
matters raised, first by the member for Kenwick and then by the member for Belmont.
The member for Kenwick summed it up very well when she said that many of the matters
she was raising were a long way from what is addressed in the Bill. In fact, most of the
things she spoke about did not apply to anything dealt with in this legislation.
Nevertheless, I am sure she has welcomed the opportunity to get her concerns about
some of those areas on the record. All members in this House have a sympathy for
concerns related to those. people who suffer from disability and for whom there is a wide
range of concessions, help and so on.
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The member for Kenwick touched upon some of the other areas where she believes
existing benefits could be extended. The House should be aware that many of the
pensioners about whom she talks already receive a 100 per cent concession on their
vehicle licences. That was the case even prior to this legislation and the Commonwealth
Government's changes in April 1993. That concession covered persons on a disability
support pension, aged persons who had a disability support pension that had been
converted to an aged pension, those receiving a disability support pension for their
spouse and also those totally and permanently incapacitated people who received a
concession under the Veterans' Affairs Act. All those people were receiving a 100 per
cent concession prior to these changes and, of course, that will continue. T7hat concession
also entitles them to a full concession on the stamp duty that they pay when they buy a
new vehicle or transfer a vehicle. The situation has not changed. It was available before
this legislation, and it will continue to be available. Concessions for disabled persons
were broadened; that related to the disability support pension for blind persons or those in
sheltered employment. Previously they received no vehicle concession but they now
receive 50 per cent concession if they are holders of the pensioner health benefit card or
the travel concession card. That is the only group that is picked up by the changes
introduced in 1993 and now picked up in the legislative changes before us today.
In relation to the matter raised by the member for Belmont I can give some indication of
the level of concessions but I cannot provide the complete detail that he requested I will
deal with the concessions available for vehicles, which is what we are dealing with in this
piece of legislation. The monetary value of those concessions is in the vicinity of
$18.8m. That is a very considerable amount. That does not of course pick up the family
concession, which I think is about $20. That represents another $15m. It does not pick
up the drivers' licence concession or the stamp duty concession which is available to
persons receiving the 100 per cent concession. The value of the concessions offered by
present and previous State Governments is substantial.
Mr Ripper: That was the point I made. It is a considerable amount of money which,
because it is done by forgoing revenue, is not subject to the same scrutiny as similar
expenditure on the other side.
Mr WIESE: I take the point. If the member seeks further detail he should put his
questions on notice and I will be happy to supply the answer because I do not have the
information at the moment.
Having addressed all those matters, I now thank members opposite for their support of
this legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

CARAVAN PARKS AND CAMPING GROUNDS BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 18 May.
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [12.14 pm]: Although the Opposition has indicated its
willingness to support the Bill, that support is on the basis that it is recognised that
legislation has been necessary for this industry for many years. For about 14 or 15 years
various Governments have been approached by the industry in an attempt to achieve
recognition for what is happening in the caravan industry. The major concern has always
been that the current Act does not allow permanent residency on a caravan site. Exactly
the opposite is the case: Residence in a caravan park is restricted to about thre months,
and by law people must leave after that time. The industry knows, indeed we all know,
that that provision has never been applied. In numerous areas of the State we have
witnessed massive industrial growth and all Governments have recognised the need for
caravan park owners - be they council and/or private - to put in place caravan facilities
which would pick up the peak load of the work force. I lived for seven years in the
Pilbara. I realise how important caravan accommodation was in the 1970s for the Cliffs-
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Robe River project at Cape Lamnbert, as well as for the Hamersicy Iron Pty Ltd project at
Karratha. As production from those companies increased in the 1970s caravan parks
became an extremely important part of the planning process and the ability to service the
needs of the industries at that time. If we had to plan an area like Karratha on the basis of
putting in X number of houses or roads for a construction work force of 10 000, reducing
to 4 000 or 5 000 at the conclusion of the construction phase, it would impose a
tremendous financial burden on the companies and the Government, and it would inhibit
their ability to plan accordingly.
Although most of us consider caravan parks as recreational facilities, they have played a
historical and important role in the development of this State. It was during that massive
growth in the Pilbara in the 1960s and 1970s when the old Act was first seen to be totally
inadequate, because caravan park owners allowed the occupiers of caravans to live in the
parks permanently. Therefore, by definition, both the State Government and local
government were acting illegally according to the Act. Without doubt people were living
in caravans with their families; their children were booked into the local school, and they
were using the local health facilities. They were part of the local community, yet by law
they should not have been living permanently in the caravan park.
With the history of caravan parks in mind, the Opposition recognises that we cannot
allow that illegal situation to continue. It would need only a vigorous local council that
wanted to take action against a group of permanent caravan dwellers to apply the
provisions of the present Act and set about prosecuting people on the basis that they had
lived in the park for more than three months. It would need only a State Government
with a different view of permanent residents in caravan parks to implement the existing
Act. We would have thousands of people before the courts. I have always believed that
if a law is silly it should not be complied with, regardless of whether it is part of the
legislative process or the law of the land. If the law is silly it should not be recognised.
That is basically what has happened under the current Act as it has not been applied to
permanent residents in caravan parks. Everyone recognises it is a silly law, and that if
anyone decided to take legal action against permanent residents of caravan parks, not
only would the courts be full of people being charged with living in a caravan for too
long or in some other structure on a caravan site, but also it would put tremendous
pressure on the existing infrastructure throughout the State.
If the present legislation were applied, the people in the many caravan parks in the
metropolitan area would be removed or forced out because they have lived there for more
than three months and would go to Homeswest and demand appropriate housing or to the
local council and demand better community infrastructure. There would be tremendous
pressure. We know about the 50 or 100 or however many people who live in the these
caravan parks throughout the State. I do not know the exact figure. I will have the
opportunity in Committee to ask questions so that we can get an idea about the number of
people, firstly, who use caravan parks annually and, secondly and more importantly, who
decide either because of financial circumstances or because they prefer it as a way of life,
to live permanently in caravan parks. Many people would be surprised at the number of
permanent residents in caravan parks.
At least seven caravan parks are in my electorate and in the electorate of Rockingham
and many of the people who are using those caravan parks are permanent residents. I
suggest that those caravan parks could not survive economically if they did not have
permanent residents. Given that that is how the caravan parks operate, as a member of
Parliament I recognise that under the present law those caravan park owners are breaking
the law. Every three months the owner should go to the permanent dwellers in the
caravan park and ask them to move out.
I have taken some time to explain our position because on that basis we recognise that we
should change the law because it is silly. My philosophical position is that, regardless of
the fact that the legislation is on the Statute books, if it is a silly law and if it does not
assist society, it should be ignored., Within the existing legislation people have done
that - local governments,' caravan park owners, residents of caravan parks and State
Governments have ignored it. Now is the time for change.
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I find parts of the legislation to be quite draconian. I am quite happy to go into that in
more detail during Committee. I am concerned about the ability of councils to close
down caravan parks without there being an appropriate right of appeal. The Minister
might give that some thought before we go into Committee. I will give a quick example
to highlight my concern. Clause 7(6) talks about a council refusing to renew a licence if
the licence holder has been convicted of an offence under this Act, and there are many
offences within the legislation. It lays down guidelines about where the licence might be
removed, but it gives no right of appeal. It says that where a council refuses to grant or
renew a licence, it must give notice in writing of that decision to the applicant. I will go
into that in more detail in Committee.
The legislative process attached to the major change is very heavy-handed and gives
tremendous power to local government without the proper right of appeal. I am putting
myself in the place of a caravan park owner who will spend a lot of money in acquiring
the land and then have to meet all the rigorous standards applied by the legislation - and
they should be rigorous when people live there on a permanent basis. For the owner,
having invested a lot of money to establish the caravan park, this part of the Bill says that
a licence can be removed if a local council decides that the caravan park owner is not
complying with this or any other written law relating to caravanning and camping. I do
not know where else we could look for those laws. That statement indicates that the
offences may not necessarily be included in this legislation.
Mr Omodei: I think there is an appeal process.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: No, there is not. That is exactly the point I am making. Clause
7(6) talks about the ability of local government to remove the licence. I looked for the
appeal process, but it is just not there. In clause 10 that deals with a prohibition notice -
that is an entirely different matter - there is a right of appeal.
Mr Omodei: I think you will find there is an appeal in clause 7.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Although I read the Bill fairly quickly initially, I could not see
in clause 7(6) the same sort of wording that is in clause 10(2)(b).
Mr Ornodei: Look at clause 7(7). It says, "Where a local government refuses to grant or
renew a licence it must give notice in writing of that decision to the applicant."
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I have already said that.
Mr Omodei: There is an appeal process under clause 7(7).
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That clause does not indicate that to me. When I read that the
applicant receives a notice, I looked for the ability to appeal, but the clause does not
continue in that vein. It stops. The next subclause should say that the licence holder is
entitled to appeal, as happens in the prohibition notice clause.
I am also concerned about the authority given to local government officers to carry out
inspections. I know it is the Minister's intention to have in place the protection of the
tenancy Act to cover people living in caravan parks. From previous discussions with the
Minister and his officers, my understanding is that that Act will apply to those abodes on
caravan parks, as if those people were living in permanent rental properties outside the
caravan parks. They have one level of protection if they are within a building and pay
rental for the use of the building, but they do not have such protection of their individual
rights when it comes to their bringing a vehicle onto the property. I presume that, by
definition, the vehicle can include the vehicle being driven and/or the caravan. Those
concerns are relevant to clause 20 under the heading "Entry of an occupied caravan or
camp".
Under the heading "Powers of entry" on page 15, clause 18 provides -

(1) An authorized person may, at all reasonable times, for the purposes of this
Act -

(a) enter and inspect a facility, other than a building in a facility that is
used as a residence;
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(b) enter and inspect any caravan or camp which is not in a facility;
(c) after serving reasonable notice or with the consent of the occupier,

enter and inspect a building in a facility that is used as a residence;
(d) stop, enter, inspect or detain any vehicle in a caravan park or

camping ground,
Paragraphs (a), (b). and (c) refer to reasonable notice and the inspection of what I classify
as a permanent abode on the caravan park site, whether it be a caravan as we might
understand it, or a park home. However, paragraph (d) concerning inspection of a
vehicle does not provide for notice to be given, and that worries me. Obviously we will
seek further clarification from the Minister in Committee on what I consider to be some
fairly stringent regulations and authority which this Bill will give to local government,
and how they may apply that. After all, I am sure the Minister will agree that although
we are happy to have a Bill that will allow for permanent residents to live on caravan
sites throughout the State - we appreciate the need for that because it has gone on for
many years - and while we are trying to run a tourism campaign to encourage visitors
from the Eastern States or overseas, we do not want to have in place draconian provisions
which, as I read this Bill, allow local government officers to stop a vehicle at the gate of,
say, the Coogee caravan park and demand to inspect it. I presume the inspection will
include not only the towing vehicle, but also whatever is being towed. It would not take
too many of those incidents before the word would go around the camping industry
throughout Australia that people should not go into this State or its local areas. I am sure
the Minister's office would receive many complaints.
Although our concerns about such wording may be allayed in Committee, we must bear
in mind that there are 142 councils throughout Western Australia which will operate their
caravan parks under this legislation. I know from experience within my electorate that
councils react differently from one another. They adopt different standards for not only
facilities and quality of sites, but also management of those caravan parks. Those 142
councils will each employ, I think, a ranger or a health inspector where necessary who,
under clause (5)(d), will stop, enter, inspect or detain any vehicle in a caravan park or
camping ground.
Mr Omodei: That can be done now by a fishing inspector, traffic inspector or policeman.
If adding this to the others creates a burden I acknowledge that.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It is an interesting point. I was going to get to that detail in
Committee. The Minister is right: Many authorities such as fisheries inspectors can stop
a vehicle on the road, inspect it and confiscate its catch. However, in the main, they are
state government bodies, responsible to a Minister of the Crown. Some people still argue
about their authority. This legislation gives the authority to local government and it
could be interpreted in at least 142 different ways. I am concerned, as I am sure is the
Minister, not so much about how upset an individual may be if he has driven across the
Nullarbor, arrived at a caravan park at 7.30 at night and is wanting to pitch a caravan and
have a shower but is stopped at the gates by a local ranger wanting to inspect his vehicle
for something like bad apple cores or bananas - it does not matter that he may have
submitted to an inspection as he went through Eucla - but about the fact that at a State
level we are running a multimillion dollar tourism campaign to attract people to Western
Australia. The Northern Territory runs excellent advertisements encouraging people to
visit there. If this State Government were running advertisements nationally to
encourage Australians to visit Western Australia and that legislation were being
interpreted badly, it would not take too many instances for the word to get around that
Western Australia was not caravan parlk friendly. I am not suggesting that that will
happen. I am simply saying that the wording of the Bill is such that it could occur and it
may need some tidying up to make sure it does not. I am not suggesting that most local
councils do not want to attract tourists to within their boundaries. They have a vested
interest in making sure that tourism is properly controlled and allowed to grow.
MY other concern is the exemptions 'under this Bill for a certain group of owners of
caravans. The Bill provides that the ministry may exempt certain caravan parks; it leaves
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it open to that. My presumption is that, if it sees fit, the Crown can exempt all sorts of
caravan parks for a specific reason. The Bill provides that all state government caravan
parks will be exempt automatically from the standards.
Mr Omodei: They will not be exempt from the standards. The Bill provides clearly they
shall be managed the same as any other caravan park.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: With the greatest respect, I do not think that is the case. We can
go into those sorts of things at the Committee stage.
Mr Omodei: It is clause 3 1.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Without being specific about the clause, I picked that concern
up ftrm the Minister's second reading speech where he said that the Bill enables parts of
the State to be exempted from the application of this legislation and there is also
provision for the Minister to approve exemptions from some standards in particular
cases. I am concerned that we are talking about a multimillion dollar industry in which
private owners will have traditionally invested millions of dollars. This legislation will
add to the cost of the future development of caravan parks and to the cost of existing
caravan parks, because by definition it will require many of them to be upgraded, in
terms of communal facilities, the standards of the grounds and the infrastructure that is
required to place permanent resident caravans on site.
Mr Catania: It would mean increased costs to the people who are using the parks.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Absolutely, by definition of the extra investment involved in
having a law to allow for permanent residence. One can see that as a result of this Bill
the cost of using a caravan park will increase. I am concerned that we are asking the
industry generally to do this, but we are suggesting that a group may not have to do it. I
am sure the Minister will have had discussions with the caravan industry and will be able
to give me good reasons why certain groups should not be included. My understanding is
that some of the bodies which may not have to comply are government bodies. I may
have picked that up from the part of the Minister's second reading speech which
indicated that some people will be exempt. The Bill is starting to take us down the right
track in Western Australia of what we must do to improve standards of caravan parks
dramatically. We all know that some leave a lot to be desired. I am not much of a
caravanner. One of the ways in which I like to travel is to throw a tent in the back of the
car. I have a little two-person tent.
MW Cowan: You gave yourself away when you mentioned pitching a caravan.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I think I can count on one hand the times I have stayed in a
caravan. I stayed in a tent when I represented the Miscellaneous Workers Union.
Wr Tubby: On a picket line?
Mr Omodei: An illegal act again.
Wr MARLBOROUGH: When I was an official, part of my role was to look after
workers in the Pilbara and Kimberley. Twice and sometimes three times a year I would
drive off and spend four weeks visiting all the sites in the Pilbara and Kimberley. I
would travel to Fitzroy Crossing and visit Go Go Station, Christmas Creek and then go
down to Balgo. I could be leaving Fitzroy Crossing at five o'clock at night to head down
to Balgo, and I would camp on the side of the road. Sometimes I might sleep in the tent
or in the car. I might not hit Broome until nine o'clock at night. I very rarely booked
into a hotel. I would go to the then Cable Beach caravan park and pitch my tent.
Broome has a beautiful climate, a beautiful beach and there are always magnificent sights
to see at Cable Beach. Many a time after work I would watch dolphins at Cable Beach. I
would pitch my tent for three days, see my schools and often drive out to One Arm Point
Beagle Bay or Lombadina. Depending on weather conditions, in many instances the
roads would be washed away and I would have to wait for a grader to come through. So
I always had a tent and appropriate facilities to be able to live off the land if I had to. I
was pretty versatile.
Mr Omodei: I never figured you as aman of the land.
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Minister might be surpised to know that all my years in the
desert with Monty taught me how to live off the land. That was not Monty House but
Monty of El Alamein. He used to say to me, "For Christ's sake, Sergeant Marlborough,
get to the back of the queue and give the others blokes a go at the enemy! " It stood me in
good practice.
There may be some argument for certain government facilities not to meet standards,
particularly where they are not required and we do not want permanent residents. I am
sure that in caravan parks or camping facilities in national parks we do not want to
encourage permanent residents. I understand the logic that we may not want permanent
dwellings in those sorts of areas, but I hope that the other parts of the legislation mean
that the quality of hygiene, ablution blocks and other facilities, even the size of caravan
pads and electricity and power, will have to meet certain standards. We on this side of
the House are not against an interpretation by this Minister or any future Minister that
would see, as it were, beyond the recognised need of a government caravan park in a
national park. If the Minister did not want to encourage or allow permanent residents, we
would want to see more than that sort of clause applied. In the Minister's second reading
speech he said -

The Bill enables parts of the State to be exempted from the application of this
legislation and there is also provision for the Ninister to approve of particular
exemptions from some standards in particular cases.

I hope any applicable standards are not broken or watered down. Where they apply, they
must apply equally across the board. It is clearly understood that we do not want to
encourage permanent residents in national parks. That is the only case I can think of
where that broad brush approach must be applied. Standards are a different matter
altogether. It is in the Government's best interests to set standards so that the industry
can see the standards to which it must conform. I have not visited every caravan park in
the State and I probably never will. It may be that a number of government facilities
should be upgraded. I presume many local governments run their own caravan parks.
Although the local authority in Coogee does not run the caravan park, it owns it and has a
commercial lease arrangement to put it out for tender every few years. My observation is
that the quality of service to caravan park users and how they are treated depends on who
has been successful in getting the lease. I have received a number of complaints, as I am
sure other members have, from dwellers of caravan parks about how the landlord has
been treating them. In the main this Bill goes a long way towards stopping the
mistreatment of caravan park users, particularly permanent dwellers who will be
protected by the Residential Tenancies Act. That is a tremendous move in the right
direction.
It is in those areas the Opposition indicates to the Minister that although in principle it
supports this Bill and recognises that the legislation has had a long gestation period and
has been required by the caravan industry, the State and the tourism industry for a long
time, it has some concerns about it.
Mr Catania: An important part of the Bill is the memorandum on issuing strata titles. It
will be a cheap form of accommodation if the strata titles are allowed. We should be
conscious of that and of the Minister's intentions on it.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Yes. They are the sorts of details the Opposition will go into in
Committee. One of the reasons I have taken the opportunity during this speech of
spelling out the Opposition's concerns to the Minister for Local Government is that I am
aware he was given short notice of this Bill coming on today, as was the Opposition, due
to the absence of the Minister for Primary Industry who obviously has important matters
to deal with outside the House, and I thought I would assist him.
Mr Cowan: We have enjoyed your travelogue.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It has reminded me of interesting things I did in the past as well;
I enjoyed them. We on this side 'of the House recognise that this is an extremely
important industry. It employs a lot of people. It spreads a lot of goodwill on behalf of
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this State. If interstate travellers are able to turn into a kind, friendly, clean, safe caravan
park at 10 o'clock at night when the family has been playing up in the back of the car,
they feel at home: It is like knocking on the family's door. Yes, caravan parks make
money, and they will continue to make money as they continue to improve their facilities
and as people become more mobile, but they play an important ambassadorial role for
Western Australia. In many instances the caravan park owner is the first face people see
when they come into Western Australia pulling a caravan, whether they come in through
Kalgoorlie, through the top end through Kununurra, Wyndhanm, Halls Creek, Fitzroy
Crossing, Derby and Broome - Broome brings back some memories; Cable Beach is
magnificent - or through the bottom end through Esperance, Albany, Denmark, Margaret
River and those areas.
Mr Omodei: Mukinbudin; Western Australia's tidy town.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Mukinbudin is a beautiful Spot. My brother used to teach at
Mukinbudin. He told me it was a lovely place.
It is important we recognise how important this section of the tourism industry is. This
Bill has been a long time in coming. The Parliament of Western Australia has taken far
too long to recognise the significance of this industry, not only of what it provides in the
tourism sense, but also the permanent abodes it has been illegally providing for thousands
of people in Western Australia who have been forced into living in caravan parks because
of their economic position, and/or have simply made a lifestyle decision. I never cease to
be fascinated by the different types of people in my electorate living as permanent
residents in caravan parks. They vary across the board and include pensioners whose
families have grown up and are off their hands and who no longer want to look after a
quarter acre block; who do not want to be tied down to looking after a four bedroom
home. They are more than happy to live in an on-site permanent structure at Woodman's
Point, for example, or a 36 foot permanent on-site caravan because they love the caravan
environment. In the metropolitan area they are close to all the facilities, it is cheaper, and
at the drop of a hat they can simply lock the door and know the on-site manager will look
after the place for them when they go away. In many instances their possessions are
more secure being left within the caravan because there is a permanent on-site manager -
a permanent "police officer" - who is normally the owner of the caravan and who has a
vested interest in looking after the property while they are away.
It is with those thoughts in mind that we on this side of the House are happy to recognise
that it is time the legislative process caught up with the important role caravan parks play
in providing tourism facilities, not only for residents of Western Australia, but for those
much needed dollars from the Eastern States and other parts of the world. The
Opposition recognises also that caravan parks have taken a great deal of pressure off state
planners, who have not had to provide bricks and mortar houses for new suburbia
because thousands of people have made a lifestyle decision to live permanently in a
caravan park. The caravan park owners have played a crucial role in that, and in many
instances have given greater efficiency to the planning of areas. Others would disagree
with that; however, the parks provide greater efficiency because they house a lot of
people in a fairly small area of land which is well maintained. Those people continually
use the existing infrastructure because they are close to bus stops, shopping centres and
schools; therefore, the parks are an important planning tool. The Opposition looks
forward to supporting the Bill, but has a number of issues it wants raise with the Minister.
NM KOBELKE (Noliamara) [12.59 pm]: r seek leave to continue my remarks at a
later stage of the sitting.
Leave granted.
[Debate thus adjourned.]
[Continued on p 5606.]

Sitting suspended from 1.00 go 2.00 pm

[Questions without notice taken.]
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AGRICULTURAL PRACTICES (DISPUTES) BILL
Committee

Resumed from 20 June. 'Me Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Ainsworth) in theChair, Mr House (Minister for Primary Industry) in charge of the Bill.
Progress was reported after clause 4 had been agreed to.
Clause S: Normial farm practices -

Mr GRILL: Normal farm practice is a crucial definition in this legislation. If this board
is set up under this legislation, its job will be to build up precedents in relation to normal
farm practice, and that will be an ongoing process. Last night in debate when questioned
over this matter, the Minister indicated that it would be a difficult matter, a time
consuming matter, but nonetheless that process would take place through the activities of
the board.
Clause 5 mentions a code of practice which would also be crucial in defining normal
farm practice. I imagine that it would be complementary to the activities of the board in
relation to defining normal work practice. My first question is whether the code ofpractice will be complementary to the activities of the board when defining normal farm
practice and how the two will work in conjunction. My second question relates to how,
why and when the code of practice might be drawn up. The Bill states fairly clearly thatit will be drawn up by the Department of Environmental Protection. I have no argument
with that; I simply query whether that department has the necessary expertise to draw upa code of practice which essentially relates to farming, whether the Department ofAgriculture may be in a better position to draw up the code of practice, or whether it
should be a joint role between those two departments. At the very least I thought that theDepartment of Environmental Protection would need to draw very strongly on the
expertise within the Department of Agriculture.
This is an entirely new field. I do not think it has ever been done before - the Minister
can correct me if I am wrong. I am unaware of any occasion in Western Australia and Idoubt that it has been attempted anywhere else. Like so many other aspects of this Bill, itis ambitious, and we wish the Government luck with it. However, it will not be done
overnight. How long does the Minister think it will take for this code of practice to bedrawn up and for the Environmental Protection Authority to embark on it? Has it put in
place the necessary expertise to commence the task?
Mr HOUSE: The answer to the first question is yes. Where a code is defined it will be
drawn upon; where it is not, it will take some time to compile the necessary evidence, or
whatever one may like to call it, to put that together. We will be reliant on the board to
establish over a period a series of ideals which will become precedents for future
adjudication. Ile EPA will become the carriage agency nominated in the Bill.Obviously the Department of Agriculture will have a major, if not the major, input. Wemust nominate a carriage agency. As I said in the second reading speech and again last
night, it is important that we do not send any signal that the EPA could be overridden by
this legislation. T7herefore, it is appropriate that the EPA has the final carriage, but
obviously the input must come from the Department of Agriculture. With regard to howlong it will take, we have not set about in any specific way giving instructions for people
to start to compile that information. The passage of the Bill obviously is the first thing. I
did not want to waste people's time getting that information together. We may be able to
do it within a couple of months. I stress that is a bit of a guess, quite frankly.
Mr Grill: It sounds very ambitious to me.
Mr HOUSE: I am advised that maybe I should have said years instead of months. I hope
that was facetious!
Mrs HENDERSON: I raised a question on this clause last night, which I want to follow
up, and I also have a question about the codes of practice. The first part of the clause
states that a normal farm practice shall be taken to be one that is carried out and managed
in a manner consistent with proper and accepted customs and standards. I asked a
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question last night relating to how the board, the department or whoever will determine
what are proper and accepted customs and practices. This form of words suggests that
theme will be a survey; that it is subjective; and that if the standard has been accepted by
the community, in this case the farming community, it will be seen to be a proper and
accepted custom. I am concerned whether work will go on independently to establish
these proper and accepted customs before disputes occur or whether as each dispute
occurs and a standard is needed, work is done in the farming community to determine
what is a proper and accepted custom. Even after the Minister's comments last night, I
am still not clear whether we are talking about the most common practice or the most
desirable practice. Bearing in mind the relationship between this clause and the previous
page which refers to normal farming practices as understood and accepted by rural
farming communities, one could have a practice that is understood but not accepted.
Who is to determine at what point something becomes an accepted practice? Does it
require 50 per cent of the people conducting that kind of farming in the region to adopt
that practice for it to be accepted, or is there to be some other kind of measuring stick?
My second question relates to the codes of practice. The Minister talks about codes made
under the EPA or any other law. I draw to the Minister's attention that in some of those
areas there is more than one code of practice. For example, in relation to noise there is a
code of practice under the occupational health and safety legislation which sets the
standards for noise at the workplace and another code of practice for noise in relation to
the EPA. Under normal circumstances one could say a farm is a workplace. Most people
appreciate that a farm can be a home and a workplace. The question is whether noise is
measured outside in a paddock in accordance with a code of practice for a working
environment or measured, as EPA officers frequently do when urban people complain
about noise, by entering a house, setting up monitoring equipment and measuring noise
in the bedroom or lounge room to see whether the noise is too loud. We must bear in
mind that they are two quite different standards. Similarly, the codes of practice for dust
in the workplace are quite different. If one were a city dweller and said, "It is my view
that it is too dusty in my house and that the level of dust in the atmosphere is a health
hazard", that would be quite different from the standard at an industrial workplace. The
same applies to smoke particles. I will be interested to hear the Minister's comments. I
was pleased to hear his comment earlier this afternoon that there is no intention to
override environmental law. I welcome that, because that was not my understanding of
the legislation. Who will determine which code of practice applies? Are there to be new
codes promulgated and, if so, what will be their relationship to the existing codes,
particularly where they differ?
Mr HOUSE: We all acknowledge we are breaking some new ground with this
legislation. Bearing that in mind I must say again that the question raised by the member
for T1homlie comes back to the same answer, that is the very role of the board. She has
raised specific examples of where codes of practice differ. In that case we have
established a group of people to mediate where two people are in dispute about a certain
practice. We must give this a try, and allow that board to make some judgments and
decisions about the issues in front of it, whether they be noise, dust or whatever. The role
of the board will be to make those judgments.
Mrs Henderson: Do you accept that the first time there is a dispute people will not know
what code of practice applies, which will be the benchmark in the dispute?
Mr HOUSE: Yes, and as I said to the member for Eyre it may take some time to
establish. Some precedents will be established as a result of judgments made by the
board. The role of the board will be examined. We are breaking some new ground with
the legislation. We accept the board will make some determinations, and we will later
have to sit in judgment on those.
Mrs Henderson: I accept what you are saying. We have a board in the mediation
process. We will not have the kind of position where parties agree before and can then
measure their conduct and determine what are acceptable standards. That is what we
need to know, and whether codes apply even at that stage of mediation.
Mr HOUSE: The board will decide which codes it wants to apply. The member rightly
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also made the point that codes covering noise created on a farm could be applicable to the
results in the house. Therefore, we have two different standards. The board will have to
judge the standards to apply. We are talking about the role of the board in trying to
mediate between the parties in order to try to resolve the dispute before it goes to a court
of law, bearing in mind that the thrust of the legislation is to try to get a result between
parties before we get involved in a litigation process.
MW GRILL: In relation to clause 5(b), I presume that once a practice has been declared
not to be a normal farm practice, certain consequences and penalties will flow from that.
It is worthwhile endeavouring to clarify at this stage what those consequences and
penalties will be. I know that no formal penalties are set out in the Bill. However, it
seems such a declaration must carry with it consequences of a detrimental kind,
otherwise people will thumb their noses at a determination and ignore it. I understand
there will be consequences and penalties once the certificate is issued and the matter goes
to court because then there would be a rebuttable presumption that a certain practice was
not a farm practice. Is there some penalty short of actually delivering that certificate to
the court?
Mr HOUSE: T'he member for Eyre has raised a valid point. I understand that if the
person who has been instructed by the tribunal to carry out some remedial action does not
do so, he will lose the protection of that decision. Therefore, in a subsequent action taken
against him, he would be ordered to not continue. In other words, he would lose the
benefit of any jurisdiction that he might have had through that tribunal decision. Court
action will then be taken and the court will determine whether he can or cannot carry on
that practice. He does not gain the benefit of the tribunal's decision that found in his
favour previously.
Mrs HENDERSON: I confess that I am totally confused by paragraph (b) because it does
not make sense. It does not fit together logically. It gives the impression that because a
person fails to comply with an order of the board, the practice that was involved in the
dispute is automatically not a normal farm practice. Earlier we tried to establish
benchmarks for what are normal farm practices. Something should not become not a
normal farm practice just because someone fails to comply with an order. One expects
the end of paragraph (b) to say something about what will happen, not that thereafter
whatever was the subject of the dispute is deemed to be not a normal farm practice. The
board could decide that it was a normal farm practice but the person could be ordered to
only do it at certain times of the day or whatever.
Mr HOUSE: The member is taking a normal judgment against somebody and applying a
penalty to it. We are trying to achieve a resolution to the dispute before a penalty is
applied. The member is suggesting that we include penalties in the clause by saying that
if a person keeps doing something, we will fine him.
Mrs Henderson: I am saying that if you read the clause line by line, you will see that it
does not make sense.
Mr HOUSE: I understand what it is supposed to do. I also understand that the member
has concerns about what the consequences might be. However, as I said, we are trying to
solve the problem.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 6: Disputes to which this Act applies.-
Mr GRILL: Paragraph (a) of this clause clearly enumerates the reasons for which a
dispute could arise. Anyone with any knowledge of the industry would expect them to be
enumerated in this Bill. However, the clause then refers to "a matter of a prescribed kind,
related to an agricultural practice". The addition of those words is not by accident. No
doubt the drafters of this legislation contemplated that in due course the regulations will
prescribe other activities. What other activities might form the basis of a complaint
under this clause and how wide an ainbit will the regulations cover when they prescribe
different kinds of activities? Is the Minister contemplating a fairly wide ambit or will it
be quite narrow and what are the other activities he is contemplating?
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Mr HOUSE: I do not contemplate a wide definition but there could be, for example,
aerial spraying operations where it was not the chemical drift but the apparent danger to a
householder of an aircraft turning over the top of a house. There could be a number of
farming practices, such as a farmer turning water off his property and onto a
neighbouring property, about which the tribunal might want to make a determination and
say that is not responsible or should be done in a different way. It is worded in such a
way as to not hamstring the tribunal so that it can take into account examnples of the type
which I have given.
Mr GRILL: Certain activities which are carried out in certain areas may create a health
hazard, and that would normally be covered by the health laws of the State Government
and/or local government. Is the Minister contemplating prescribing health matters?
Would that come within the ambit of this clause?
Mr HOUSE: I have not given a great deal of thought to that, but no, I do not think so.
On thinking about it quickly, and I would need to give it more thought, there could be a
situation where a nervous person was frightened by an aircraft turning over the top of a
house and claimed that affected his or her health, and I suppose one could link together
those two things and make a case that the tribunal should make a decision about that.
However, that seems to me to be a little unlikely.
Mr GRILL: It will be important as time goes on to determine which activities are
prescribed, because as soon as we prescribe an activity, we take it out of the amibit or
jurisdiction of the court and thereby remove the ability for an aggrieved party to issue an
injunction. If the ambit of the activities which will be prescribed is very wide, then larger
and larger sections of the law will be prescribed and taken out of the jurisdiction of the
court simply by regulation, because I presume - the Minister may correct me - that the
prescription will be done by regulation. The Minister of the day, and it may not be the
present Minister, may, by prescribing an area such as health, take that out of the
jurisdiction of the Health Department or of local government and thereby out of the
jurisdiction of the court, and it will end up in the jurisdiction of the board. That is an area
about which the Minister of the day must be very careful.
Mr HOUSE: While I understand what the member is saying, regulations must be tabled
in the Parliament and are subject to disallowance, so the Parliament of the day would
have the opportunity to debate those regulations and to reject anything that was added by
the Minister of the day.
Mr KOBELKE: This clause and the intent of this Bill may create additional problems for
farmers through the planning provisions. It is clear from the last line of this clause that
the Act will apply to disputes in which the issue is a complaint relating to rural land, and
"rural land" is defined as land classified or zoned for rural use under the Town Planning
and Development Act. Land which is zoned rural could have a range of rural uses,
because the various town planning schemes make provision for certain other activities
and land uses to be performed on rural land; for example, that a person can put an
additional house on his land, or put in place a low level tourist development or a caravan
park.
The impact of this legislation may be that planners at both the local and state government
levels suddenly find that they are not happy with the implications of this Bill because it
sets out public interest matters of which other planning bodies should take some account.
This is a hypothetical scenario, and perhaps I am playing devil's advocate, but planners
have said to me that in the future we may find a shift where councils may try to counter
the effect of this Bill and any regulations made under it by designating more specifically
the allowable uses of rural land by saying that rural land can be used only to grow cereal.
cros or for certain types of husbandry. In other words, if this legislation is Seen to
impinge too much upon planners and, therefore, they are on the back foot and feel they
need to defend their position by restricting agricultural use because of the power which it
is hoped this Bill will give to ordinary farmers, they may respond by being more specific
in regard to what use can be made of rural land. That is something we do not want to see.
That is not what anyone envisages at the moment and I hope it will not come to pass, but
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the Minister must be cognisant that there is a danger - perhaps a remote danger - that ifthere is a conflict between farmers and planners, one side may try to counter the other
side by the means available to it. I do not know whether the Minister for Planning has
any comments on this matter, but it is a matter which we must consider. How will the
Minister ensure that the practices that will take place under this legislation will result in
bringing people together in a cooperative way rather than in conflict? I am sure that if
the Minister intends to have a cooperative process, the extreme scenario which I have
suggested will not come to pass, but any process which leads to conflict between rural
producers and farmers will open up that possibility, and that will be detrimental to
planning and to the provisions of this legislation.
Mr HOUSE: I wondered why we were in a bit of trouble in this country, and I have just
worked out why! The planner who put that point of view to the member for Nollaniara is
obviously a fool. Anyone who thinks that we will legislate that farmers are allowed to
grow only wheat or run sheep is a fool.. That person obviously knows nothing about rural
Western Australia and has drawn the longest bow that I have heard drawn in this place
since heaven knows when.
Mr Kobelke: I apologise if I have not made myself clear. I am not suggesting that you or
the Minister for Planning would do that. I am saying that if there was a conflict, the local
government planners could seek to impose those controls, which farmers and the
Government would not want.
Mrt HOUSE: That is exactly right. They could not do it. No Minister for Planning
would allow that to happen.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 7: The Agricultural Practices Board of Western Australia -
Mr GRIILL: The establishment of this board creates another quango. In recent times
most Governments have endeavoured to prevent a plethora of quangos. Does the
Minister feel that the establishment of a further quango is justified, and why could not
these matters be referred to an established tribunal? What is the estimated cost per
annumn of running this quango and the estimate for its start up cost?
Mr HOUSE: The establishment of the board is the very thrust of the legislation. The
running costs will depend on how heavily drawn upon is the time of the board. I hope
that we can keep the cost of this within the bounds of $25 000 a year. I stress that if there
is a lot of work for this tribunal, it could cost a lot more. The object of the exercise is to
try to get the disputes resolved. Whichever way we go about that, it will be cheaper than
the alternative court action.
Mrs HENDERSON: Subclause (3) refers to the constitution of the board in schedule 1.
T7he composition of the board is heavily weighted towards a particular outcome. I have
my doubts whether it is appropriate to specify that board members must come from
particular lobby organisations. I accept that there should be people with agriculture
expertise and knowledge, but it would be more appropriate for those people to come from
the Department of Agriculture than from a lobby organisation. There is no
counterbalance on the board - for instance, there is no representative from any lobby
organisation that might represent the interests of urban land dwellers who might be
parties to these disputes. What will the Minister look for in relevant experience in
environmental matters in his choice of board members? Will he be seeking nominations
from government bodies? The board will also represent the interests of planning
agencies at the local government level. It might not be appropriate for local government
planning officers who might previously have been involved in some of these disputes to
sit on this tribunal. If they have already had an involvement and made a decision on a
planningmater -that maywell bethe crux ofthedispute -they may be the least
appropriate people to sit on this body and make a decision. They cannot be seen as
independent, as they would obviously wish to support their previous decision.
I have some grave reservations about the manner of drawing together the board. I would
be much happier, in what is hoped to be an informal mediation process where one is
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seeking to generate goodwill, to have one or two people who are totally independent and
who could bring in totally fresh minds, and listen to both parties and mediate between
them. At the end of the day mediation is about getting the parties to reach an agreement,
rather than imposing an agreement on them. The Minister will find there will be more
disputes between the members of the board than among the parties to the dispute because
of the diverse backgrounds on the board.
Mr House: Is that a bad thing?
Mrs HENDERSON: The last thing the Minister will want is board members warring
among themselves. It would be better to have independent people on the board who
could draw on expertise from environmental areas, from agricultural lobby groups and so
on, to give them advice. They should be above all of this, so that the community cannot
question their decisions on these tribunals if they step out of line with their own lobby
group and its particular views. The board members will be hidebound to the views that
they have been chosen to represent. That will not help the dispute at all.
The CHAIRMAN: We are discussing clause 7, which refers to the establishment of the
board, as opposed to schedule 1, which is the composition of the board.
Mrs HENDERSON: I have asked the Minister to look at the way the board is
established, and its composition, particularly bearing in mind some of its functions. The
Minister should think further ahead to how it will operate in practice. Its composition is
partly a reflection of seeking to balance the various interests and to be fair, but in practice
it will be bogged down.
Mr HOUSE: The composition of the board is designed to give some divergence of
opinion, and to draw people together from different backgrounds who will have the
ability to make judgments. Schedule I states that the board can call on expert advice. I
do not want to make an amendment on the run, but the member for Thomrlie has made
some valid points. I amn not saying that I will definitely insert a different clause or amend
this clause, but it is worth considering appointing board members with different
experience. It is worth looking at on the basis that perhaps the Minister needs wider
discretion than, for example, appointing people from a cleaning background. It may be
relevant to have people from another background. I will undertake more discussions with
people about that point, and come back to the member. That is not to say that I will
necessarily amend the clause, but it needs to be considered more fully. I do not want to
do that on the run.
Mr KOBELKE: Clause 7 relates to the establishment of the agricultural practices board.
It refers to the carrying out of the functions conferred by the Bill and many of them are
contained in schedule 1. I will go through the procedures that will apply to the board, the
functions of the board, and how it will carry them out. It will be more efficient to refer to
these matters here rather than referring to them in bits and pieces throughout the debate.
I am within standing orders here because the references I make to other clauses will be
brief, but they do relate to the functions of the board. I will go through the steps that will
take place under this board. I hope that the Minister will correct me if my outline of the
functions is incorrect.
The board is established by the Bill and the Minister will have certain powers to direct
the board. Those powers will be carried out in other clauses, and we will debate them at
that stage. The board is to consider nuisance complaints. The complaints cannot be
vexatious. They are restricted to matters of noise, dust, odour, fumes, light, or
agricultural spray drift, and others that can be prescribed by the Minister. The role of the
board is different from possible civil action taken by complainants. I leave that aside.
However, the board plays a part when it can overcome the need to go to civil action, and
even stop civil action in order to mediate in some cases. The first role of the board is to
receive a complaint and to make a judgment whether the complaint can be taken up; that
is, whether it is a matter of jurisdiction, a complaint of substance and not simply
vexatious. At that stage the board can refer the matter to a court of competent
jurisdiction if the board decides in that way. On the other hand, the board may decide
that the complaint is one that it should deal with; it is not seen as trivial or impractical -
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Mr House: With respect, these matters are clearly set out in a flowchart which wastabled at the second reading stage. Every member has seen it. The member forNollamara is simply reading from that procedure. It sets out how the Bill will operate. Ifail to understand why the member is going through the document in such detail.
Mr KOBELKE: These questions will make sense only when considered together withthe functions. With the Minister's assistance I will try to go through it quickly to indicatethe range of functions which clause 7 provides for the board. As pointed out by theMinister, the flowchart makes that easier to understand. If we try to pick up thisinformation in each clause of the Bill it does not make much sense. The flowchart is anexcellent idea, and I commend the Minister and his advisers for preparing it as part of thepackage of the legislation. I wish that more Ministers would take as much trouble to
provide supporting information.
As to the functions of the board, we have a few difficulties determining what Will happen
as we go through these procedures. I have reached the point where a complaint isconsidered as one which the board wishes to take up. The board will then make ajudgment about the complaint and can issue a certificate. The role of the board inissuing certificates involves a report to the Minister at that stage. That report can beadmissible in evidence or refutable in a court and the matter can be taken further. At thatstage it is still open for a complainant to take legal action, following the issuing of acertificate. That is one course of action on a complaint to the board if it is not seen to betrivial or impractical. If the board feels the complaint has substance it would need toappoint a mediator. The mediator becomes involved, requesting from the partiesinformation to try to reach a solution to the conflict, and enters a process of mediation.At that stage the mediator may seek information, which means technical advice will be
sought to resolve the issues surrounding the complaint.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Day): Although the member is covering a broad area,primarily he is referring to the content of clause 8. 1 ask the member to direct hisremarks to clause 7. If the member wishes to discuss clause 8 perhaps we should deal
with clause 7 and move on.
Mr KOBELKE: I thank you for your guidance, Mr Deputy Chairman. My difficulty isthat when discussing the functions of the board we must consider not only its jurisdictionbut also the steps to be taken. If I try to cover all these matters under "jurisdiction" Iwould be moving outside standing orders as soon as I moved away from jurisdiction andreferred to the actions which can occur. Therefore I am complying with standing orderswhen addressing these matters under clause 7. This clause addresses the role of the boardand its functions, and it refers to schedule 1 which contains the detail. I am attempting todraw all these matters together under one clause, so that will not be necessary at a laterstage. Where the debate involves other clauses I will refer to such matters briefly andmove on. I will not refer to matters that should be debated under another clause.
If a mediator has been appointed, we must become involved in the definition of "normal
farm practice". At that stage it may be that the mediator can arrive at a resolutionquickly; and we move then to a set of procedures where an order may be issued requiringcertain things to be done or for people no longer to do certain things. At that stage it maybe that costs are awarded. I hope that the Minister can put me straight on that point.
Mr House: Have we come to something relevant?
Mr KOBELKE: I want the Minister to put me straight. I am trying to understand howthe procedures will work. At that point can orders be only by consent? This is asituation where the mediator has been successful in taking up the dispute and, therefore,
an order is to be issued as a resolution to the dispute. An order can have the effect ofbeing enforced in a court. Therefore this seems to be going beyond the normal role of the
mediator. If it is a matter of consent, there is no problem, but an aggrieved party who
does not accept the determination by the mediator may find himself back in court. Insome cases that may be useful. That is why I ask the Minister for confirmation. If themediation is not successful at that stage the matter will go back to the board which will
establish by what means the dispute can be evaluated in the hope of finding a possible
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solution. It may be necessary at that stage for scientific or technical information to be
gathered in order to establish the facts about the matter in dispute. The board may decide
that as a result of the complexities the matter should be referred to a court rather than
continue through the processes established under this legislation. If, however, the board
decides it will continue with the process, it will see whether there is a solution. If a
solution is readily available, an order is made and again that leads to the issuing of a
certificate of termination and a report to the Minister. If a solution is clearly not
available, the chairman of the board constitutes a tribunal from the board members and
that tribunal will hold a hearing. At that stage lawyers are not allowed to attend and the
details relating to that are covered in another clause. When the matter has been
determined following the hearings of that tribunal, which can require those people to
attend and answer questions, an order can be issued to require certain things to be done
by the parties to the dispute or for certain parties to the dispute to desist from actions
creating the dispute. It is also possible at that stage that costs can be awarded with the
recovery of those costs in the local court and the final step being the issue of a certificate.
Although, as the Minister clearly pointed out, there is a flowchart to that, it is important
we determine those procedures which will be very much a part of how this board
functions.
I hope the Minister will answer the key points about when a determination is made by the
mediator or by the board as a tribunal, the effect; that is, the difference between the two;
when there must be consent; and how it may vary between those cases.
Mr HOUSE: The member for Nollamara should bear in mind that in all cases we are
trying to avoid a court dispute and at any stage people have recourse to law. We have not
tried to take that away. The process is very much about mediation. If the mediator is
unsuccessful, he can go back to the tribunal for a second go. If the mediation process has
not worked, people will have recourse to whatever action they would have taken, which
presumably would be either to put up with what is happening or take action in a court of
law, which is what they do now.
Mr Kobelke: What about whether, at the mediator stage, it is an order by consent?
Mr HOUSE: Yes; the mediator makes a report to the chairman of the board about the
determination that has been reached.
Mr Kobelke: Must it be by consent or in support of one protagonist and not accepted by
the other?
Mr HOUSE: It must be by consent.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 8: Jurisdiction -

Mr GRILL: To what do the words referred to in subclause (1) apply? I understand the
dispute can be referred by a court, a tribunal, both parties to a dispute, or even one party

toadispute.
Mr House: That is correct.
Mr GRILL: Is there scope for other parties - that is, third parties - to avail themselves of
clause 8(l) and refer matters for consideration by the board? I can imagine that from
time to time third parties may well be interested in referring disputes to the board I am
thinking of farm lobby groups, to which the Minister has already referred in the second
reading speech, which might want matters taken to the board for determination.
Environmental lobby groups might want to take advantage of these provisions. The
Minister will be aware that on numerous occasions environmental groups and green
groups have used the courts and other tribunals to have disputes heard, matters resolved
or activity stopped. The green groups have used injunctions fairly effectively and
prolifically in Western Australia in the past few months. For instance, a green group or
environmental group would have the ability to take a matter to court to obtain an
injunction probably in the same way it has been able to take the Department of
Conservation and Land Management to court and obtain an injunction when dealing with

5557



5558 [ASSEMBLY]

matters over which the court has jurisdiction. Do such groups have similar powers tobring a matter before this board? T7he Bill appears to be silent on the matter, so whetherthey have that right might be a question of implication. It seems rather strange that anenvironmental group or another lobby group might have standing before a court, but haveno standing before this board or the board when constituted as a tribunal, and may nothave the ability to bring a matter before a mediator.
Will the board or the tribunal have the ability of its own motion to deal with a matter ofpublic interest? It could well be that the board has drawn to its attention a certainsituation which may not be a proper farm practice or may not come within the code whenit is drawn up. From time to time the board might want to refer a matter of its ownmotion either to mediation or to the tribunal.
Mr HOUSE: Unaffected persons cannot bring complaints to the notice of the board.However, if an affected party starts an action, other people who could be affected can becoopted to that action. In other words,- if people driving past a farm see something occurwith which they do not agree, they cannot initiate the action. If a person is not affectedby that action, he cannot take action to start the process moving.
Mr Grill: If in fact they are excluded from the jurisdiction of this court, except in thecircumstances you mentioned, would they also not be excluded from bringing before thecourts a matter which they normally would be able to bring?
Mr HOUSE: *No, they are completely unaffected by this legislation. They are not a partyto the mediation process; they are outside it.
Mr Grill: You need to obtain some advice on this. If this matter is to be broughtexclusively before the board or tribunal - it seems as though that is the intention of thisBill - it will exclude third parties such as green groups from exercising their legitimate
rights.
Mrt HOUSE: It will not deny them the law; that is, the opportunity for the two involvedparties to resolve the dispute. However, as I have said repeatedly, if that cannot beachieved, there is a normal recourse of law under which anyone can take action and seekan injunction or result from the court.
Mr Grill: You must be careful about that because the corollary of what you are saying isthat in the meantime while the matter is before the court a green group or another lobbygroup could independently take the matter to court. You cannot have it both ways:Either the third party green groups are excluded once the matter comes before the courtand cannot take it to court, or they are not excluded and they can take it to court.
Mr HOUSE: I do not agree. T7his legislation aims to set up a mechanism under whichtwo people who have a dispute can seek a resolution outside the court, but that does notstop the recourse to law by them or other people.
Mr Grill: At what stage?
Mr HOUSE: When the two people involved in the dispute obviously agree to go into this
process.
Mr Grill: What about the third party?
Mr HOUSE: We cannot remove people's rights.
Mr Grill: They would be entitled to go to the courts even though the matter was before
the board?
Mr HOUSE: That is right. T7here has never been any suggestion that that would not bethe case. I have said many times in the past few hours and last night that the second
reading speech clearly states that, and I said it when I summed up last night.
Mr GRIL: The inister has said that those parties would have the right to go to thecourt at the end of the proceedings, not while the proceedings were on. I anm trying tocooperate with the Minister, I hoped he would cooperate with me. The Minister needs totake somne advice on this matter because to date I think he has misunderstood what I have
been saying.
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Mr House: I haven't misunderstood it at all. I have answered it clearly.
Mr GRILL: It does not seem that the Minister has. Is he saying without qualification
that a third party would be able to take this matter to court, notwithstanding that the
matter was being considered by the board?
Mr House: Advice to me is that the answer I gave you is correct - the action can be taken
by a third party. What the court would then determine is another matter.
Mr GRILL: Could there be an action in the court running contemporaneously with an
action before the board?
Mr House: I am advised that the court would make a decision about that, but obviously
the court would be aware of the other action being taken and would probably not hear the
case. I suppose that is a matter for the court. The pertinent question is whether the action
can be taken to the court, and the answer is that it can be.
Mr GRILL: It is early days for this legislation yet. The Minister might agree that this is
something that needs a little more consideration. It seems strange that one can have a
case heard possibly in the court and in the tribunal at the same time. How that will be
resolved is uncertain. I suggest that the Minister and his advisers reconsider this matter.
Mr House: Are you suggesting that the legislation should stop people from taking a court
action while the tribunal is sitting?
Mr GRILL: No.
Mr House: That is the only other course that could be taken. There must be one or the
other.
Mr GRILL: No. I will deal with this matter in clause 9 because the Minister may have to
rethink this whole mechanism. In some respects the clause will unintentionally deprive
people of a remedy in circumstances where they need a remedy.
I refer members to clause 8(2) about which I have other concerns. I am concerned that
all that is needed to bring a matter within the ambit of clause 8(2), and therefore the
board or tribunal, is a wild or inaccurate allegation. Nonetheless, it will be an allegation.
There is no requirement for a prima face case to be established when the matter comes
within the jurisdiction of the board. That could have some consequences because, as
soon as the matter is brought before the board, consideration of it can be delayed and a
whole range of remedies could be prevented by a court for a certain time. Someone
should do more than allege that it comes within the jurisdiction of the board. There
should be prima face evidence that it comes within the jurisdiction of the board.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am particularly concerned about clause 8(2). As I read it, it
effectively prevents a person seeking an injunction to stop a nuisance pending the
resolution of the matter by the board. I am concerned that that is the opposite to that
which we normally expect to prevail. If it is alleged that a serious nuisance is impacting
on someone's life, we would expect the person making the nuisance to at least desist
while the matter is being resolved. This subclause automatically sets up a regime
whereby the opposite prevails; the person is given the opportunity to continue with the
practice that has caused the nuisance until the dispute is resolved. Currently, the
mechanism available to people is to seek an urgent injunction or whatever is required to
stop the nuisance. The removal of that right is a serious matter. I gave a graphic
example last night about my constituents seeking an injunction.
Mr House: What are they doing today?
Mrs HENDERSON: I do not know; I will have to ask them.
Mr House: If you are so worred about the delay this might cause when it is enacted, why
didn't those people take out a court injunction last week or the week before? Your story
proved why we need this legislation. They do not do what you and I think they should
do - I do not disagree with what you said last night or with that to which you are alluding
today - because of the expense involved or for some other reason. We are tyig to
resolve that now.
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Mrs HENDERSON: Some of them do; certainly those who are aware of their rights.
However, whether they have the capacity to seek an injunction while the matter is
mediated or dealt with ultimately by the board should not limit the capacity of the board
or the mediator to deal with it in the interim. It will mean that that person will not have
to put up with the nuisance. When people go to the expense of getting the injunction,
they are fairly concerned about the impact that the nuisance is having on them.
Mr House: How many of those do you know about?
Mrs HENDERSON: How would I know?
Mr House: Do you know of any?
Mrs HENDERSON: I am happy to try to find the figures. There have been cases of
families being concerned about spraying and I think there have been applications for
injunctions. I do not know whether they have been successful. All I know is what I read
in the newspapers. I remember a case of someone taking out an injunction against the
Department of Conservation and Land Management. Cutting off that remedy when it
would not disadvantage the parties is serious. I am not suggesting that they would
automatically get an injunction. The court must be satisfied that they have a reasonable
case. However, it is a serious matter to arbitrarily cut off someone's rights. What
objection does the Minister have to allowing the converse to be the case? If a person
wants to obtain an injunction and the court agres to grant it, why should an injunction
not be in place while the mediation is going on?
Mr HOUSE: First, in reply to the member for Eyre's comments, there are penalties for
frivolous allegations. The points raised by the member for Thorulie are the reason for
this legislation being introduced. There are two extremes. The first is that people do not
take out court injunctions very readily, mainly because of the costs involved. I had a
great deal of sympathy for the people in the story told to us by the member last night. It
is very real and it is happening in many cases. However, we are trying to establish a
method for resolving those problems. The fact is that not many people take the actions
the member or I would take because they may not be able to afford it or they do not
understand the court system. The tribunal will attempt to put in place a method to assist
in resolving disputes.
Mrs Henderson: I am not suggesting the tribunal should not be there or that there should
not be mediation. However, why cut off the avenue for getting an injunction? I agree
with the NMinister that most do not take that opportunity. However, why take away a right
just because so few exercise it? It will not affect the workings of the legislation.
Mr HOUSE: I think it will.
Mrs Henderson: Why, when nobody exercises that right?
Mr HOUSE: If people take actions both ways, they will nullify the workings of the
tribunal. It will not have a chance to settle with the parties because an injunction will be
in the court at the same time.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 9: Immunity from judicial supervision -

Clause put and negatived.
New clause 9 -
Mr HOUSE: I move -

Page 11, line 15 - To insert after clause 8 the following new clause to stand as
clause 9 -

Immunity from judicial supervision
9. (1) Subject to section 8(4), section 12(7) and subsection
(2) -

(a) no injunction shall be issued,
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(b) no writ of -
(i) mandamus;
(ii) certiorari;
(iii) prohibition,
or other prerogative writ shall issue; and

(c) no relief -
(i) of like nature to mandamu; or
(ii) by way of declaratory judgment,
shall be given,

in respect of a proceeding taken or to be taken by or before the
Board, or in respect of any order made under this Act.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply if the court before which the
injunction, writ, relief or judgment is sought is satisfied -

(a) that proceedings under this Act have unduly delayed the
progress of other proceedings before a court, or a tribunal,
not under this Act, for a period in excess of such period as
may be prescribed,

(b) that proceedings under this Act -
(i) are being used, improperly, for the purpose of; or
(ii) are, contrary to the public interest,
delaying proceedings before a court, or a tribunal, not
under this Act;

(c) that there has been, or is likely to be, a denial of natural
justice to any party to the proceeding, or in respect of any
order, under this Act; or

(d) that the Board had, or has, no jurisdiction conferred by this
Act.

Mr GRILL: The Opposition supports this amendment because it is far superior to the
proposed provision in the Bill. This amendment will provide a lot more flexibility to the
board in the correct circumstances. It will ensure that justice is better applied to disputes
which come before the board.
The Opposition had the opportunity of a briefing on this legislation. At that time it drew
to the attention of the person handling the legislation within the bureaucracy that it
considered a time limit within which the board could deal with a matter was necessary.
The Opposition felt that if the dispute or the jurisdictions of the board were open-ended,
in time, unscrupulous parties to a dispute would tie the matter up before the board in one
way or another so that either no decision would be made or it would be a long time in
coming. I will not mention any names, but the Opposition is aware of such unscrupulous
practitioners in the agricultural arena who have used the courts in the past in this way.
The Opposition indicated to the senior bureaucrat at the briefing that it might be prudent
to limit the time the board had to deal with a matter. The Opposition's initial concept
was to set an actual time limit and it proposed 90 days. The senior bureaucrat,
Mr Patterson, who is in this Chamber today, thought it was not unreasonable, but he
thought he might be able to come up with a better way of ensuring that matters which
came before the board were dealt with expeditiously. Having read this amendment I
concede that it does ensure, to the best of the board's ability, that a matter will be dealt
with expeditiously. In the event it is'not dealt with expeditiously, it can be taken over by
a court. I have discussed this issue with the shadow Minister for Primary Industry, who
is in the other place, and he agrees that the amendment is superior to the original clause
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because it limits the time in which a matter can be before the board. It probably givesmore scope to a court rather than setting an arbitrary 90 days to make a determination on
whether the matter is being dealt with expeditiously.
The question of dealing with disputes expeditiously under this legislation is a vexed one.
It has already been referred to by me and by the members for Mitchell and Thomlie.
This amendment actually prevents an injunction being issued. Such an action deprives
people of a quick remedy. Injunctions can be very quick and they are normally granted
by a judge at any time. Sometimes they are granted on a golf course. A quick remedy
can prevent certain activity taking place. When the member for Mitchell raised this
matter last night he referred to a health hazard being created on one property and
manifesting itself on another. In places where spray drift is having a deleterious effect on
people on other land a quick remedy is necessary.
This amendment prevents a person using an injunction, which is a time honoured
remedy, and that is of concern. It is of greater concern that this Bill does not put in place
a similar remedy. If it put in place a remedy which could be administered by the board,
the Opposition would not be concerned about it. The Bill does not clearly spell out such
a remedy. It may be possible to imply such a remedy, but it is not spelt out and it would
not have any force. That is the reason I raised the question of a penalty and the
consequence of determination of orders. Any determination by the board does not have
any teeth until such time -as the relevant certificate comes before the court. The Minister
admitted that by way of argument earlier. This Bill does not prescribe a quick remedy.
This amendment will provide for two aspects in timing: Firstly, the time during which acomplaint might be before the board and, secondly, the speed with which a person might
be seeking a remedy.
A few minutes ago the Minister argued that there were no easily accessible examples of
cases where such injunctions had been sought or granted. I thought that when he put thechallenge to the member for Thomlie to name a case she was at a disadvantage. I havepractised law for some time and I could not name a case, but the argument cuts both
ways. The entire Bill is based upon the assumption that a quick and cheap solution to
problems is required The Minister cannot point to objective evidence by way of court
cases where the remedy he is proposing was needed.
The Government cannot refer to precedents and neither can the Opposition, off the cuff at
least. The Opposition is arguing that there will be occasions when a quick remedy will
be needed, and that it is not apparent that such a quick remedy is available under this
legislation. Thle Minister said that this is new legislation which is unique, and it may not
be perfect to begin with. However, the Minister's legal advisers must consider the
question of a quick remedy if no injunction can be issued, and consider whether it should
be precluded in all circumstances. The Minister indicated, after taking advice, that a
third party may have the ability to obtain an injunction in the court, whereas a party to the
dispute could not obtain an injunction. That seems ridiculous.
Mr House: Are you again suggesting we should remove that?
Mr GRILL: I am not coming up with a solution for the Minister.
Mr House: I can hear that, but either you allow an injunction in certain circumstances or
you do not. You cannot have it both ways.
Mr GRIILL: I suggest there may be a way of drafting this legislation that allows the
remedy of an injunction to be granted to the parties to the dispute, as well as to third
parties, contemporaneously with the matter being dealt with by the board.
Mr House: T'here is.
Mr GRILL: It is not clearly apparent from this clause, because it appears to absolutely
rule out the possibility of an injunction. I could be wrong, and perhaps I am not aware of
some parts of the Bill, but it seems that in most circumstances an injunction would be
ruled out. Although I support the amendment and thank the Minister for it, he must
consider this question.
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Mr HOUSE: I was pleased to move the amendment suggested by the member for Eyre
and to hear his eloquent support for it. Two issues are involved: The first with regard to
a court injunction is that I cannot see how there can be other than a clear-cut situation of
either issuing an injunction or not, although, obviously, the member for Eyre has far
more legal expertise than I will ever have. We do not want to take away people's rights
to a course at common law. We will encourage, assist, cajole or persuade them not to
make that decision but we will not remove that right.
With regard to the issue raised by the member for Eyre, I refer him to clause 8(4), lines
19 and 20 on page 9 of the Bill "or that on other grounds the Board should not have
jurisdiction". I refer him also to proposed new clause 9(2)(c) "that there has been or is
likely to be, a denial of natural justice to any party to the proceeding, or in respect of any
order, under this Act" I am advised that it leaves the door open - albeit a little - for a
decision for an injunction to be made if a judge in his wisdom decides that that should be
the case. It can be done under those provisions. Obviously, the Government is indicating
that it prefers that it not be done but, nonetheless, if the matter is so serious or there is a
denial of natural justice, it can be done.
Mr GRILL: The Minister says that the reference to natural justice opens the door for an
injunction, but he may find it probably does not do so in most circumstances. The term
"tnatural justice" normally relates only to procedural justice, as his legal adviser will tell
him. The dictionary definition of natural justice is: Generally the rules which guarantee
that a person who appears before a tribunal, for example, a court, is dealt with fairly.
There are two arms or limbs to natural justice: The right of the person to be heard, and
the duty of a tribunal to be unbiased. We are talking about procedural justice. We are
not talking about the situation where someone wants justice very quickly. Therefore, I
think the best way of acceding to my suggestion might be under clause 8(5) which refers
to a dispute referred to the board when it considers that the issue involves a complex
point of law, has been subject to inordinate delay, is one in which the board has not
received the cooperation of the parties, or is trivial. Perhaps a further paragraph could be
included with the wording "where the dictates of justice require an injunction or speedy
remedy", or something to that effect.
Somewhere within this legislation the Government must clearly - not in the vague way
mentioned by the Minister - build in the right of a person to obtain that speedy remedy of
an injunction or something akin to it. The Minister will appreciate that the Opposition is
endeavouring to help him and this Committee, but I believe the legislation will be flawed
if some quick remedy is not available.
Mrs HENDERSON: I was very pleased to hear the Minister indicate that the door was
not completely closed on applications for injunctions. However, when he outlined the
circumstances in which it would apply I became quite perplexed. Clause 8(4) refers to
the question of whether a dispute is a dispute of a kind to which this legislation applies.
In the circumstances about which I am concerned, where people are being subjected to a
nuisance that is considered to be a health hazard or serious risk to them or their families,
there is no question of the dispute being covered by the legislation. This clause of the
Bill will not cover that situation. It will not provide an avenue for them to seek an
injunction.
I welcome proposed new clause 9, because its provisions are broader than those in the
previous clause, but the Minister said it provided another avenue by which an injunction
could be obtained where lack of natural justice is evident. However, the very nature of
the board is that it provides a right to be heard. How could anyone argue that the
procedure did not provide a right to be heard? Perhaps a stronger argument could be put
about the board having a predisposed idea on the issue, so that it would not bring an
unbiased mind to the matter.
That could well be the case, given the composition of the board, and I referred to that
earlier in the debate. However, that is not the issue because we are seeking the
opportunity to obtain an injunction at the beginning, before going through the process of
mediation and application to the board. It may take weeks or perhaps it will -be quite
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rapid. We do not know. In any event, finding the appropriate person to do the
mediation, finding convenient times for the parties to come together and allowing them to
gather their information or whatever they need to bring to the hearing, will all take time.
In the meantime, if what is causing the nuisance is considered to be a serious health risk
or a serious inconvenience to that person, they have had the remedy taken away from
them.
I come back to the issue we raised previously; that is, if this remedy were being abused,
if people were going off in masses to the courts and getting injunctions willy nilly and
causing great inconvenience for these farmers, I could understand the Minister's
reluctance. However, precisely the opposite is the case: Very few people use them or
know the avenues to get them and they often see them as highly expensive. They may
well not be, but that is the perception. It seems to me that, while the Minister has
constantly reiterated that people need to choose between taking an injunction or going to
the board, that is not the case. There is no reason why the injunction could not
temporarily halt the action in dispute while the matter is mediated. In fact, I believe that
the parties would come with a more open mind and with a calm and rational manner to
the mediation if they did not think that their families were still being subjected to the
offensive thing about which they were complaining. If people are really upset about
something going on, they will not come to the mediation with an open mind to discuss
various compromises and ways of getting around the dispute.
Mr House: They will not take an injunction and feel good about it, and go to the pub to
have a beer.
Mrs HENDERSON: They would certainly be more inclined, because whatever it is that
they object to so strongly has stopped temporarily while the matter is mediated.
Mr House: Quite the contrary. I would argue that it puts the heat right into it. What if
the neighbours took a court injunction against the sprinklers on the roof of chicken shed
and, to coin a phrase, put the heat right back in and the chickens died? Does the member
suggest the farmer would be in a mood to compromise?
Mrs HENDERSON: If the people went to court to get an injunction to get the sprinklers
turned off, I have no doubt about what would happen. The courts are not stupid, they
will probably say, "The chickens have to be taken out by truck and the sprinlers turned
off.
Mr House: Where do the chickens go?
Mrs HENDERSON: To the abattoir or to the Peters' factory to have their heads cut off.
Mr House: What if they are not old enough?
Mrs HENDERSON: Then I suspect that the judge would say, "If it is another two weeks
before they are No 9 size, they will wait two weeks." They are then taken away by truck
and the judge issues an injunction that no more chickens be raised for however long the
mediation takes. That is an example of what can happen. One of the major problems last
summer in this case was the huge trucks arriving at night. Someone could seek an
injunction to stop the trucks coming in at night and the court could well grant that. At
least those people and their children would have a reasonable opportunity to sleep. That
is not unreasonable. Those parents would be more likely to come to a mediation in a
reasonable frame of mind if they had not been woken the previous night by the trucks
backing down the lane at the bottom of their garden. That is an example of where the
court can exercise its flexibility and discretion. The Minister may find this matter
amusing, but my constituents have not found it funny at all for the past three years.
Mr House: I do not find it funny in the least.
Mrs HENDERSON: My constituents' lives have been sheer hell because of this. This
legislation will not provide one iota more opportunity to resolve their problems. In fact,
it will take away some of their existing rights.
Mr House: That is not right at all.
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Mrs HENDERSON: I am most unhappy about that.
Mr House: We will sort it out. As I said last night, if the member had done a btmore
when she was in Government, when this offence occurred, we would not have thissituation. She was a member of Cabinet and could have done something about it, but she
did not.
Mrs HENDERSON: That is not true; the Minister is talking out of the top of his head
Mr House: No, I am not. Members opposite caused the problem. We will fix it; that is
why we are in Government.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Minister told me he would fix it a year ago. He said that itwould be fixed within a matter of weeks but it is still as bad as it ever was. Before hejumps in and says things that he might regret, he should check to see when the land wasrezoned. He may find that it was not rezoned while the Opposition was in Government.
Although the application for subdivision was submitted while we were in Government,
the actual rezoning was not. It would be interesting for the Minister to see who was in
Government at the time.
Mr House: I guarantee it was not me.
Mrs HENDERSON: I can guarantee it was not, but it may well have been the Minister'scolleagues. The issue before us today is the availability of opportunity for people toapply for injunctions. I do not believe we should say that this Bill does not take awayanyone's right when it quite obviously does. It might not be a right that people use orthat most people would immediately seize upon. However, it is currently available topeople should they choose to use it. I do not believe those sorts of rights should be takenaway lightly and I do not believe that the Minister has made a strong case today. In fact,I think precisely the opposite is the case: Because it has been so infr-equently used,because it has not clogged up the courts there is no argument for taking away the right toapply for an injunction. The Minister should go away and look at this clause again. He
can insert constraints that apply to the granting of injunctions in relation to these matters.
However, he should not rule out the opportunity altogether as this clause does.
Mr HOUSE: It does not and I repeat, if the member reads the words at the beginning ofclause 9, "Subject to section 8(4)", and refers to clause 8, on page 9, lines 19 and 20, she
will see that it states quite clearly -

... an agricultural practice or that on other grounds the board should not have
jurisdiction ...

'Trhat on other grounds" clearly allows an injunction to be taken. I do not think it can be
any clearer than that.
Mr GRILL: I had indicated to the Leader of the House that we would finish this Bill by
4.30 pm, and I must apologise that we have not done that. However, it is probablyappropriate that we do not complete this clause at this stage because it is a matter towhich the Government should give some further consideration. The Minister is nowsaying that the Bill gives scope for an injunction to be issued. If that is the case, whydoes he need an express prohibition in clause 9 against such an injunction? The integrity
of his Bill is in no way affected if he allows the clear possibility of an injunction to beobtained by one or other of the parties to a dispute that has come before this board.
The Minister points to some exceptions to clause 9, which states that no injunction shallbe issued. The first exemption is in clause 8(4). I indicate to the Minister, and I think hewould have to agree, that that exemption would apply only where the board has made adetermination. If he agrees with that, and he must because that is what it clearly states,he would also have to agree to the fact that, as has been pointed out by the member forT'hornlie, the process of obtaining such a determination could take some considerable
time. This afternoon, and to some extent yesterday, we have argued the need for aspeedy remedy. Even if we are to accept the Minister's argument that an injunction
could finally be issued where the board determines that it does not have jurisdiction, thatwould not be allowing a speedy remedy.
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Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again, on motion by Mr House (Minister for
Primary Industry).
[Continued on p 5604.]

MOTION.- PRIVATISATION OF STATE AGENCIES
MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [4.32 pm]: I move -

That this House condemns the State Government for privatising state agencies for
ideological motives rather than on financial merit and for its arrogant disregard of
the human costs of its actions.

The whole privatisation agenda has been one of deception and secrecy. When this
Government stood for election it promised to be open and accountable. It promised more
jobs and better management. However, we have seen quite the reverse -the complete
opposite. The public of Western Australia has been deceived from the start. Within
months of its election, the Government moved to close the Midland Workshops, having
promised during the election campaign to upgrade them. It was the first example of the
Government saying one thing and then doing another - a complete deception; a complete
turnaround.
Members opposite like to sit back now and say that this is what was promised when they
were elected, when we know that is not the case. We know that what they promised was
entirely different. In the case of the Midland Workshops, no proper detailed
consideration and analysis was given befor&. the closure. It was just part of the
Government's ideological push to move on with privatising the public sector. Those
opposite made trite statements, as they do now, about workers being able to get
redeployment or voluntary severance, that workers are happy; that workers are queuing
up for these redundancy packages. I will tell members opposite that these workers are
betwixt and between and they have very little choice. The choice is between something
bad and something worse.
Some of those workers who were made redundant from the Midland Workshops and
other agencies have given 20 or more years' loyal service to this Government. Some are
in their fifties and are now out of work and unable to get other work. It is very difficult
for people who have worked 20 or 30 .years in the public sector in a particular job, faced
with the prospect of being made redundant at this stage of their life, to start again.
I have already raised a number of areas in the Water Authority of Western Australia
where the Government's privatisation moves are not shaping up to what it said they
would. The Government has said that it is about efficiency and saving money, when that
is not the true motive. I have already referred in this Parliament to the construction
branch of WAWA and have indicated that the reports prepared by the Government's
consultants have indicated that the branch is competitive with the private sector, has
special expertise not possessed by the private sector, and was estimated to return $2.6m
to corporate overheads in 1994-95. It was clear from that report that the Government
wanted to privatise the construction branch, irrespective of whether it was cost
competitive. I have released similar information, which the Government failed to
release, on WAWA's land information services. The report indicated that it was likely to
cost $115 000 more a year to privatise this service.
It is probably worthwhile now to note that an enormous number of services of the Water
Authority is being contracted out. Those announced by Jim Gill, the executive director
of the Water Authority, to be privatised are construction; operations and management,
including metropolitan water and waste water distribution; engineering design;
information technology systems; development and operations; the fleet; land information
services, including surveying; property management and cartography; workshops;
analytical services; drilling and testing; meter reading; warehousing and distribution; and
building administration services. The Government says that it is just contracting out,
seeking tenders to achieve efficiencies and that it is not privatising. For the Government
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to dare not to call this privatising is very strange, given the enormous range of services to
be contracted out and the hundreds of workers who will be displaced.
Today I wish to refer to the engineering design area. I have not been able to get
information through what I believe would have been the proper channels, so I have had to
get hold of a leaked benchmarking report prepared by Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu. I
would like to give members some background about what the engineering design section
of the Water Authority does. This branch provides the planning services of the Water
Authority and comprises four sections: The water supply, planning and design branch
with 60 workers; the waste water, planning and design branch with 54 workers; the
electrical and mechanical design branch with 50 workers; and the dams group which has
16 workers. That is a total of 180 jobs.
These branches are involved in planning from a strategic and a scheme level to a specific
project level. The main areas in which they are involved are the planning and design
associated with the extraction, treatment and transportation of water to end users in
Western Australia; the planning and design associated with the collection, transport,
treatment and disposal of water in Western Australia; the design and provision of
electrical and mechanical aspects of WAWA projects; and the planning and design of
new dams, the upgrading of existing dams and the safety of existing dams, including
planning and remedial work.
In this process the Government has failed absolutely to be open and accountable. It has
given the Opposition and the public no opportunity to scrutinise these moves. In fact, the
privatisation Bill moved by our shadow spokesman for public sector management was
defeated in this House only a few weeks ago. Such a Bill would have given us some
opportunity to scrutinise what the Government is doing. It certainly is not better
management, and is not achieving efficiencies in this section of the Water Authority.
I have endeavoured to obtain reports from the inister for Water Resources, who is part
of the Government that promised to be open and accountable. I have asked questions to
which I have been given gobbledygook and non-answers. I have asked about reviews by
such companies as Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu on the privatisation of the Western
Australian Water Authority services. I have been denied answers by the Minister. For
example, I asked -

What projects has Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu conducted for the Water Authority
of Western Australia in 1993 and 1994?

I asked further questions relation to those projects, such as the purpose and costs. The
response I had from the Minister was -

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

I was well aware that that report had been released and knew what had happened in the
six months. I was asking about the other 18 months. I thought I had been fairly specific,
having referred to the company involved. Short of there having been some 20, 30 or 40
reports I thought it was a relatively straightforward matter to advise me of the reports on
this and other topics, and the cost and purpose, and perhaps provide me with copies of the
reports to scrutinise. It was not to be so. I further asked the Minister a question more
specifically about the Government's intention to contract out some of the definition and
all of the design function of the Western Australian Water Authority engineering design
service. I asked whether he would give a commitment not to contract out those services
if the submissions received from the private sector indicated that the private sector could
not guarantee to undertake it more cheaply. The gobbledygook answer I received was
that the Government's intention is to increase efficiency of public enterprises like the

5567



Water Authority of Western Australia, and that transferring service divisions to the
private sector where the existence of a strong competitive market ensures that costs are
contained is an important means of increasing efficiency. That is a good statement but it
does not answer my question.
The Minister went on to say that when the tender analysis is finalised the Water
Authority will prepare a business case which will determine whether outsourcing of
definitions and design services represents a long term option for the Water Authority.
That means "I will wash my hands" and that the Water Authority will do some analysis at
a later stage, when a decision will be made. It simply means that the Minister wishes to
take no ownership whatsoever for those answers to that kind of question, leaving me and
the public none the wiser about what the Water Authority is doing in this matter. I have
to ask, is it fair, open or accountable not to let opposition members of Parliament and the
public know what the Government is doing in respect of privatisation? It is all very well
to say, "Trust me. We are trying to get increased efficiency." When one asks, "How will
you do it and what will the privatisation or contracting out of specific services mean in
terms of cost savings?" answers are not given by this Government. Why will it not make
these kinds of reports available? These benchmark reports are supposed to indicate how
the public sector compares with the private sector. Why is the Government hiding this
information from us? If it were as clear as "The public sector doing this work will cost
more than the private sector", the Government would be lauding these benchmark reports
and saying, "Look at the money we are saving." I and others are mighty suspicious that
we are not seeing that or anything like it. Why the secrecy about this report from
Deloittes? It is because it would expose the Government's privatisation plans to public
scrutiny.
One thing exposed by this report is that it will not save any money. Why is the
Government embarking on this course if it will not save money? There is a lot of public
fear and confusion about water. The best answers we are getting from the Government
are, "Trust me. I ami from the Government. We know what we are doing." The public
wants to know what is the bottom line. It wants a commitment to at least the same level
of service. The question I have asked over and over again is, will these changes mean
cheaper water bills? The Government is strangely quiet on this. The Deloittes report on
page 11I of some 90 pages precludes the use of the report by other persons. It states that
this report has been prepared at the request of the director of engineering services, and
that it is not intended for general circulation or publication outside the Water Authority,
nor is it to be reproduced for any purpose other than Water Authority internal use. That
is because it does not want its own staff talking to other people, the public and opposition
members of Parliament about the information contained in this report. This further
exposes the fact that clearly, in this branch, and other branches I have referred to on
previous occasions, it will not save money by contracting out the engineering design
work.
It is my intention now to read to Parliament and place on record the recommendations of
the Deloittes report. The first and key recommendation reads -

The Authority's planning and design Branches provide high quality services at
rates which are competitive with those in the private sector, so there is no
justification for engaging consultants purely on the basis of lower costs.

That does not say "little justification" but "no justification" for engaging consultants
purely on the basis of lower costs. One might think maybe that should be the end of the
story, if people are not lying about the bases being efficiencies and lower costs. If a
report comes back at stage one, after the benchmarks are compared, saying that it will not
save money, why proceed any fuirther? Other conclusions in this report that the
Government clearly does not want the public to know about are as follows -

Continued implementation of commercialisation is likely to bring further
efficiency and consequent savings. Efficiencies are most likely to result from
reviews of structur and overheads.

A further conclusion reads -
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D3esign competencies in the private sector are likely to develop in response to
increased opportunities.

That is guesswork, they are likely to develop but they arm not there at the moment. A
further conclusion reads -

Where there is an absence of local expertise, firms may acquire the expertise
required to respond to new opportunities, but there is a risk that the work and
expertise may move to the Eastern States. This is partly a function of the small
market service in W.A., and the fact that demand is uneven.

One finds that a number of firms that operate locally are national. They do notnecessarily have the capacity locally to do the work. As has turned out in othergovernment departments when work is outsourced, the firm's work is sent either by
electronic mail or through normal mail to the Eastern States where the work is done.
Local people lose their jobs. A further conclusion reads -

Experience from other public authorities demonstrates that different approaches
have been taken to commercialisation, with varying success. A key consideration
is to ensure that the Authority retains or develops its ability to manage
consultants. The experience of this process in the Electrical and Mechanical
Design and Wastewater Branches can be applied more broadly.

Throughout the report the electronic and mechanical design branch is very well regarded.It has been operating very efficiently as a commercial service unit since 1992. It
compares more than favourably with the private sector. A further conclusion reads -

The Authority's future needs for design services are best served, therefore, by a
judicious use of internal resources, contractors and consultants, bearing in mind
that capital and operational costs would increase if inappropriate use were made
of external services providers., It should also be noted that there is an ongoing
cost associated with the management of consultants, and this needs to be included
in the detailed evaluation of options.

On other occasions when I have brought these sorts of claims forward the catchcry from
members opposite has been that the costs I have quoted do not include all the overheads,
and that is what it is all about. I advise members opposite who regularly interject on me
that these benchmark reports are compiled by reputable companies like Deloitte ToucheTohmatsu, and all those factors have been taken into consideration. In most instances thepublic sector work force believe they are burdened with a much higher percentage of
corporate overheads than they should be.
Another debating tactic used by members opposite is to point out one or two isolated
examples of where the private sector has done some work more cheaply. They believe itis a logical argument that because in the isolated example they give the private sector
took over a government service and provided it more cheaply, that should be the case in
every instance. I advise members opposite that has no logic whatsoever. The approach
taken by the Government to commission a benchmark report to ascertain how the various
sections of the public sector work force compare with the private sector, Was Correct.
The difficulty is that having got the information that the sections of the public work force
were more than competitive and there were disadvantages in proceeding with contracting
out the work, the Government has proceeded to contract out work. The work has beenput out to tender and tenders have closed. On Thursday or Friday this week staff will
receive a presentation from the three tenderers who have been short-listed.
The report to which I have referred indicates a number of inherent dangers in going downthe path the Government is taking. I will allude to some of these dangers. Page 69 of the
report states -

tere is no question that sub-standard design work had the potential to increase
whole of life costs, and the Authority is right to be wary of engaging consultants
unless it can be confident of a quality result. Striving for the very best solution
that results in the lowest whole of life costs is reflected in the many planning
hours produced. This is understandable as the Water Authority owns and controls
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the assets at the end of the day. The culture associated with this approach is still
found hard to cope with by members of the private sector.

One of the arguments in the privatisation push is whether the work is particularly
strategic. The warnings contained in this report are that planning and design can be work
of a strategic nature and it can lead to greater oncosts when proceeding with the project
and in the maintenance of those assets. The report continues -

Even though the firms interviewed had achieved, or will soon achieve quality
accreditation, the private sector's quality management systems are relatively
immature when compared with those of the Water Authority. It is worth noting
here that the EMD Branch of the Water Authority was the first engineering office
in the Australian water industry to achieve certification.

That is an example of excellence by the electrical and mechanical design branch of the
Water Authority. I will refer later to some of the benchmark figures included in the
-report. Another catchcry of this Government is, "Don't you realise the Water Authority
contracts out lots of things all the time." Of course I realise that and the report states that
in 1992-93 approximately one-third of the engineering and mechanical design branch's
major design work was contracted out. The report states -

The branch compares tender prices and its own estimates with a "benchmark" cost
calculated according to a model developed by the ACEA. A comparison of actual
costs with the benchmark figures for E & M work between July 1 1992 and the
end of period 6, 1993/94 is shown below, and illustrates the Branch's
competitiveness.

It shows that the benchmark cost of the various activities was $197 100 and the estimated
actual cost was $221 194. It is a variance of 12.2 per cent. Therefore, the consultants
cost 12.2 per cent more than the benchmark cost. The benchmark cost of the work
undertaken by the electrical and mechanical design branch for the same period was
$576 848 compared with an actual cost of $530 669. The variance in that instance was 8
per cent less. In other words, the authority's engineering and mechanical design branch
was able to do the work at a cost which was 8 per cent lower than the benchmark cost.
The report makes more than interesting reading because it indicates that the consultants
cost 12.2 per cent more than the benchmark figure and the authority was able to do the
work for 8 per cent less. These figures have not been calculated by any old standard, but
by the Association of Consulting Engineers of Australia's standard. The cost differential
in this case is about 20 per cent. Something else which should be taken into account, but
which is not taken into account in these raw figures, is the costs associated with the
management of consultants. It would probably be in the order of an additional 10 per
cent; therefore, the costs would further increase.
Nothing in the report suggests that the Water Authority will save money. Its number one
conclusion is that privatisation would not achieve lower costs. We are still left
wondering why the Government would go down that path. The inherent danger is that
costs will balloon out if the planning and design work is wrong.
The report refers to the Melbourne Water Board as follows -

As a result, the Board now operates with a very small internal group, with "only I
or 2" involved in detailed design work, and the rest occupied in managing
external consultants. The Board concedes that new skills in this area of external
management have had to be developed.

Further on it states -

The Board believes that it is essential to retain a "critical mass" of design
expertise within the organisation in order to adequately manage external service
providers. There is a concern that the planning and design group has fallen below
the critical mass and a belief that numbers should be increased.

Will Western Australialearn from its mistakes? Not if the Government continues to go
down this path. The report also states that the Melbourne water experience has
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highlighted that a different skill set is required to manage consultants compared with
managing staff.
I suggested from the outset that there was no opportunity to lower costs and thisinformation has been kept from the public. The chances are that costs will increase andthere is evidence of that when one examines the figures in the report, especially theelectrical and mechanical design branch and the other branches mentioned in it. It is easyto compare the costs associated with the engineering and mechanical design branch
because it has been operating as a commercial service unit.
The report suggests that a major proportion of the work may well be sent by localcompanies to their head offices in the Eastern States. The Melbourne Water Boardsounds the warning that it has perhaps not gone about privatisation in the right way and ithas dropped below the critical mass. While looking at the expertise required to manageand supervise a contract, it might be of interest to members to note that I am advised thatnot one single electrical engineer will be retained in the branches I have referred to. The
further danger is an increase in the whole of life costs of the work that is designed andplanned outside of the Water Authority, and the difficulty of providing quality
management systems.
I turn now to the personal costs that will be incurred by some of these employees. About180 employees are involved in this branch, but there are hundreds of other employees inother branches, and I have had the opportunity of speakting to a great number of thoseemployees. The first problem which most of these employees have raised with me is thattheir accrued superannuation benefits are frozen in the government employees'superannuation fund and they are not permitted to roll over those benefits to another fundof their choice. They suggest that their money could sit in that fund for in some cases 15or 20 years, depending upon how many years it is until their anticipated retirement, andwill decrease in real value, and if they cannot put that money into a fund of their choice
but are compelled to keep it in that fund, they say they will lose up to $50 000.
T7hey are concerned also that when they first entered the superannuation scheme, theyexpected their employment to be permanent because the spectre of privatisation or of thework being contracted out had not arisen. Many of the employees chose when they firstentered the scheme, which was usually when they are young, to contribute only 3 percent of their wages to the superannuation scheme rather than 5 per cent, and over thecourse of their employment their intention was to increase that contribution to 7 per centin order to achieve the overall average of 5 per cent and obtain the maximum benefitfrom the scheme. However, the difficulty for those unsuspecting employees whocontributed 3 per cent when they first entered the scheme and may now have moved up to5 per cent is that in future they must move up to the 7 per cent level in order to achieve
the 5 per cent average. I am advised that the cost to those employees of not being able toachieve that 5 per cent average could also be in the order of another $50 000.
Another concern is sick leave. Some long term employees who have worked at theWater Authority for 15 or 20 years have accrued 20, 30 or 40 weeks' sick leave. It is true
that they may never realise that leave, but that leave is provided for the very good reasonthat if in future they suffer a serious illness or accident and are required to take a lot oftime off work, they can use the entitlement which they have built up by not taking sickleave over the course of their employment. The loss of that entitlement of 20 or 30weeks' sick leave to an employee on a salary of around $50 000 per annum. might be$20 000 or $30 000, and it would be considerably greater for an engineer who was on a
higher salary.
Another concern is redundancy. Employees are entitled to two weeks' redundancy foreach year of service, so an employee with 20 years' service would get 40 weeks'redundancy and an employee with 15 years' service would get 30 weeks' redundancy.However, if those employees went to a private contractor - and at this stage there is noguarantee that they will stay with that contractor for the life of the contract, and that is amatter they are pursuing. If they got the three year contract, they would get just sixweeks' redundancy if at the end of that time they were no longer required. That six
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weeks' redundancy does not compare particularly favourably with the 30 or 40 weeks'
redundancy which they would have received had they been made redundant at the end of
their working life with WAWA. Therefore, once again we are talking about a loss of tens
of thousands of dollars. Members opposite should not dismiss that lightly because we all
look to our future and to how we can plan for retirement and provide for our families, and
people who are not fabulously wealthy have every right to be angry and to expect a lot
better from this Government than to be told that they may lose in excess of $100 000
because of the loss of their superannuation and redundancy entitlements. Too often, the
Government dismisses their concerns with the off the cuff remark, "What do you want -
redundancy and a job as well?". This kind of remark hurts those people very deeply, and
it is outrageous that the Government will not consider these workers on a case by case or
family by family basis to see what it is ripping off them.
I have endeavoured in the time available to me to illustrate that this Government has a
rigid, ideological obsession with privatising government services for no gain, no matter
how profitable those services are, no matter whether the private sector can deliver a
better service at a lower price, and no matter what the human cost.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [5.06 pm]: I second the motion moved by the member for
Glendalough. I will deal with an issue which has been brought to my attention in my
electorate of Kalgoorlie, which demonstrates clearly that the program of privatisation
which has been introduced across government is putting at risk not only jobs and the
family and lifestyle issues raised by the member for Glendalough but also public safety in
Western Australia. This problem was raised with me by a Westrail worker in Kalgoorlie
who has been working for Westrail for at least 30 years and is highly regarded not only as
a railway employee but also within the community of Kalgoorlie for the work that he
does in a range of community and sporting areas. This worker is regarded as one of the
best tradesmen employed by Westrail, and everyone speaks in glowing terms about the
quality of his work.
There is no doubt that when I give the details of this issue, Westrail will be able to use
the information which I have been given by this person to identify the person who came
to me with this problem. I spoke to this gentleman and told him that when I use that
information in the Parliament, even if I do not mention his name, that information could
be used by Westrail to trace him, and he must be aware that under this Government in
particular, that may have adverse consequences for him. His view was that this was such
a serious public safety issue that it could not be ignored and should be exposed. I am
well aware that a Westrail worker in Albany who spoke publicly about what was going
on in Westrail received a letter from the Acting Commissioner for Railways threatening
his job and with action that could be taken under the provisions under which Westrail
employees work on a day to day basis. I intend to take a personal interest in the matter if
this worker, who is highly respected in the electorate of Kalgoorlie for his work with
Westrail, suffers any adverse consequences because he has had the guts to expose a
public safety problem within Westrail. I will make certain that Westrail is not able to
take action against this person for doing the right thing. This public safety issue relates
directly to the privatisation process and cost cutting by this Liberal Government.

Mr Omodei: Tell us about the leader's account.
Mr TAYLOR: What has that got to do with this?
This person was working in the station yard at Esperance. He was walking past
stationary iron ore wagons when he observed that one of the spring loaded supporting
blocks on an iron ore wagon was sitting in an abnormal position. On closer inspection he
found that one of the retaining plates was missing from one side and on the other side the
retaining plate was loose and the draw box - that is an important part of the suspension of
these wagons - was sitting to one side and causing that supporting box not to sit properly
in its place. He then inspected more wagons and found other wagons with the retaining
plate missing and some which were. loose. He said that work on all those wagons on
draw plates and retaining 'Plates 'had been completed by contract labour under the
privatisation process put in place by this Government. These supporting blocks are solid
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steel about 6 inches long, 2 or 3 inches across and 1 inch deep. They are held in place
with steel bolts. These bolts have a spring washer and, if that is not in place or is
missing, the bolts work themselves free because of the motion of the wagons along the
line. If they work themselves free, the retaining plates are liable to fall off and can get
caught up in the wheels of the wagons, or fall on to the line and cause a derailment of one
of these trains. If a retaining plate came out while the train was in motion and fell under
the wheel, it also could cause a derailment - all for the sake of a missing spring washer.
A missing spring washer could lead to a serious safety breach with Westrail's operations.
The employees of Westrail, the public and I want to know whether this problem has been
rectified; and if so, who rectified it and who paid for the rectification? Was it paid for by
the group who undertook the contract labour process, or has it been paid for by Westrail
and therefore the taxpayers? Did Westrail in any way subsidise the rectification of this
problem? All these matters are directly related to the issue of cost cutting by awarding
contracts to people who clearly do not know how to do the job properly, and of people
like my constituent being put in the position of having to guide, advise, support and make
sure that contractors know what they are doing, otherwise we will have all sorts of
serious problems. This is the thin end of the wedge. This is the sort of issue that can dog
not only the Westrail system, but also the Water Authority, the health system and any
System that deals with public safety and the welfare of individuals in our society. I am
concerned that the situation at Westrail could have gone horribly wrong and led not only
to derailment of these wagons, but also death and injury. It comes back to the issue of
cost cutting and finding a quicker way of doing things to try to find a profit in the
contracts that are given out by Westrail.
It is important that Westrail answer these questions. I will make certain that this issue is
not forgotten and that it is followed through by Westrail, so we know that these sorts of
matters are not ignored.
I congratulate the worker involved, whom I know well, for having the courage to come
forward and raise these issues with me, his local member of Parliament. They are issues
of concern not just to this Westrail worker, but, as a story in the Kalgoorlie Miner states,
to a range of Westrail employees who are concerned about the safety of Westrail
passengers. They are concerned because of the very issues that the member for
Glendalough has raised in this place this afternoon.
The issues of public responsibility and safety will not go away. I urge the Ministers
responsible and the Government to make certain that in the process of privatisation or
contracting out these sorts of jobs that they pay the proper rate, that they make sure that
short-cuts are not taken, and that people know how to do the job. Organisations such as
Westrail that are losing people who have put in 30 and more years of service, are losing
their corporate memory day by day. The knowledge and experience that these people
have gained in their jobs is going out the window. That does not augur well for the
safety of people who use Westrail services. I thoroughly endorse the motion moved by
the member for Glendalough, because it hits on the head the real concerns that the
Opposition and the public have about this Government's move to privatisation.
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [5.18 pm]: I join in supporting the motion moved by
the member for Glendalough and I will talk about an example that has not been raised
before in this House. I have spoken previously about some of the privatisation activities
in the Water Authority and elsewhere in some of the large departments. I will look
tonight at a smaller enterprise; that is, the maritime construction and engineering services
unit of the Department of Transport. This is a very small specialised depot in Mews
Road, Fremantle where currently 33 people are employed. Those people are employed
building boats and maintaining safety vessels and navigational aids all around the coast
from Wyndham to Esperance. They maintain various other marine structures such as
jetties, boat harbours and marinas. Their work is highly specialised and they are very
skilled people. A number of them have a range of skills, so that when they are not out
repairing navigational aids or jetties they might be doing other duties in relation to
marine work in the depot.
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That was the first government body to form an enterprise agreement with the
Governent. It took an enormous amount of work by that work force. The enterprise
agreement brought in a range of measures to improve productivity and efficiency in that
depot. It was signed by the Government and was for 12 months. That 12 months had not
expired when the people at the depot began to hear rumours that the work was to be
contracted out, the depot was to be closed and they would be without jobs. They
approached management and indicated that before the decision was made to close the
depot they would like the opportunity to put in place further measures to make it more
productive and efficient. They at least wanted the opportunity to discuss those measures
and to put themselves on a par with anything that the private sector could provide.
However, they were not given that additional time because, unfortunately for them, their
approach coincided with that infamous memorandum of last December in which the
Premier urged full speed ahead for contracting out work in all government departments
and agencies. The memo, contained that infamous clause about not worrying about
internal bids or ensuring agencies get the best deal for their money. It urged them to
movre ahead as quickly as possible towards privatisation and contracting. The Premier
said that he was setting up a subcommittee of Cabinet whose job would be to scrutinise
the speed at which those matters would be undertaken. He said that he would be
watching all the Ministers to ensure they moved ahead and did not drag their feet.
The result was that the workers at the depot near Fremantle were not given any
opportunity to improve their productivity. About six weeks ago advertisements were
placed in The West Australian calling for expressions of interest to contract out the work
done by those people. Interestingly, the Premier's memo referred to the contracting of
non-core work. The non-core functions of the people at the depot, such as the cleaning,
has already been contracted. The only thing left is the highly specialised core work
involving mainly maintenance of maritime and navigational equipment. Despite the fact
that it is the only work that agency performs - it could not be described as anything but
core work - it is to be contracted out. I understand that approximately six companies
have expressed interest; their applications are, now being examined-, and next Saturday
morning a further advertisement will call for people to tender for the contracts. I have no
doubt that as a result of that the remaining 33 positions will be abolished. Some might
get the opportunity to join the companies that win the contracts; others will be
redeployed. Many of those people will suffer the same experience to which other people
in this House have referred. In the main, those most affected will be male workers of 40
years to 45 years-plus, with many years of experience, many of whom are tradesmen and
who have come up through the ranks and improved their trades and skills. As a State we
can ill-afford to put aside people such as that with trade skills. We have already lost
many from places such as the Water Authority. Some will go to the private sector, but
many will take early retirement and we will lose perhaps 15 years of what could be the
productive utilisation of the skills belonging to each of those workers. As I mentioned,
the people in this instance have skills in building boats, maintaining navigational aids and
marine facilities, and building jetties and boat harbours.
Another issue in relation to this and which emerges in several areas is that once we get
rid of all the skilled people, no-one is available who can adequately oversee the contract.
Who will be able to judge whether the private companies carrying out the contracts are in
fact doing the right thing? Who will do the spot checks to make sure that something as
important as navigational safety around the Western Australian coast is adequately
monitored? Everyone knows we are an island and isolated in the world. Our
navigational facilities around our very lengthy coastline are essential. The safety of
persons who rely on those navigational aids is of prime importance to all of us. The first
time those navigational aids do not work because they are not being properly maintained
and because the private sector is being asked to provide a service cheaper than that
provided by the Government will be disastrous for our reputation. Who will check those
facilities all the way from Wyndham to Esperance? We will not have the people who
will do that and we will hope. that everything works satisfactorily.
Where is the evidence that these private sector companies will be able to perform those
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functions more effectively and efficiently? Where is the cost benefit analysis? Why is it
not brought into this Parliament? This is but one example of approximately 50 sets of
contracting out and of privatisation to which members in this Chamber have referred
since the beginning of this session. No information has been freely and voluntarily
provided by the Government to the Parliament showing cost benefit analyses, why they
will contract out work and what are the advantages to the taxpayer. I endorse the
comments by the member for Glendalough about the secrecy that has surrounded the
changes and contracting out exercises.
The other issue that has been lost sight of is the opportunities many of these government
organisations have provided for young people so that they can gain training and
apprenticeships. I wonder how many of us can remember that it was not that long ago
that literally hundreds of 15 year old school leavers sat for examinations to be accepted
into apprenticeships with places such as Westrail, the Department of Transport and the
State Energy Commission of Western Australia - all the major government bodies.
Ultimately, many of those youngsters went into the private sector, so to some extent, the
Government was providing a service. It provided first-rate training and a wide
opportunity of experience for those young people. Almost all of those programs have
been axed and now in some cases only two or three apprenticeships are available in a
government organisation where there used to be a couple of hundred. That is a major
loss to the young people of our State and we do them a disservice when we constantly
focus on costs and benefits while excluding those flow-on benefits to the young people of
this State.
I understand the depot is to be closed on 1 August and a service that was provided by a
number of skilled people for approximately 50 years will go. Some of those people Will
be redeployed and their skills will not be used any more because there are no other places
I know of within government that are involved in building boats or maintaining
navigational facilities. Some will no doubt move to the private sector, but many of their
skills will be lost. That is one more little example - it will not get much attention; the
media will probably not be particularly concerned about it - of where a small team of
people who worked effectively to improve their efficiency and who are highly skilled
will be disbanded. Some of them will be thrown on the scrapheap and they will be
effectively told, "Goodbye, thanks very much, you might have had 15 years in the work
force, but we do not need you and we will contract out the work you used to do." That is
of major concern to me because that is happening across government in various agencies.
I will refer briefly to Healthcare Unen. In a newspaper article only two weeks ago the
Minister for Health indicated that he had been placed in a position where he would have
to rethink the whole tendering process for Healthcare Linen. This is an organisation in
which for more than two years 240 employees have been hanging on a string. Their
personal lives have been totally devastated. They have no idea what will happen to them
tomorrow. How can they adequately provide for their families? How can they even
contemplate building homes or entering into mortgages when they do not know whether
they will have a job in six months? After two years of vacillating by the Minister on
whether he would contract it out and when, he has finally said that even though he called
for expressions of interest, he would not go ahead because there was only one tender and
that tender did not meet the Government's requirements.
The Minister has been told on numerous occasions that to exchange a government
monopoly for a private monopoly does not improve competition one iota, but he is not
prepared to listen to that. He is one of the least likely Ministers in this House to listen to
anything that is said to him. He went ahead with the tender. He received one bid, which
he said was not satisfactory, but in making his announcement he said that he maintained
his commitment to privatising Healthcare Linen and that he would act as quickly as
possible to fmnalise plans for the future of the laundry.
This Chamber had a heated debate about two weeks ago in relation to a report by
Mr Doig. One of the things Mr Doig looked at was whether one of the managers of
Healthcare Linen had been given an improper opportunity to have access to internal
information and facts and figures which advantaged him in putting together a bid,
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supported by outside backers, to take over Healthcare Linen. Mr Doig was forthright in
his comments. He said, effectively, that he believed the Minister for Health did the
wrong thing; that the previous Commissioner of Health had moved Mr Anderson from
his position and that he had access to information that advantaged him over other
potential contractors. The Commissioner of Health said that was improper and he moved
Mr Anderson. This Minister for Health moved him back into his position where he had
access to that same information. It was interesting that Mr Doig said that he was amazed
that the Minister did not consider there was a conflict of interest between Mr Anderson
developing a tender while remaining in his substantive position. The Minister's
comments in the newspaper that he will continue to pursue the contracting out of
Healthcare Linen, and that he was disappointed there was no internal bid, give me the
clear impression that the Minister has more than a passing interest in Mr Anderson being
given frontrunning to put in a bid for Healthcare Linen.
I call on the Minister to say publicly that Mr Anderson will not be allowed to remain in
his position and put in a bid to take over Healthcare Linen. His efforts last time were
stymied by the report of Mr Doig, who pointed out that there was a conflict of interest.
Because Mr Anderson was moved, his backers dropped him like a hot potato. Mr Doig
said that was a clear indication that they were prepared to support him only while he had
access to internal information that advantaged him. It is passing strange that as soon as
that happened the Minister said that he was not interested in the outcome of this tender
process; that it was not satisfactory; that he would reopen and rethink it; and that he
hoped there would be internal bids. I hope the Minister takes the trouble to read the Doig
report because the kinds of practices alluded to in that report are improper and breach the
required standards of propriety for a Minister. The Minister should take note of that
because the Opposition will watch closely any internal bid that wins the contract for
Healthcare Linen.
The Auditor General said strongly that he would like the power to examine and scrutinise
contracts with the private sector to provide services to the Government. He said that
without those powers there was not an effective protection of the public interest. The
Auditor General put that view to the Commission on Government. The Government's
response to the Auditor General's request has been deafening silence. There has been no
indication by the Government that it will accommodate the desires of the Auditor
General to have access to those contracts to be able to scrutinise the benefits to the public
and the taxpayers of this State. I hope the Commission on Government recommends, as I
suspect it will, that the Auditor General is right to seek to scrutinise and monitor the
performance of those contracts. [ suspect that if the Auditor General does not scrutinise
or monitor them, no-one will.
The Water Authority of Western Australia's internal report, to which I have referred in
previous debates, said clearly that there was a major concern among the managers that
they would not have the staff with the expertise to monitor their own contracts properly.
Mr Trenorden: Didn't you tell the COG that you were not in favour of the Auditor
General examining Cabinet documents?
Mrs HENDERSON: I said that I was in favour, as the Auditor General is, of the Auditor
General being able to scrutinise contracts with the private sector, which is what I am
talking about now.
Mr Trenorden: What about Cabinet documents?
Mrs HENDERSON: I suggest that before the member for Avon says to the Commission
on Government that he thinks the Auditor General should have automatic access to all
Cabinet documents -

Mr Trenorden: I have already said that
Mrs HENDERSON: I know. It is interesting that the member as a backbencher, rather
than anyone more senior in. the. Government, put that view. The Auditor General had
access to every Cabinet document he requested when the Opposition was in government,
but I suspect that many of the member for Avon's colleagues - including, I suspect, the
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Minister for Works who is sitting here listening to the debate - would not be in favour of
automatically handing over every Cabinet document to the Auditor General, because a lot
of Cabinet decisions have nothing to do with government agencies; they might be a
policy decision of the Government which has nothing to do with the Auditor General.
Mr Trenorden: Your argument is limited.
Mrs HENDERSON: That is the member's judgment. I am talkting tonight about the
issue of the Auditor General being able to scrutinise contracts for work that was
previously performed by the Government, which is now to be performed by the private
sector. The former Under Treasurer, Mr McCarrey, also supported that view. He said
publicly that he believed the way privatisation was being carried out by this Government
was not what he supported, that it was not done in a way that protected and ensured the
public interest; that it did not examine the cost benefits of each sector of government
before it was contracted out; and that it did not ensure that the taxpayers of this State
were receiving benefits from the dismantling of government services that were
established over the decades using taxpayers' money. It is interesting that in response to
Mr McCarrey's comments there has been a deafening silence from the Government. The
Government has not leapt forward and said that it thinks it should take some action along
these lines. The Government had the opportunity to do that when the Opposition
presented a measured and careful set of guidelines to scrutinise contracting out, but it
rejected it out of hand. It is interesting that the Commission on Government and the
Auditor General did not dismiss it out of hand in the way the Government did. This
Government appears to have the view that it is not answerable to anyone in relation to
contracting out or privatisation; that it does not have to present to this Parliament
evidence of savings or better service to the public. It seems to believe all it needs to do is
have Ministers get up in this place when they are under attack and say that they would
not contract out anything that did not benefit the public - trust them. We have forwarded
to the Government example after example of no cost benefits from privatisation. The
Government benches have been silent about that or, if they have not been silent, we have
been asked to look at the State Supply Commission guidelines. We saw how seriously
the Government takes the tender guidelines in the recent shipping debacle. We watched
the dramatic reaction that occurred because those guidelines had not been followed. The
Government was anxious to brush it aside as a minor matter.
Mr Minson: That is not true. We investigated it and reported on it.
Mrs HENDERSON: It was investigated and the Government sought to minimise the
comments in the report. It put forward no recommendations about how it would tighten
up the process of privatisation.
Mr Minson: That is not true.
Mrs HENDERSON: I invite the Minister in his response to explain to us how he has
tightened up the requirement for adherence to the State Supply Commission guidelines. I
want chapter and verse on how he is ensuring that what happened on the Fremantle
waterfront will not happen again.
Mr Minson: I can tell you now. We revoked the delegation.
Mrs HENDERSON: Of that agency? The Minister fails to understand that that is
happening everywhere. That is not happening only in that agency because it was found
out. One agency was found out and it was found out only because others took the
opportunity to discover it, not because the Government found out that it had not been
done properly. Where is the monitoring when, week after week in this Chamber we
bring forward examples of no proper scrutiny being provided? We have produced
internal documents that indicate there are no savings in this privatisation process. The
Government does not dispute them because it cannot; they are in black and white.
However, the Government has not tried to change the process. It appears to be a
juggernaut set on a program of privatisation, demolishing all in front of it because it is so
utterly, ideologically convinced that it is right. It does not seem to be concerned that
there is no evidence of any benefits to the public from privatisation.
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I retrace the comments of the member for Clendalough. No-one has suggested that, out
of all of the privatisation in the Water Authority's functions, water will be cheaper to
consumers or that it will be of a better quality. No-one would dare suggest that because
all the evidence that I and the member for Glendalough have indicates the opposite; that
is, that private contractors cannot provide the services cheaper than the Government
currently provides them. That is the challenge to the Government. It is about time the
Government took this issue seriously and provided the scrutiny that the public demands
because, at the end of the day, these assets, these organisations, belong to the public.
They do not belong to the Government because it happens to be in government.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.44 pm]: I support
the motion and will discuss it in the context of our public health system in Western
Australia. The Government continues to push ahead with its twin barrows of contracting
out and privatisation in the health system. I guess the turning point in the process came
with the Premier's memo to departments of 25 November 1993. That memo provided
the backdrop to the ministerial reshuffle and also provided clear evidence that the
Government had concluded that the process had to be sped up. The Premier said in the
document that not enough had been done in the area of contracting out. At the time, the
Leader of the Opposition correctly said that the most significant part of the document was
that which said that government services should be contracted out and it should be done
independently of any in-house bid. In other words, tenders could be called without
inviting an internal bid for non-core or support activities where it was decided there was
a competitive marketplace. That marked a clear policy direction by the Government for
all government agencies to speed up this process.
It has been interesting to observe what has happened in the public health industry. I
begin my comments by referring to three cases which have involved the Government
holding up the process that it commenced. The Opposition believes the Government
should stop and review the privatisation-contracting out that is going on within our public
health system. However, in three very important cases, the Government has held up the
process. Whether the process has been stopped is another question; it has held it up for
the time being. The first case involved the Bunbury Hospital. It was the original
intention of the Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss, to create a new facility in Bunbury
based on the privately built, owned and operated concept. There was huge community
resistance to the idea of a new privately owned and operated hospital that would contract
out public beds to the Government. As a result, the Government backed away from that
proposal and said that it would redevelop the idea of collocation. As a result of that little
foray of the then Minister for Health into privatisation, the Auditor General reported that
$3mn of taxpayers' money was wasted because the work that had been done on planning
for the new public hospital in Bunbury was thrown into the rubbish bin. That failed
attempt at privatisation initiated by the former Minister involved $3mi going down the
drain in Bunbury.
The second case to which I refer has been referred to already by the member for
Thomrlie; that is, the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service. After going to tender on that
issue, the Government announced that the bid it received was not adequate. Obviously, it
created the impression in the marketplace that it would privatise the Hospital Laundry
and Linen Service. The St George's Terrace talk about that bid was that a lot of work
went into it by Spotless Linen Services and that the senior management of Spotless was
not impressed by the Government's performance having done all that work and being
knocked back. Of course, the Opposition told the Government from the word go that it
wyould have difficulty justifying privatisation of that service, given its size relative to the
size of the laundry market in Western Australia and the potential for a private monopoly
replacing a public one. Of course, the Government did not listen to that warning.
Taxpayers' money was spent on consultants to advise the Government and then to carry
out the tender process. We do not know precisely how much was lost, but money went
down the drain on that venture also. As the member for Thomrlie said, the problem we
now face is that the Minister seems to think that he can ignore that tender process and do
what he likes on privatisation. I assure him that he will be held accountable under the

5578



[Wednesday, 21 June 1995] 57

formal rules and under the understanding that we now have about how public assets
should be offered for tender.
T'he third example of where this Government has backed off is the proposed
amalgamation of the Government's pathology laboratories, the Queen Elizabeth II
Medical Centre and the University of Western Australia into a new corporatised
pathology centre. Originally expressions of interest were sought from the private sector
to enter into a joint venture with this proposed new pathology centre, but as it turned out
the Government backed off from that process. I do not think it has given up on the
notion that the State's pathology industry will in some way be privatised. The
Opposition still does not know what direction the Government will take with the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service or the pathology centre. It will closely monitor these
developments to make sure that the Government, if it decides to privatise, properly
carries out the process and that it adequately justifies its decision.
It was confirmed in the upper House only yesterday that the Bunbury Hospital will be a
publicly managed hospital. The Governiment has not made the terms and conditions clear
or indicated who will be the partner. Members on this side of the House were pleased to
hear the Government say that it would be a publicly managed hospital, but it will
carefully monitor the process to make sure that the Government sticks to its word.
However, a similar commitment has not been given for the Wanneroo and Mandurah
hospitals which will need to be built in the next few years.
In respect of these three issues the Government was going full steam ahead with
privatisation, but has since backed off in response to very strong public criticism of the
process it was pursuing and the public opposition that was forthcoming. Many
Government services in the health area have been privatised. The most important one is
the radiation oncology service at the Royal Perth Hospital which involves a direct shift in
costs across to the Commonwealth Government so that the service is funded out of
Medicare rather than out of this State's Budget. The Government said that it took this
action because the private sector was able to invest in new equipment at the radiation
oncology service. The transition did not proceed without controversy, particularly from
public outpatients who went to that hospital for radiation treatment. As a result of the
Opposition's lobbying I am pleased that the Government recognised the inconvenience
experienced by public outpatients through the billing processes that were being followed
and it has certainly improved those processes. The Opposition remains unconvinced that
the public interest has been served by that privatisation. I am yet to obtain full details of
the contract and the arrangements that were put in place which would enable me to
ascertain whether it was a good deal for the people of Western Australia. I will certainly
continue to pursue that issue.
Many of the nursing home type beds at Mt Henry and Sunset Hospitals have been
privatised. Again, this has involved a direct shift of responsibility from the State to the
Commonwealth Government. At times that process has been controversial and it has
presented difficulties for the individuals concerned. The relocation of most of the Sunset
patients appears to have been managed reasonably well, but I suspect that the process has
now reached the stage where it is difficult to relocate the remaining patients. If the
Government does not recognise that the type of care that was provided by Mt Henry is a
different type of care provided by a mainstream non-government nursing home, it will
create a major problem for this State's health system. A buffer arrangement within the
health system between an acute care hospital and a nursing home will be necessary to
deal with this State's aged citizens. If that buffer is taken out of the system by the
closure of Mt Henry, which is almost a certainty given the revelation that the Minister is
signing the memo from the Commissioner for Health, there will be a problem within the
health system. We cannot attach dollars to those individuals and expect that they will
receive the level of care they require.
The next area involves the range of ancillary services in this State's hospitals.
Information systems, window cleaning, printing services and gardening services in some
of this State's hospitals have already been contracted out to the private sector. Of course,
the push in that area continues. The Government's agenda for the health system can be
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put under four different headings. Firstly, I refer to the new health campuses at
Wanneroo and Mandurab which I have already mentioned. The Government is tailking
about those hospitals being privately managed. I can assure the Government that that
proposition will be vigorously pursued by the Opposition.
Only this week I spoke with the new Minister for Health's department in New South
Wales. The Minister will be making a major statement in the New South Wales
Parliament very shortly on the privatisation of health services at Port Macquarie.
Obviously he has come into government with a 20 year contract and a commitment
entered into by the previous Government that he is unable to alter. It will cause his
management of the whole system many problems, including cost and community and
mental health services. Providing those services under the umbrella of an existing private
facility is a real problem.
If the Government thinks that the Opposition will be fooled by its saying that the
proposal for Wanneroo and Mandurah is different from Port Macquarie, it has another
think coming. The only difference is that in Port Macquarie, Health Care of Australia
built, owns and operates the new hospital. The Government's contract is broken up into
two sections, capital and management. The New South Wales Government basically met
the cost of constructing the hospital and, in essence, it will meet the interest payments on
the borrowings required to build it. The other part of the contract is actually for the
management of the hospital and for the services that are provided by it to the
Government; for example, emergency, public beds and a range of other hospital facilities.
On that side. of the contract we find that the health services in Port Macquarie cost
between 20 and 30 per cent more than if the hospital had been a straight public hospital.
Those figures have been confirmed by consultants who have studied this question.
The evidence for the Port Macquarie issue was provided at the New South Wales
election, both by consultants who looked at the subject and commented on the issue
during the election and indirectly by the policy of the then Liberal Government not to
privatise any more health services in New South Wales. I put the Government on notice
that any proposal for the private management of the proposed Wanneroo and Mandurah
hospitals will be subject to enormous scrutiny by the Opposition. The Opposition
remains unconvinced that it would be in the public interest to go ahead in that direction.

Sitting suspended from 5-59 to 730 pm
Dr GALLOP: The second main item on the current privatisation agenda of the
Government for the State's public health industry is the contracting out of a range of so-
called non-core and ancillary health services in all public hospitals. We have already
seen examples of this in some major hospitals, but now each of the hospitals is in the
process of considering the contracting out of a range of functions performed within them.
One particular example came to light in recent months through a document from Royal
Perth Hospital, which indicates that 44 of its departments are being considered for
various types of contracting out. In other words, if it were carried through, Royal Perth
Hospital would effectively become a small core management group, contracting out the
functions it performs to a range of private non-government organisations to deliver
particular services at a particular price. Of course, that would mean the integrity of
Royal Perth Hospital would be broken down. I will expand on that later.
The third main area in which the Government is currently considering contracting out
and privatisation is in the management of psychiatric services within the major hospitals
at Fremantle and Bentley, where the Alma Street and Mills Street centres have recently
been opened, and possibly at Graylands Hospital. This matter is highly controversial and
it will be strongly contested should the Government decide to contract out the
management of our psychiatric hospitals. I have made an application under the Freedom
of Information Act for a copy of the Ramsay report on psychiatric services at Graylands,
and I hope to receive that report soon. I hope it will shed some light on the proposals
before the Government in relation to this matter.
The fourth item the Government has on its agenda is the contracting out of clinical and
management services at country hospitals generally, and specifically at the Harvey-
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Yarloop Health Service. The 20 staff, represented by the Hospital Salaried Officers
Association, have been told they may no longer be employed by that health service,
because the Government is testing the market for alternative ways of providing clerical
services at the hospitals it covers. Of course, that has created a great deal of stress among
the staff. They have worked there for many years and have won awards for. their work.
No analysis has been conducted to indicate the rationale for testing the market in relation
to these clerical staff.
The new health campuses at Wanneroo and Peel are being considered for private
management. A whole range of non-core and ancillary services within the public
hospital system is being put out to tender. The management of psychiatric services at
Fremantle, Bentley and Graylands is being considered for privatisation, and clerical
services in our country hospitals are being considered for privatisation. The Opposition
is putting up a big stop sign in relation to the Government's push to privatise the public
health system, and is asking the Government to reconsider this. The Opposition takes
this action not just because of the human resource implications in the current process
being considered. Ever since the Public Sector Management Act passed through this
Parliament and the redeployment regulations were tabled in April. the Opposition has
been seriously concerned about the effect of the privatisation push on staff in our public
hospitals and the health system generally. The issue I raise relates to the potential impact
of this privatisation push on the quality of the public health system, and I raise it on the
basis of evidence and not ideology.

I raise four particular concerns with the Government with respect to its privatisation
push: Firstly, I am very concerned that the Government continues to talk about non-core
services in our hospitals. The Minister for Health frequently refers to these non-core
services as though they are somehow not important to a hospital. He also says there is
much unproductive activity in hospitals on which the Government can save money which
will be shifted into core services. The problem with that attitude is that every part of a
hospital plays a role in the overall performance of that hospital. I use a very simple
example. A problem exists in many hospitals in the Eastern States with the spread of
MRSA or golden staph. It is a very serious bacterium that can spread through a hospital
system, and once in that system it is very hard to shift. A number of television
documentaries have highlighted the endemic nature of that problem in Eastern States
hospitals. Western Australia has very intensive infection control procedures to stop the
spread of that disease, but my research on this matter indicates that the cleanliness of our
public hospitals is a key element in the prevention of the introduction and spread of that
bacteria throughout the public hospital system. Cleaning services in hospitals are not
non-core; they are core activities. I fear the Government has locked itself into an attitude
where it regards these activities as not as important as the provision of mainstream
services through nursing and medical staff. They are crucially important.

The second problem is the building up of costs during this contractual process.
Currently, our public hospitals work within the framework of public administration, and
certainly with programmed budgeting within the context of that traditional public
administration. That system will be replaced with a contract between the managers of the
hospitals and all these functions that will be performed. We may find that Royal Perth
Hospital will have over 40 or 50 contracts operating. What does each contract require?
The contract must be drawn up and *negotiated through the tender process. The contract
must be supervised and monitored, and it must be retendered. The costs associated with
all those processes are known as transaction costs. Adding those costs to the profits that
must be made by non-government providers,-the evidence indicates that within the health
sector, with all its complexities, not a great deal'of savings can be made from contracting
out unless the contracts are not monitored and supervised, in which case quality and
service is lost.
I am concerned that the Premier would send a memo to the senior CEOs in the Public
Service stating that studies consistently indicate that the introduction of competitive
tendering and contracting out produces savings of 20 per cent or more. That is simply
wrong. I have been checking some of the academic research on the subject in recent
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days. The most recent book published dealing with contracting out in Victoria
questioned whether savings had been made as a result of the contracting out process.
Indeed, that has been confirmed by the experience of the Port Macquarie Hospital. I look
forward to the statement to be made by the new Minister for Health on that contract soon.
The third problem with contracting out is that the emphasis in the provision of healthservices tends to shift from the quality service elements of the contract to the cost price
elements of the contract. This leads to an imbalance in the delivery of the service. Wehave already seen many examples of this in the United States of America in recent years,indeed, in the past decade, when there was a huge shift towards the provision of hospital
services through the non-government sector. Unfortunately many incidents occurred inthe hospital system that indicated that corners were being cut in an effort to preserve theshareholders' interest We cannot allow this imbalance to occur in our public hospital
system.
Finally, and most importantly, we are seeing the disaggregation of our health systemwithin hospitals and between elements of the system. I have referred to the fact that if wecontract out the so-called non-core ancillary health services within our public hospitals,people will no longer be employed by Royal Perth Hospital but employed by a range ofcompanies that are themselves contracted to Royal Perth Hospital. Their first loyalty willnot be to the hospital The essential quality of a hospital relates to the commitment of thestaff to that hospital, and that will be broken down. More importantly, the breaking up ofthe health service into different parts governed by contracts will lead to disaggregation inthe system. To give a simple example, in Victoria the emergency and non-emergency
ambulance services have been split. This is exactly what the Rockingham health servicedesires to do in Rockcingham. We wait with interest to see whether St John Ambulance
wins the contract for that service as against Medical Transport Company. In Victoria thetwo functions were split, and there is a contract with private ambulance companies todeliver non-emergency services. That is what the contract is for, the companies have noobligation to provide other services. I spoke to the Victorian shadow Minister for Healththis week, and it has been estimated that about 40 per cent of ambulance capacity -
Mr Kierath: Is he the same bloke who bankrupted Victoria?
Dr GALLOP: He is an outstanding politician, my friend! It was the private sectoroperators in Tricontinental Bank who bankrupted the State of Victoria. Read the royal
commission report.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Prince: That is not what the people of Victoria think.
Dr GALLOP: This is a democratic society. They can think what they like. By breakingup emergency and non-emergency services, 40 per cent of the ambulance capacity hasbeen taken out of that system. That is the nonsense these people go on with regardingsplitting up, disaggregating and contracting out services. I await with interest the

Goverments response to the report it was supposed to receive at the end of May onambulance services. We will fight any effort to break up our very strong, coordinated
ambulance service in this State. With those comments I send a very clear message to theGovernment: Stop and reconsider this mad policy it is pursuing and which isundermining the high quality health services we have enjoyed in this State for many
years.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [7.46 pm]: I support the motion. The Transport
portfolio is undergoing massive change as a result of the privatisation policy beingpursued by the Court Government, but all that has emerged is a great deal of personal

suferig adaxiey.Aled we have en adisceniable reduction in the quality of
workbeig crrid ot. e se nohin hoefu orproising about the Government's

priatiaton roram Mebes soud cnsiderWsai where people were misled by

t h vr n m n n th e ma n a g e mn t a t t h e tm e w h e n h y w e r e to ld in A p r il 1 9 9 4 th a tthe wor fo c as cm etiie that there was no furhr need for downsizing, and that
erefr no fute os would be lost. That was tesituation in April 1994. I have
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referred to that matter on previous occasions. It seems now that people at senior levels at
Westrail believe that the then commissioner was misleading the work force when he
made those statements last year, they believe that the present regime at Westrail under
the leadership of the Minister for Transport have all the answers to make Westrail a
competitive and lean transport organisation. In my view, the administration does not
have the ability or the experience to manage the program on which it has embarked to
eliminate 1 345 positions. For more than a month, the administration said that it would
tell the Westrail employees at the end of that week whether their positions would be
affected by the changes to be made; whether their positions would go or stay. Three
weeks ago I rang the Minister's office to ask whether he could tell me when workers at
Westrail would be told whether their positions will be affected by the Right Track
program. I was told subsequently that the employees would be told next Friday - that is,
two weeks ago - and each week it appears another undertaking is made by Westrail
management and the Minister that people at Westrail will be told by next Friday whether
they will be affected by the elimination of the 1 345 jobs. Each week comes and goes
and people are left in this untenable situation of not knowing what their future is; how
they will make ends meet; and what it means for their family and their financial
circumstances. I wonder about administration that comes out with the Right Track
program, sets it out in staged developments and then, at the first indication, is unable to
provide any information whatsoever to staff.
I have indicated to the House before that it is the first time that mature aged men have
been in my office in tears about their sense of insecurity, all caused by their work
situation and their employer - the State Government. That is a very serious indictment of
the Court Government and all Ministers within it. They all embrace this privatisation
program. Some Ministers possibly demand that their departments carry it out in a
managed and humane way while others do not put that demand on their departments and
instrumentalities. As a result people are in a very difficult, unhappy and anxiety
provoking situation.
In Westrail at present I am told that many people face the indignity of making
arrangements for the contracting out of their own work. How does this Government
think people feel about that? Why can that process not be managed in a different way?
This is happening in Main Roads Western Australia as well. People are having to make
arrangements with firms which do not have the expertise, the experience or the
equipment to do the necessary work. These people, who have given loyal service to the
Government of Western Australia over many years, must negotiate with people who do
not know what they are doing, who must be educated about the job that is under
discussion, that will be the subject of a contract, and be the cause of the employees losing
their income earning capacity, losing the way in which they think they can make a
contribution to this State, and also losing their sense of wellbeing and that of their
families. This is a very poor situation for the employees in Main Roads and Westrail.
The Minister and his colleagues must take responsibility, firstly, for the privatisation
program which is not occurring in a directed way or according to any principles of such
programs being followed in other States of Australia; and, secondly, for the personnel
management, which I think is just appalling.
Similar situations exist in Transperth, where the Minister and the department have
claimed that the subcontracting out of the Kalamunda depot is a huge success; that it
stands as a landmark of what can be achieved, and that people are happy working under
the new arrangements. The fact of the matter is that drivers are telling drivers at other
depots that they are most unhappy with the arrangements they have entered into through
the Kalamunda depot. They are working very long hours, about 65 hours a week. A long
day is an 11I hour day. There have been stand-downs in that period where the drivers
must sit at railway stations or other venues in the community tied to their bus -

Mrs Parker~ I was there last week. The Kalamunda drivers are very happy.

Mrs HALL-AHAN: I will just tell the member for Helena that Iwas talking to adriver
two days ago who said that he was most unhappy. I was talking to a driver from another
depot who told me that he had been talking to drivers for the Kalamunda depot who had
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pointed out to him and others the shortcomings of the arrangements entered into at theKalamunda depot. I will not have the member for Helena interrupt my speech -
Mr Lewis: Your dreadful speech.
Mrs HALLAHAN: It may not be the best speech in the world, but I resent an interjection
that misrepresents the situation.
Mr Minson: Did you go to the Kalamunda depot?
Mrs HALLAHAN: No. I have talked to people directly.
Mrs Parker I was there and talked to the drivers, too.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Thbe member may have talked to some people but that does notcontradict the fact that drivers told me that they think the arrangements are notsatisfactory. Some drivers are not happy with what has been arranged at the Kalamnundadepot and some are talking to drivers at other depots, to whom I have spoken, and theyare now very wary of the arrangements that are being negotiated at their depots.Members opposite should not hold this Up to me as a grand, successful plan whichinvolves people working very long hours with no commensurate financial reward.
Why would we expect anything other than interjections of this calibre from government
backbenchers? Why would they try to defend the indefensible - the program on whichthe Government has embarked? It is a sad indictment of all members opposite. It isequivalent to the worst cases of the Thatcher years. The Thatcher years tore the publicsector and public services in the United Kingdom apart in such a way that they will take ahuge community investment to recover. However, there is now a swing back in the UK
to having some decent community services. That will occur here, too. Sadly we are notlearning from the experience of other places. We will go down that very destructive pathwhere services and expertise, which have been built up over decades, will be absolutely
destroyed. It will be very costly to this comnmunity. If members opposite do not accept
that, I do not think they are assessing the matter accurately.
We have been dealing with the Kalamunda bus depot and there is a difference of opinionbetween the information that is given and the rampant Thbatcherite position taken bymembers opposite. If I did not have the flu and was not experiencing great difficultyspeaking, my language would be much more colourful this evening than it has been so
far.
I refer to the issue of Stateships. My colleagues have referred to the tender process. Adisturbing thing that is happening with privatisation in Western Australia is the lack ofadherence to any processes. People who have worked under the Kennett Government,
much to my surprise, have told me that the Kennett Government did not conduct itself inthe way in which this Court Government does. The tendering fiasco for Stateships arosebecause this Government has seen no reason to adhere to a decent set of tendering
processes. In that instance the matter became known and public and was widely
criticised by the community. It indicates a great arrogance on the part of CourtGovernment Ministers. I am of the view that they had embarked on similar procedurespreviously which have not been exposed, and which they will still follow. How will we
ever know? From the interjections, I do not hear any concern about this.
When we have any reference to the freedom of information legislation, what do we havefrom government Ministers and the Minister for Services? He is one of the first tointerject and complain about freedom of information legislation. Given the platform onwhich the Court Government was elected, it should welcome freedom of information
legislation. It is certainly the first Government to work with it and to be experiencing the
difficulties one always has with new legislation and procedures. Nevertheless theGovernment should indicate a very real commitment to make it work and express theview that it is not resenting and resisting that legislation but committed to its smooth
functioning. However, we do not find that attitude from the interjections across the
Chamber by the member for Greenough.
Mr Minson: What have I done wrong?
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Mrs HALLAHAN: He is one of the first Ministers to interject and resent the freedom of
information legislation.
Mr Minson: I did not say that.
Mrs HALLAHAN: He did and frequently does, as do a couple of others.
Mr Minson: I have said nothing about freedom of information legislation.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I find that amazing, given the platform on which he was elected.
Mr Minson: I have not said anything about it.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Minister walked out a minute ago when I was making the point
and referring to him. I conceded that getting new legislation to function smoothly can be
difficult. I quite understand the frustration of having another layer of responsibility and
another thing to manage when one is a busy Minister, but I find it unbelievable that the
Minister actually resents the freedom of information legislation.
Mr Minson: I do not.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Minister does not know what his attitudes are. His frequent
interjections indicate that what I say is the case.
Mr Minson: I am sorry, but I have said nothing about FOI at all.
Mrs HALLAHAN: That is not true. I remember the Minister's doing it.
Mr Minson: It would be a good idea if you read the speech that I made last Tuesday
which explained many things about Stateships, which is what you were referring to.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I referred to Stateships and made the point about the lack of
adherence to any tendering process. I also referred to the fact that no attempt has been
made to reassure the House that what happened with Stateships was an aberration. I have
put to the House that the Court Government Ministers are so arrogant they believe they
can contract out work on the basis of preference rather than procedure. Until that was
exposed in the Stateships debacle that is what Ministers did and would have continued to
do. My hope is that having been exposed the Ministers, as part of a responsible
Government, will endeavour to follow proper procedures as they are required to under
the Act, and as they must certainly do on behalf of the community. I remain to be
convinced about the integrity of Ministers on this and other matters.
The question of the way in which people are being treated at Westrail and Main Roads is:
Why is there not a requirement of the departmental heads and agency heads to treat
people in a decent and humane way? When Westrail put out its document "Right Track"'
there was a lot of talk about a hotline to answer people's queries, establishing
counselling, assistance and support services to be available to people. The employees at
Westrail can get no information whatever. This has gone on for a very long time. People
have been put in a difficult and uncertain situation. Management has created an absolute
vacuum in Westrail, yet it still intends to dispose of 1 345 jobs. It seems to me that they
came out with the announcement before they had procedures in place to deal with the
consequences of the proposal. The managers are not left in an uncomfortable position;
they know they will look after their jobs. However, anybody in a lower position than that
is in a very difficult situation. This is reflecting on family life; the people are worried
about their futures. To embark on privatisation in a State this size with the services we
have traditionally built up is certainly radical, It is radical to destroy the services and
contract them out to the private sector. I find it unbelievable that the privatisation agenda
is being handled so badly by so many Ministers 'across so many departments. Ministers
have tried to convince the community that privatisation makes sense, anid is the way to
go. A classic example is what occurred at Main Roads on one previous occasion, and
again about two weeks ago when we had very heavy rain. A helicopter run by one of the
commercial radio stations alerted drivers that once again there was serious road damage
on the extension to the Kwinana Freeway, the construction of which was undertaken by
the private sector and allegedly supervised for quality by Main Roads. In the peak hour
one lane had to be closed and a patch-up job had to be done.
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Mr Catania: T7hat problem still exists.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I know it does. We ha it once before. People are saying that thereis not the intellectual capacity in the government departments to monitor the contracting
out or the quality of work undertaken. I am sure the member for Glendalough made itclear in her speech. At least in that area one of the members opposite has had to act asadvocate on behalf of his constituents because of the very shoddy work done bycontractors undertaking sewerage work for the Water Authority. It is a recurring theme.If members opposite think: that they can ignore it and that they are not building up a senseof resentment in the community as people see their methods as being wasteful, and
indeed callous, of human beings and services, they are greatly mistaken. A great deal oftalk at Westrail has been about quality assurance. I wonder why Westrail has chosen
now to use that language. Many people in Western Australia have been through qualityassurance courses and know what it means. It does not mean treating one's employeeswith contempt; it does not meani putting out work to the most incompetent contractor onecan find; and it does not mean failing to ensure a good quality job is done. Westrail isusing language about quality assurance while treating its employees with absolute
contempt and disdain. If members opposite, who have stopped interjecting, want to doanything about these matters they must have an in-house consultation at ministerial leveland demand of government agencies that they conduct these privatisation programmes
with somewhat more finesse than currently is the case. I do not agree with privatisation
because many false economies are involved with the claims that have been made. Anexample where money has definitely been wasted is the Kwinana Freeway. Theextensions to that freeway cost a lot of money and were completed a very short time ago.However, it is now costing a lot of money to repair that freeway and that does not includethe cost to the community and industry in lost time caused by the repairs. These are allsignificant factors which must be taken into consideration when calculating the efficiency
of the transport system.
Of all the cases the Opposition has examined it has not been able to say that the CourtGovernment has a program with which the Opposition can agree, but that there arebenefits to be derived. That picture has not come before the Opposition. Instead, we areseeing all the downsides of privatisation, which is contrary to what the Government
proposed would happen. The destruction of many years of expertise and the valuableservice of public servants, in addition to Government discounting the contribution that
thousands of Western Australians believe they have made to their workplace are beingtotally discounted. I cannot understand how Couirt Government Ministers can be happy
with the situation. It does not commend them or privatisation and it certainly does notcommend those in the private sector which, although doing the work which would have
been done by the governument sector, is not doing it properly.
I advise Ministers that if they have any desire for the community to believe that what it isdoing will benefit them, they must provide some leadership because they are certainly not
doing that now. The situation across govemnment is absolutely chaotic. The Public
Service is not a political body. Public servants want to make a good contribution through
their job and community involvement. They want things to run well for them, their
children, their parents and other ageing relatives. When they see what is happening, they
become disillusioned. I continually hear from public servants that they feel that
everything they have done and built up over many years has been discounted by theGovernment. They believe they are treated with great disdain and they actively hate the
Court Government for what it is doing to them and to the State. It is a very serious
situation and there is no need for things to be that way. It is obvious that there are some
very arrogant people in charge of the relevant portfolios who do not take their
responsibilities seriously.
I strongly support the motion and indicate to Ministers that they have the option to take
the necessary action to make this terrible process more humane for those who are caught
up in it.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for Works) [8.14 pm]: We have heard enough
from members opposite to realise that we are hearing a repeat of their speeches.
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Mr D.L. Smith: Sit down and you may have a further insight from me to which you can
respond. No-one in this Government is interested in the country or good government
services either in the country or the city.
Mr Lewis: Calm down.
Mr D.L. Smith: I will not calm down.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: The motion reads that this House condemns the State Government for
privatising state agencies for ideological motives. If members cast their minds back two
and a half years to the situation which confronted this Government when it came to
power, they will remember that it was not a pretty picture.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I advise the member for Mitchell that I gave the call to the
Minister for Works to rotate the call from side to side. It is likely that he will get the call
shortly. I ask him not to give his speech now.
Mr D.L. Smith: I would like a country Minister to respond to a country member.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: If the member feels so strongly, I am happy to sit down and let him give
his speech and then I will respond.
Mrs Hallahan: That would be a good gesture.
Several members interjected.
Mr MINSON: I am happy to do that.
Mrs Hallahan: Do it then.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: If the Speaker will allow it, I am quite happy to sit down to let the
member for Mitchell have his say.
The SPEAKER: Order! That is not possible. If the member resumes his seat, he has lost
his opportunity to speak on this motion.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Armadale has had her say.
Mr MINSON: In 1987 the then Government's direction to the Building Management
Authority was to reduce its costs from 40 per cent of the then market price to 10 per cent.
Until recently BMA's labour costs remained 50 per cent higher than the prevailing
private sector rate. I will give some examples later but in recent times the contracting out
of cleaning services has resulted in savings of 32 per cent. I will give a number of
examples as I proceed.
Mr Catania: I will give you examples of where privatisation has cost this Government
thousands of dollars.
Mr MINSON: I must refute this nonsense that ideology is the ruling factor. I turn to the
Hilmer report to point out to members opposite how out of touch they really are.
Mr Catania: It is vastly different to what you are doing.
Mr MINSON: The Opposition's federal and Eastern States' counterparts -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: The Hilmer competition reforms - the main points that camne out of the
agreements signed by Council of Australian Governments which the Opposition's
cohorts around Australia were prepared to sign - referred to reforms in the water industry
and ending the shield of the Crown protection for government authorities.
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Mr D.L. Smith: The Hiliner report had nothing to do with your action.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell for the first
time.
Mr MINSON: Another recommended reform in the Hilmer report was that government
owned businesses should compete on-equal terms with the private sector. In other words,
it should drop some of the protections that have always been there.
Mr D.L. Smith: You do not have to read it. Stand up there and speak without reading.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell is defying me. I have repeatedly
called for order since he camne into this Chamber. I will take action against him if he
continues to defy me. His time to speak will come shortly.
Mr MINSON: It is interesting that on "The 7.30 Report" following the COAG meeting
Mr Keating stated that the Opposition's reform agenda was run by Mr David Bunn, the
National Secretary of the Public Sector Union. He expressed the serious misgivings of
the Public Sector Union, referring to the Hilmer competition policy reforms as the slash
and burn economic rationalist agenda which would cost federal Labor lots of votes. The
Prime Minister's response to that was that it is just conservatism.
Mr D.L. Smith inteiJected.
Mr MINSON: Mr Speaker, I was hoping that you would call the member for Mitchell to
order.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have already advised the member for Mitchell what action I
will take if he keeps ignoring my call for order.
Mr MINSON: The Hilmer report and the subsequent national competition policy is
indeed what this Government is about.
Mr Catania: It is nothing like what you are doing. Obviously you do not understand the
Hilmer report.
Mr MINSON: I have no compunction in saying that this Government will introduce
competition into the public sector. It will contract out services which are not the core
business of government to the private sector where it can be proved that there will be
benefits. I have no problem with making that very clear. There are some good examples
of where there have been benefits to Western Australia; and I will outline those benefits
later. As a Government confronted with the financial situation that we inherited, we had
no choice - indeed, no Government should have the choice - but to get the best value for
taxpayers' dollars.
Mr DiL. Smith inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Mitchell.
Mr MINSON: One of the prime responsibilities of any Government is to be a good
steward of the public purse, which means getting good value for taxpayers' dollars.
Mr D.L. Smith inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell for the second
time.
Mr MINSON: There are many advantages of the contracting policy, of which the first
advantage is increased efficiency. Despite what was said by members opposite, there are
plenty of examples from local sources, the Eastern States and overseas of what can
happen to an economy when it sorts itself out New Zaland is a good example. That
little country has now turned itself around and has a $2b surplus.
Mr D.L Smith intejected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Mitchell.
Mr MINSON: We as anation amenow running about $2b amonth in the red,and it is
time we did something about that.
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The second advantage is improved accountability. The contracting process imposes a
discipline upon contractors to sharpen their pencils because they have to meet price as
well as quality assurance and performance criteria. They have to be accountable for the
quality and price of what they turn in for government.
Mr DL. Smith: How many have quality performance certificates? None!
Mr MINSON: That is not true.
The third advantage is economic development. Economic development is an important
part of the competitive tendering and contracting process because government is so large.
To give an example, in Western Australia the government market comprises some 44 per
cent of information technology supply. The Water Authority is another good example
with its infili sewerage program, which comprises a huge part of the construction market.
As companies tender for and get this work, they increase their number of employees,
become more competitive and gain more experience. They are then able to compete in
national and international markets. Economic development is already beginning to grow
in Western Australia.
The Opposition has said much about how there is no evidence that privatisation is doing
Western Australia any good. That is nonsense. An independent survey carried out by the
University of Sydney states in part -

The Public Sector Management Office and researchers at the University of
Sydney last year undertook a survey of WA government agencies. The survey, in
which agencies were asked to provide details for all existing service contracts
valued at more than $50,000, showed that there is already a high level of
contracting takting place and that savings averaging 20% with no decline in
quality were being achieved.

I do not hear any interjections from members opposite. The document gives some
Western Australian examples. The first example is telecommunications management,
where the Government has recently signed a contract with Pacific Star for the
management of integrated telecommunications activities on behalf of public sector
agencies. That contract is expected to save the Government $155m over sixc years.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr MINSON: Members opposite wanted information and I am giving it. The second
example is stereoplotting services for the Department of Land Administration, where a
three-year contract has been awarded to the Western Australian franchise of the Dutch
firm Fugro Pty Ltd to provide topographic land information for use in the management of
renewable and non-renewable resources across the State. Fugro's tender was around
$140 000 cheaper than the annual cost of providing the service in-house, which will
result in a total saving of more than $400 000 over the life of the contract. The third
example is the Western Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service, which recently
contracted out a discrete part of its quarantine and inspection activities. That will result
in a projected saving of $135 000 per annum. The fourth example is warehousing.
another area under my control, where the previous Minister - the current Minister for
Health - contracted out its packing, distribution and stocktaking functions to the firm
Serco, which has resulted in a considerable saving. I have already referred to cleaning
services, but for the sake of completeness, the Building Management Authority has
contracted out cleaning services previously. performed in-house and has identified
savings of about $278 000, or a cost reduction of 32 per cent. A similar result is
anticipated in the Department of Training. We are currently in the process of contracting
out the whole of government fleet management to the private sector, and that is likely to
result in savings of at least $6m per annum across the public sector. In addition, the
contracting out of infill sewerage will result'in a 20 per cent saving, which means that
20 per cent more households can be sewered.
I want to refer to what has been said about quality control, because people do not
understand that from time to time there will be problems with quality control regardless
of whether the work is done by the private or the public sector. It is the responsibility of
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government and its agencies to get the system right and to monitor and put in place
quality control mechanisms. Anyone who tries to make out that everything that was doneby the public sector was perfect is a fool because that was not the case. We have alwayshad quality control problems and we have always had quality management ingovernment. People have always had to be brought into line in one area or another, andit makes no difference whether it is in the public or the private sector. When a particular
contractor does not ]live up to expectations or meet its contractual obligations, it is
incumbent upon the government agency concerned to put in place quality controlmechanisms arnd ensure that the contractor, firstly, comes back and does something tobring the work up to standard, and, secondly, gets its act together or does not get anymore government work. We have had many discussions in this House over the last few
weeks about that matter.
Members opposite said a lot about the loss of jobs in the public sector, but they said littleabout the amount of employment that has been created in the private sector and theresultant increase in overall economic activity from the increased level of efficiency. Ourrecord speaks for itself. We inherited from the previous Government an unemployment
rate of around 11.4 per cent. The unemployment rate is now about 7.2 per cent. Sure, wehave transferred some jobs from the public sector to the private sector, but about 100 000more jobs are now available to Western Australians than was the case when the former
Government went out of office.
I will not spend a lot of time on the specific matters dealt with by various opposition
members because it is more appropriate that the Ministers responsible for those portfolio
areas and the Ministers representing respond to those matters if they wish. However, Idid take exception to the suggestion that this Government treats human beings like pawns
and that we do not pay due recognition to our obligations.
Mr Ripper We have people coming into our offices complaining bitterly about their
personal circumstances.
Wr MINSON: When the member for Belmont was in Government I had people in myoffice telling me about the terrible things that he was doing. When we are dealing withthousands of people someone will be upset, but in the main we have handled it

particularly well.
The Building Management Authority provides an information package to all employees.
The first part of the service is the provision of free personal support counselling through
a firm called Indrad Services Inc; and access to financial planning and to retirementplanning, if that is the desire of those who are close to retirement age. Support for
private sector employment is available, once again, through a contract with Ernst andYoung. It provides career decision assistance, employment ready skills, interview and
job application skills, job search skills, and advice on how to go about starting a new job.Ernst and Young also provides advice on starting one's own business, which many
government employees are doing. It is interesting that some of the people interested instarting their business in the area in which they worked - as we had hoped - are tendering
for the work that they used to do.
The third part of the service that is provided by the BMA to its employees is support for
employees in job transition, and once again Ernst and Young is contracted to supply theservice. It involves preparation for tranisition to the private sector, career decision
assistance, employment ready skills and personal change management skills. Atelephone information line is available to all employees, answering general queries on
contracting out and employee entitlements. The success of these support and
communication strategies is highlighted by low levels of industrial unrest in the BMA
workplaces. I will table a copy of the package that is given to all employees in the BMA.
It explains the contracting out process, what an employee's options are and it keeps them
up to date with what is happening. That is a well presented package which belies the
nonsense that the Government has been hearing tonight that it treats its employees with
arrogance.
[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]

5590



[Wednesday, 21 June 1995] 59

I refer to some comments made by the member for Armadale about Stateships. I will not
give a rerun of the speech that I made last Tuesday; however, suffice it to say, the Supply
Commission initiated an investigation without fear or favour. It reported severe
shortcomings in the methodology employed by Stateships in calling for and awarding
tenders. It speaks well of the State Supply Commission and its attendant department that
it moved so quickly, did not show any favour and did not pull any punches. I point again
to the conclusions of that inquiry that there was no particular reason to take the matter
any further, and that this contract should stand as there was no evidence of impropriety.
Tonight we have heard, particularly from the member for Armadale, accusations in this
area that tried to reconjure the spectre of impropriety. There was no sign of any
impropriety. If members have any evidence to the contrary, they should come forward
with it.
Specific matters were raised by the member for Glendalough with respect to the Water
Authority, and my colleague the member for Moore, representing the Minister for Water
Resources, will respond in that area. The member for Kalgoorlie referred to specific
matters within Westrail, to which I am unable to reply. The member for Thomnlie had
some specific matters also, to which I am not able to reply, not having that sort of
information at my fingertips.
As far as I am concerned, the Western Australian Government has behaved in a most
responsible manner both in contracting out and in looking after its employees during and
after the process of contracting out. Although the sorts of motions and arguments that we
have heard tonight may be politically convenient for the time being, they do members
opposite no credit, because the Government has the track record. For the Opposition to
continue to say that there is no evidence that contracting out gives a benefit either in cost
or economy is simply not true. It is well documented around Australia and the world that
that is the case. The Government's desire to contract out is not ideologically driven but,
rather, driven by necessity and good management. On the other hand, the Labor Party's
opposition to competitive contracting is ideologically driven.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [8.36 pm]: This Government was elected on lies and
continues to govern on the basis of lies. The basic premise upon which it was elected
was that this was Western Australia and not Victoria, and that the Premier was not Jeff
Kennett. It also promised better management and more jobs. In relation to Bunbury, it
promised that there would continue to be a Minister for the South West, and that it would
continue with the construction of the Bunbury Regional Hospital and the general thrust of
promoting Bunbury as the primary regional centre. The truth is there is no Minister for
the South West -
Mr Cowan: There is.
Mr DiL. SMITH: We have a Minister for Regional Development. We have the shotgun
approach that we have always had from conservative Governments. We have no
Ministers for individual areas, just one Minister for the whole of the State. When we
celebrated the region recently, all the metropolitan regions were included in that
celebration.
Mr Cowan: We did not.
Mr D.L. SMITH: In this debate I will focus on the special impact that the privatisation
policy, so-called, of this Government has in respect of country areas. I grew up with the
belief of a consensus between all political parties that governiment should provide certain
essential services. As a country person, I also grew up with the knowledge that the role
of Governments in country areas was different from the role of Governments in
metropolitan areas. There were a number of reasons for that.
Mr Cowan: AUl you ever did was work out how to pork barrel Bunbury.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Minister for. Regional Development has not learned the reasons
for that difference in roles.
Government in country towns was seen as having a role as a valued part of the
community in a number of respects. One was in the sorts of services that governments
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provide. Government provided services that private enterprise could not provide locally,
because that private enterprise either was not available or, if it were available, it was not
of the same quality and size as those in the metropolitan area. It was a better proposition
for the Government to bring together the skills and the capital resources required to do
many jobs in country areas that private enterprise was not capable of doing in those areas.
The other role it had was in skill training. Many local private enterprises did not have the
resources to take on apprentices and to provide security of employment to enable them to
be silled locally. In country areas government departments and authorities have always
been an essential part of the provision of apprentices, whether it was done through the
State Energy Commission of Western Australia, the Water Authority of Western
Australia -

Mrt Trenorden: It is killing off apprentices now.
Mr DL. SMITH: The apprentices are being 1killed off by the Government in country
areas because the organisations that used to provide those apprenticeships in country
areas are no longer there.
Mrt Trenorden: The Federal Government has trimmed them out of the labour programs.
Mr DiL. SMiTH: Another lie by this Government in its election promise was that it
would abide by the recommendations relating to accountability of the Royal Commission
into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters. Accountability in terms
of privatisation means that before a decision is made to privatise, research must be done
to see whether, once privatised, a service can be provided at the same or better quality,
firstly, in terms of the quality of service itself, its availability and the promptness of
delivery by those who are providing it and, secondly, whether the cost of providing that
service is greater than it was when it was being provided by the Government Whenever
a decision is made to privatise, that should be the basis of the decision: The research is
done; the Government establishes what it wants to do; it establishes how it will do it; and
it establishes the effect of what will be done on the availability of service and its cost.
Accountability requires that, having done that research, the Government then makes that
report available to the people who will lose their jobs, the local community and the
Opposition so that the decision can be examined and the performance can be audited later
to see whether it has complied with the directions indicated in the report.
What is lacking in almost every privatisaion decision that this Government makes is a
document which sets out any of those factors in any detail. That documentation is
certainly not available to the public at large, to the local communities that are affected, to
the work force or to the Opposition. One of the reasons we on this side are able to say
with confidence that all the privatisation decisions are made on an ideological basis is
because no document evidencing the decisions is made available and there is no
accountability through the document being made available to others.
Mrt Omodei: Did you provide a document when you got rid of 5 000 people from the
Water Authority between 1985 and 1993?
b& DiL. SMITH: Yes.
Mr Cowan: You kept it a pretty big secret.
b& Tubby: What about when you cut 5 000 out of Westrail between 1983 and 1993?
Wr D.1- SMlTH: Yes. This motion and our opposition is not based on an ideological

opposition to what the Government is doing. While we were in office we privatised
some services; we reduced the size of a government. In the early stages of our
government we were described as the best Liberal Government the State had ever had
because we seemed to be applying what some people perceived to be Liberal Party
policies. In the process we did an analysis and we provided the analysis for examination.
In my view, in the vast majority of cases our examination of what we were doing, how it
had begun and the implications of what we were doing for service, competitiveness and
costs has been proven to be correct. This Government does no such thing.
Another thing must be taken into account when a Government is deciding what it wants
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to do. When looking at the cost of what it is doing, it must look at the cost of the loss of
morale and confidence in future employment by the existing staff, both those who will
lose their jobs through privatisation and those who may never lose their jobs through
privatisation. The one thing we can confidently say about the whole of the public sector
in Western Australia is that there has been a total loss of morale in the government work
force. That is why die teachers, die nurses, Main Roads and Water Authority of Western
Australia personnel are taking industrial action, and why there soon will be a general
strike by the public sector. There is no morale left within that sector. That has
immediate consequences for the delivery of services. I will give one small example. In
Bunbury this Government has been talking for quite a while, loosely, about how the new
hospital will be managed. It has swung between public management and private
management. The people working in the health system in Bunbury have lost confidence
in the system. The government forensic pathologist in Bunbury got so tired of the lack of
stability, the constant change in direction by this Government and the lack of any firm
explanation of what it was doing that he gave up his job and came back to Perth.
Let us look at whether the loss of that person in Bunbury is a good thing. The
Government sought to offer the duties of the previous forensic pathologist to local
pathologists in Bunbury. What was the response? The pathologists said that they were
not geared up or skilled to provide that service from private practice. The result is that
for coronial autopsies required for people who have died in the Bunbury Hospital, the
bodies must be brought to Perth, thus delaying the funeral in Bunbury. How can that be
providing the same quality of service for coronial autopsies in Bunbury as existed
previously? Who can tell me that the loved ones who have to wait for the funeral, who
know that the body has gone off to Perth to someone they do not know, are being helped
in their grief or loss?
Mr Lewis: The body would be cut up in Bunbury. It makes no difference.
Mr DL. SMrfTH: Yes, but the people would know who the local pathologist is. In terms
of the funeral arrangements and the grieving relatives, it would make a difference.
Mr Lewis: In your opinion.
Mr D.L. SMIT H: That is not only my opinion but also that of others who have
complained to me that that is happening.
Mr Prince: The time taken to shift the body to Perth is minimal.
Mr D.L. SMIT: The Minister for Housing wants to talk. Let us look at another aspect
associated with the Minister for Housing in Bunbury. When it came to the
redevelopment of Carey Park, Homeswest found it difficult to evict its tenants. The
Minister's motivation for privatisation was that Homeswest could get quicker evictions
from private managers than from Homeswest; therefore, it would pass the management
of a number of houses in Carey Park that are to be redeveloped to private agents.
Mr Prince: That is utter fiction.
Mr D.L. SMrIH: It is not utter fiction; it is the word of the Minister's department.
When those houses went over to private management, firstly, that housing stock was lost
to the Homeswest waiting list in Bunbury. Secondly, rebated rents on those houses were
no longer available. Thirdly, the Government had no say about selection of tenants to go
into those houses and the Government and Homeswest had no control over the behaviour
of those tenants or the way in which they looked after their properties. The result was
that almost every one of those houses that was passed over to private management fell
into a state which degraded the whole of Carey Park and resulted in a great number of
complaints from the residents. In many cases those private managers let those houses to
people who had been previously disqualified by Homeswest from being eligible for
houses. They became a problem for their neighbours and the neighbourhood. How can
anyone say that the privatisation of the management of those houses in Bunbury was a
good thing? If the Minister has any doubt about what were the privately given reasons
for the change in management in Bunbury, that was the reason.*
Mr Prince: Are you saying that came from your regional manager in Bunbury?
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Mr D.L. SNiT: I am not saying where it has come from. The Minister can check the
whole of the industry.
Mr Prince: I shall.
Mr DiL. SMITH: Why did they go to private management?
Mr Prince: They were put into private management temporarily pending redevelopment.
Your redevelopment plan was totally flawed, as you have admitted publicly in the Press
in Bunbury, and I had to fix it and we are fixing it now.
Mrt DiL. SMITH: Why could Homeswest not continue to manage them pending
redevelopment?
Mrt Prince: Because they were put into private management in 1993 when they were
proceeding with your redevelopment plan which you admitted was flawed and could not
workL
Mr DiL. SMIT: Why were they put into private management rather than stay under
Homeswest?
Mr Prince: Because they were to be redeveloped. A public housing redevelopment has a
right to security of tenure and you put them into -

Mr DiL. SMITH: That sounds a bit like the information I received that it is easier for
private landlords to evict people than it is for Homeswest.
Mr Prince: It puts a person on a specific length of time tenancy, not an indefinite one; it
has nothing to do with eviction and you know it.
Mr D.L. SMITH: In a country community the loss of 150 jobs is a substantial matter.
Since this Government has been in office -

Mr Lewis: We have created 100 000 jobs; have you not beard that?
Mr DiL. SMITH: In the greater Bunbury area, we have lost two, going on three, public
sector jobs for every week this Government has been in office.
Mr Minson inteijected.
Mrt DiL. SMITH: Another lie.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr COWAN: The member for Mitchell and I seem to have had this debate before. The
direct accusation about something being another lie in response to an interjection is
unparhiamentary and I seek his withdrawal of that remark.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): I must agree with the Deputy Premier's
interpretation. It may be a coincidence that it happens only in his presence. Some of the
earlier remarks by the member for Mitchell about lies being told by the Government
about its policy were not specific to any person. In this case it was a specific accusation
and I ask him to withdraw.
Mr DiL. SMITH: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr Di. SMITH: There is no doubt that a great number of the premises this Government
pushes around the community are simply untrue. Regarding economic performance the
Government pushes the message that it is doing very well as an economic manager of
Western Australia. People should examine the Budget papers. In 1993 the rate of
economic growth in Western Australia was 7.25 per cent; in 1994, it was 5.25 per cent.
The projection for this year is 4.25 per cent. For every year this Government has been in
office, the rate of growth in the Western Australian economy has decreased and the
Government is predicting it will go down again this year. According to The Australian
Financial Review, which State had the greatest fall in housing starts and approvals in
May of this year compared with last year? What was the biggest fail of any State or
Territory, Ministers for Planning and Housing?
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MW Prince: It was this State because of the federal government interest rates.
Mr D.L SMITH: It was 41.6 per cent lower in May of this year compared with May of
last year. Where is the economic growth and management? When the Labor Party went
out of office this State led Australia in economic growth and employment creation.
Mr Cowan: It still does.
Mr Prince: It still does.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It does not. Members should examine the margins of our lead in those
areas compared with Victoria, New South Wales and especially Queensland. They have
been eroded substantially. Rather than the Governiment's creating a spurt in economic
development in this State, the truth is that things are going backwards. One of the
reasons for that is a total loss of confidence in people's future by the biggest employee
group in Western Australia; namely, the public sector work force. When they continue to
have no morale or confidence in their future employment, we can expect them not to go
on spending. The member for Bunbury, a well-known proponent of the loss of public
sector jobs -

Mr Osborne: Wrong.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I had a telephone call from a cleaner at Bunbury High School about a
month ago. She has been a temporary cleaner in the past. When she was made
permanent, she suddenly found her life changed; she was able to go to the bank and say
she had a permanent job as a cleaner at the Bunbury High School and prove her income.
The bank was quite happy to take her on and provide her with the mortgage finance to
enable her to buy her own home and have some direction in her life. Eighteen months
after receiving that loan she is now absolutely terrified that she will be put off and will no
longer be able to get another job as secure as the one she has and will lose her house.
That is what I find extraordinary about members opposite. The Minister for Services sits
there and quotes the Hilmer report. As I said before, the Opposition is not totally
opposed to privatisation; we just believe that before it is done we need reports such as the
Hilmer report followed by a proper assessment of what is being done.
Government members do not seem to have any appreciation that in the process of making
decisions about privatisation, they are dealing with not just the public sector work force
in general, but the individual lives of families. This Government is wrecking the lives of
hundreds of country families across this State. In my local area 156 public sector jobs
have already gone. The other 1 200 public sector workers in Bunbury and their families
are terrified that they are about to lose their jobs.
Mr Minson: How many private sector jobs have been created in that time?
Mr D.L. SMITH: If the member for Greenough wants another figure about the economic
performance of this Government, he should look at interstate migration.
Mr Minson: I asked you how many jobs had been created in Bunbury. You don't want
to talk about that, do you?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Under the previous Government the rate of interstate migration,
migration from the Liberal rust buckets across the way -

Mr Lewis: What about the Labor rust buckets? Don't you know about that?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Kennett Government, my friend, was elected -
Mr Lewis: Who was in South Australia? Who was in Victoria?
Mr D.L. SMITH: For how long was the Greiner Government in power? Who was in
power in Tasmania? The rate of interstate migration to Western Australia was the
highest it has ever been. That happened because on the other side of Australia -
Mr Lewis: It happened in 1989 and then it declined. It became zero when you people
went out of office.
Mr D.L. SMITH: For most of the period the Labor Government was in office interstate
migration was at its highest.
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Mr Lewis: I will prove you wrong tomorrow.
Mr D.L SMITH: Is the member going to give me same figures on the current rate of
interstate migration?
Mr Lewis: It is going the other way.
Mr D.L SMITH: That is why housing approvals in this State have fallen by the greatest
margin of any State.
Mr Lewis: Housing approvals have fallen because your Prime Minister Keating put up
the interest rates.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
Mr D.1- SMITH: The country areas of Western Australia are losing the permanent jobs
the Governiment used to provide. They are being replaced by private contractors based in
the metropolitan area who are employing casual workers under workplace agreements. It
does not matter whether we are talking about school cleaning, road making, the
renovation and upkeep of the rail system, or many of the other services that used to be
provided by the Government in Bunbury; those services are now run by Perth owned
businesses, and if they are not employing Perth based employees, they are employing
people who used to have permanent jobs on a casual basis under workplace agreements.
To say that job creation is just a question of the number of jobs in or out does not address
the fact that the quality of many jobs is lost if they are casual and based on workplace
agreements by private employers who have no commitment to the local community.
Public sector employees in country areas have always regarded themselves as committed
members of the community. That has been one of their great roles. If we consider the
many aspects of community life in country areas, and look at the committees that ran
them and the people who starred on them or the great service volunteers on them, we will
find an enormous number of Public Service employees. When we privatise, we do not
get that sort of commitment. When we privatise, we cannot be guaranteed that the people
who take over the work that used to be done by public sector employees have the same
level of commitment or support by their employers. When a public sector employee is
taken out of the community, the whole community suffers, not just because of the
economic loss of the job, but because of the lack of skills in the after work occupations,
hobbies and community commitments of those public servants. The quality of life
diminishes.
Just as importantly, public sector employees who were in Bunbury or some other country
town in Western Australia, who had a network of family and friends and often supported
those family and friends because they were permanent members of the community and in
a position to do so, are no longer able to provide that commitment and support. For the
individual family affected in that way, it is devastating; it is completely uprooted.
Ministers may talk about the number of people who take redundancy. However, we who
live near and must deal with the people who are suffering these consequences every day
know that the only reason they are taking redundancy is that they know there is no future
for them in public sector employment in Bunbury in the area in which they are employed
or in any alternative area. They know that if they must move and their spouse or children
are employed in private sector jobs or other public sector jobs around Bunbury, the
family must make a decision about commuting and the like. The impact of privatisation
on country areas can be extremely devastating on the community and the quality,
availability and timeliness of services, but it is also devastating for the individuals
involved.
One of my great regrets about this Parliament is that we do not have the opportunity to
debate the individual decisions that have been made to privatise around Bunbury. I can
say with absolute confidence that in relation to any those decisions I have not seen the
kind of analysis that I expected could have been tendered in this Parliament and debated
in a proper and appropriate way. It has been done just for ideological reasons.
MR McNEE (Moore - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.07 pm]: I am amazed that members
opposite have been droning on here since 4 o'clock. It has been like listening to
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Murphy's band, they know only one tune, and they have all been whacking away at it,but they have not gone very far. The dinosaurs of the Labor Party are out there alive andwell, scaring their people. Do not let us have a change: Let us have a look at security forfamilies. Should the member for Armadale talk about people crying in her office, I cantell her that when members opposite were in government, I had farmers crying in myoffice because they were being driven from their farms by that Government, which wassuch a poor Government. Did members opposite give a tinker's cuss for them? Ofcourse they did not: They did not give a damn. The coalition Government is doing itthrough good management and hard work, not through glib phrases like "four on thefloor". Who can remember Premier Burke saying, "We are the four on the floor
Government"? Well, the gearbox did not last long.
Then of course we had to have a window into industry. When the Labor Governmentbought into Argyle Diamonds - another of its shonky moves - it had to have a windowinto industry. Can people imagine why a bunch like that, with an attitude like that, wouldwant a window into anything? A window into yesterday might suit them! That is morethe sort of thing they should have had. Members opposite talk about privatisation as if itwere an ogre. They do not understand what privatisation is. My farm is private. If wewere to knock off the Water Authority to the highest bidder lock, stock and barrel, thatwould be privatisation, but that is not what we are doing. We are tendering out in certain
areas.
Mr Bridge interjected.
Mr McNEE: The member for Kimberley laughs because he does not understand.
Members opposite talked about deceit and dishonesty. What a joke! Those memberswho were here at that time can well remember the deceit and dishonesty of the formerGovernment. There is no question of the Water Authority being privatised or sold. That
utility will remain totally government owned.
Mr Cunningham: What about our dining room and bar?
Mr McNEE: Never mind that. The Water Authority will run its operations along properbusiness lines, after evaluating its operations. What is wrong with that? The formerGovernment never ran things in a businesslike way. The private sector will be contracted
to undertake certain functions. What is wrong with that? The Water Authority willconcentrate on managing the delivery of water to customers rather than on providing theactual service. That is important. It will ensure that the water supply is of high qualityand is delivered in the cheapest possible way. That is its proper role.
The thought has just struck me that in a few weeks we will be harvesting, and anymember who went to my farm would find in one paddock a harvester operated by acontractor and in another paddock a harvester operated by me. The reason I let one ofthose jobs out to a contractor is that he is better at doing it than I am. That is a businessdecision, and that is what members opposite do not understand. Members opposite haveno idea about business. If members opposite want to say that contracting out of services
is privatisation, they are pushing a pretty moot point. They are on the wrong train. Inany case, contracting out work has been part of the Water Authority's business for a longtime, so what is new? It might be new to the dinosaurs opposite, but what is new? Infact, last year the Water Authority contracted out about $6m worth of services.
Mrs Roberts interjected.
Mr McNEE: The member for Glendalough has had her go. I do not know what point shewas making; I think she got lost somewhere. Look at the $800mn contract for the infillsewerage program. The former Government did nothing for 10 years. This Governent
has moved in to do that job.
Mr Catania: Do you know they had to redo it at Innaloo?
Mr McNEE: It has been pointed out that if there is a problem - and no-one has suggestedthat from time to time problems will not occur - it will be overcome. That is what quality
control is all about, and the member for Balcatta. should know that. I am sure that if hehas any problems out there, they will be resolved. Members opposite said, "What about
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the British?" What did they do? There is a good example. That is exactly what the
British did do. They flogged it off lock, stock and barrel, and one of the problems was
that it was in such bad shape that the cost of providing the services went up. 'Mat is not
what this Governent is doing. This Government is going about it in a businesslike way
by contracting out services after a careful evaluation of what should and what should not
be contractedout. That is the way to doit. If the dinosaurs in the Labor Party had a
modicum of commonsense, they would have done that, but they chose not to do that.
Mr Ripper. You said you made a business decision on your farm because the contractor
was better. What do you think about decisions where the contractor is more costly? That
is what is happening with this Government's privatisation program in some instances.
Mr McNEE: If I were looking at something like that, there might well be good and valid
reasons that I would do it. I remember that when I was on the shire, we accepted a
tender, and it was the lowest tender, but some of the councillors did not want to accept
that tender. I remember saying to the shire clerk, "I hope that goes all right because some
of them are not too happy about it." Lo and behold, when they started to do the job, they
arrived there at the weekend and went to the shire clerk to see whether they could borrow
a pick and shovel, and I said, 'That sounds like a bit of a Mickey Mouse outfit!" Well,
sure enough, they went broke, and the fellows who said, "Do not touch that contractor"
were right. When one is used to doing business deals, there are many reasons why one
does things.
Mr Marlborough: Was he a farmer?
Mr McNEE:'No, and he did not happen to be a shop steward either, to my knowledge.
Mr Bridge: This is not a campfire reverie tonight. I am waiting for you to give me the
facts that you were going to give us.
Mr McNEE: Tell me about that billygoat some time. I like billygoat stories.
Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: There is a point. He did not get his question up. If I were the member, I
would say, "You put my name on top of that list tomorrow for a question." I would not
put up with that nonsense. I would probably go to the shop steward! While on the
subject of jobs and that sort of thing, last year 1 200 more properties were connected than
had been targeted for. Does that not say something when the result is better than
anticipated? It provided 37 contracts at least to the private sector, and many of those
contracts went to small new companies. What is wrong with that? It created hundreds of
jobs. What is wrong with that? Members opposite are whingeing and whining, and
carrying on about jobs disappearing. The facts speak for themselves. Members have
heard the Minister's comments on this matter. If members opposite want to deny the
facts, they may do so, but they will be on their own.
I was absolutely amazed when members opposite talked about this Government having
an arrogant disregard for its employees. If anybody knows about arrogance, it is the
party that just left office. It knew all about arrogance. If I stop to think for a minute or
two, I can throw out a few examples of that, but I will not waste our time. The
contractors doing the work are expected to employ as many as possible of the public
sector employees. Those employees are expected to go to secure jobs with the same
conditions they had previously. What is wrong with that? People seem to think there is
some security in working in the public sector. I think there is a lot more security working
in the private sector.
Mr Minson: They even get to spread their wings.
Mr McNEE: That is right. Members opposite think it is a big deal to work for the Water
Authority, for example, but what about if the opportunities were really opened up? If I
were a young fellow in a government job, I would be looking for the opportunity to
expand my horizons - the window of opportunity. How would it be for a young man
lining up in the public sector day after day, if he were offered the opportunity to join a
company with worldwide connections? The company might specialise in road or bridge
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construction and so on. What a wonderful opportunity for people. We should be taling
to young people about the opportunities that exist, rather than telling them they will lose
their jobs. The important point is that opportunities will be created, and people should
not talk nonsense about a republic while this country has a worse economy than Brazil
has. Let us talk about the commonsense things and what can be done.
Mr Marlborough: Sit down and let us get on with it.
Mr McNEE: The member for Peel can get to his feet later on and I will be happy to see
him do that. This Government is doing all it can to assist those people who choose not to
take the employment offered for one reason or another. They are offered the opportunity
to learn how to prepare a curriculum vitae. Somebody referred to people who had been
in their jobs for 25 years. Some of my farmer friends were on their farms for 25 to 30
years, and they walked off the farm without a roof over their head. They did not have
counselling; they had nothing. The conditions being offered to government employees
are among the best in the world. Their families can be counselled if they have problems.
This Government understands and cares for these people. It is doing the best it can to
ensure the stress is minimised. The previous Government created 10 years of stress, and
the coalition Government is setting about reducing that stress on the employees.
Mr Prince: It has compassion.
Mr McNEE: Of course it has compassion. This Government offers opportunities and
that surely is what should be done. Certainly, the changes in the Water Authority are
designed to streamline the operation and produce the highest possible quality water for
consumers at the lowest possible price. In the final analysis, that is important.
Mr Prince: It is social justice.
Mr McNEE: Of course it is, because it is important that the consumers pay the lowest
possible price for a litre of water. We are offering Western Australians a new way, and
rightly so. We should be looking at the new horizons being created. Western Australia is
on a new wave, and people can face the future with this coalition Government with a
great deal of confidence; certainly they do not have the hangdog look that was prevalent
before members opposite were tipped out of office. They will be on the opposition
benches well past the turn of the century, and will still be bashing and grinding away and
whingeing. They will never get back into government. I support this Government's
actions.
MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [9.28 pm]: I thank the Government for agreeing to
conclude debate at this stage. I was disappointed in the response from the Government.
It seemed to be a mixture of a comedy act and some fairy tales. It did not challenge any
of the points put forward by me or my colleagues. On that basis I am happy to conclude
the debate at this stage.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (17)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Graham Mrs Roberts
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Catania Mrs Hallahan Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Dr Watson
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Ripper

Noes (24)
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr House Mr Prince
Mr Board Mr Kierath Mr Shave
Mr Bradshaw Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Trenerden
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Tubby
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mrs Edwardes Mr Osborne Mr Wiese
Dr Hames Mrs Parker Mr Marshall (Teller)

5599



Pairs
Mr Riebeling Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Brown Mr Strickland
Mr Leahy Mr Bidffwitch
Mr McGinty Mr Johnson
Mrs Henderson Mr Blaikie
Mr Taylor Mr Omadei

Question thus negatived.

MOTION - JOINT SELECT COMM]TTEE ON WOMEN IN PARLIAMENT
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [9.32 pm]: I move -

(1) That a joint select committee of the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council be appointed to -
(i) examine the extent of and reasons for existing impediments to

women standing for Parliament;
(ii) examine whether and how parliamentary procedures and practice

can hinder women's aspirations to enter Parliament and their
participation in its functions;

(iii) develop strategies for increasing the number of women and the
effectiveness of women in parliamentary, political and electoral
processes; and

(iv) develop policy to meet the needs of all members and Parliament
House staff who have family responsibilities.

(2) The committee consist of eight members, of whom -

(i) four shall be members of the Legislative Assembly; and
(ii) four shall be members of the Legislative Council.

(3) A quorum for a meeting is four, provided that each House is represented at
all times.

(4) The committee shall not sit while either House is actually sitting unless
leave is granted by that House.

(5) That the committee have power to send for persons and papers, to sit on
days over which the Houses stands adjourned, to move from place to place
and to report from time to time.

(6) That the committee present its final report by 12 March 1996 to coincide
with the 75th anniversary of the election of Edith Cowan.

(7) That in respect of matters not provided for in this resolution, the standing
orders of the Legislative Assembly, relating to select committees, shall be
followed as far as they can be applied.

The intention of this motion is to establish a select committee of bath Houses to inquire
into Parliament House as a working environment that will be more appropriate for
women members and therefore for male members and, in turn, for all the people who
work here. In particular, I shall focus my comments this evening on women members
and workers in the House. By that I mean the women who work in Hansard, the library,
the dining rooms and kitchens, those who clean and those who wait as clerks in both
Houses.
Ideally, of course, the committee should be established in both Houses so that it can
operate without the bias of the Lower House and the recommendations should be referred
across Parliament and to all women workers. If that is not possible because of the
feelings of the President in the other place, I would like to see us develop a mechanism to
go ahead and establish a committee in this place.
Of particular interest is the date -by which the committee should report; that is, 12 March
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1996, which is the anniversary of Edith Cowan's election to this place in 1921. Since shewas elected - and she was elected for only one term - only 31 women have been electedout of 774 members. Out of those 774 members, 501 have been elected to the LegislativeAssembly - including 18 women - and 273 to the Legislative Council - including 13women. Most of the women have been Labor members. However, in recent times,because there has been a general agreement that the femninisation of politics benefits bothpolitical parties and the community, there has been an increasing interest in thecontribution that women make to the political process.
As women in South Australia last year celebrated 100 years of suff-rage and as there werecelebrations following 50 years of women being elected to the Federal Parliament, anumber of histories have been written and exhibitions mounted to celebrate thecontribution of women to Australian politics and Parliaments. There was a focus in theearly days, according to those histories, on what women wore and on the way in whichparticipation would bring the downfall of every home that women left, particularly if theyhad a husband and children. There was also a large focus on keeping women in theirplace in Parliament - and that was in the galleries.
A very amusing history was written about the New Zealand Parliament to celebrate itsone hundredth anniversary of women's suffrage. It is stated that spouses and friends ofmembers would sit in the gallery and knit. I am sure that the Hansard reporter will enjoythis particular observation. There was a special ladies gallery where people had abalustrade on which they placed their knitting and sewing with even the most intimategarments being sown there. These garments would fall over the edge and a special gutterhad to be built to catch them and they were later collected by an orderly with a large pairof wooden pincers. One account of the proceedings states:

During a dull passage the stitching, hemming, gussetting and herringbone go onsteadily. The workers seem utterly oblivious to the dreary hansarding. A sparkleof speech checks some of the industry but it takes a row to arrest all the needles.A few philosophers will sew through anything. The room may be like a beargarden for a minute but they do not lose a stitch. Such intense application to thework in hand should be an inspiration to those who would have to weave lawfrom tangled skeins of thought. But it is not.
Of course, the argument in those days in New Zealand was that that was where womenshould stay, and that has been an argument until quite recently.
When we examine women's contribution to the electoral process, we must start withenfranchisement, voting patterns, the way in which we can stand for Parliament and theway in which we perform as elected representatives. I will necessarily have to cut shortmany of the things I would like to say and which I hope the committee will be able toaddress. However, one of the things that fascinates me is what motivates women tobecome elected representatives and to sit in this place or in other Parliaments. Many ofus have a background in taking up causes through women's rights movements,particularly issues related to women such as violence, the education of girls and child-care. Many of us believe our experience as women can bring a different dimension todebate and to decision making. Glenda Jackson said that what motivated her wasMargaret Thatcher, Glenda Jackson being an outspoken Labour member of the BritishParliament. Mary Robinson said she decided that the hand that rocks the cradle couldrock the system. Those are motivations for women to come into Parliament.
I am intrigued, however, that little girls of 10, 11 and 12 years old are asking me howthey can become a member of Parliament in the same way that at that stage I canremember asking people how I could be a nurse, because at that stage that was myambition. Indeed I saw that ambition through. Clearly, girls see politics as a legitimatecareer aspiration. Many women can act as a positive role model for those girls. Only lastweek another one, Heather who is 12 years old, approached me. She sees herself as apolitician. She said specifically she does not want to be like the men and fight all thetime. We must take into account, the way in which we are seen in the community as nothaving very high integrity, not being able to participate in debate except through a will to
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win for the sake of being the winner and to humiliate the person who loses the debate
rather than wanting to win an issue for the community. People in the community want to
see us do that.
The Prime Minister said that Australia is a community which prides itself on a
democratic institution, yet in what should be the most democratic institution of all, men
outnumber women in the Federal Parliament by 7: 1. It is similar in this Parliament. The
gender imbalance in Houses of Parliament is gross. We do not represent the community
in places such as this. We particularly do not represent other minority groups, counting
women as a minority group if we consider our access to power and influence and
decision making capacity. We can then say that women are indeed a minority, but other
minorities - people with disabilities and from non-English speaking backgrounds and
Aborigines - are not well represented at all. However, there is greater acceptance of
women in political parties and in the community as their representatives. I agree with the
Prime Minister when he says that equal representation of men and women strengthens the
legitimacy of our decision making process. The Federal Parliament has contributed to
this debate through some initiatives that have been very fruitful. The library has prepared
for the interparliamentary unit a number of papers which members of this House will
have seen about women's parliamentary representation.
There is concern in not only Australia but internationally about the gender imbalance. It
is a concern more recently because the proportion is falling. The more we know, the
more it seems to be that women might make a decision not to stand as elected
representatives. The Federal Parliament, through a joint standing committee on electoral
matters, investigated a number of terms of reference not dissimilar from those on our
Notice Paper. Among their deliberations they made note of a number of benefits of the
increased participation of women in Parliament These include challenges to the validity
of all-male decision making, the idea that women are more aware of their own needs and
better able therefore to press for them and, importantly, the broadening of the political
agenda to include such issues as child-care, women's health and suburban isolation.
The gender imbalance was the focus of a program on late night ABC television and
Kerry O'Brien commented when he introduced his guests that by comparison to
Parliament, the outside world has made far greater gains. Forty-two per cent of
professionals are women, 26 per cent of managers and administrators are women and
25 per cent of general practitioners are women. Even the Australian Council of Trade
Unions, a traditional boys' club, has eight women on its 38 member executive. He went
on to say that when he was looking at* the giant strides women have made in public life,
the root of the problem was with the parties. Some women are discouraged because they
see politics as a dirty business in which principles often have to be sacrificed. He went
on to describe the cynicism that people have towards male politicians in particular. The
joint standing committee made a number of proposals to reform the parliamentary sitting
hours. I will return to that when I describe what has happened in South Australia.
Another initiative at federal level, but taken by the Ministerial Council for Women's
Interests was to commission a discussion paper in Australia and New Zealand on women
and Parliaments. One of the matters it examined was who goes into Parliament. They
say it is not just political whiz kids, but they make the point that the representation of
women in occupations from which parliamentarians commonly emerge - that is, law,
unions or business management - is low, but it is increasing. One of the points they make
relates to a statement I made a few moments ago that many of the women interviewed or
surveyed in the preparation of this document referred to developing their interest in
politics at a young age, even in their teens. However, the way in which individuals came
to enter Parliament varied greatly. Again, each of us in here has made that decision in
quite an individual way. One of the points they make is that most parliamentarians have
children. Many women and men have three or more. Men more often than women
indicated that the timing of having children had no impact on the time of their political
entry. They would say that, because the issue of the double day and responsibility for
child care is still, particularly in Australia, a women's issue.
Members of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association will have read a copy of a
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report that was published out of BAMP last year. This sought to canvass ways in whichwomen can be elected to commonwealth Parliaments and to improve the conditions ofwork for women in those Parliaments. The recommendations that were canvassedincluded reviewing the language used in legislation with a view to equating men andwomen; eschewing discrimination based on the idea of male superiority over the femalesex; eliminating stereotypical phrasing; and reaching out to young people in schools,especially girls, to encourage them to consider political careers. Other recommendationsincluded choosing more women Speakers, Cabinet Ministers, Clerks, spokespersons forCabinet portfolios, chairpersons of standing and select committees, movers and secondersin important press oriented speeches from the throne and - this is important for thisdebate - creating a parliamentary committee composed of men and women whosespecific terms of reference would be to deal with issues relating to the status of womenand working towards ensuring that the principle of equality is adhered to in all nationalLegislatures. Those are some of the considerations that the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association is examining right now.
On behalf of the State Parliamentary Labor Party I was asked to respond to that paper. Ifmembers on the other side are interested, I will be delighted to give them a copy of thatpaper, which sets out some of the issues for women, not just in preselection but inworking in this place as individuals, family members, and people who have a wholerange of concerns away from this place. In regard to the South Australian JointCommittee on Women in Parliament, I believe it is incumbent on us and the Governmentto work together on these matters. If it is to be good for women it certainly will be goodfor men as well. One of the terms of reference addressed specifically the needs of thosewomen who work here in Parliament. The terms of reference were very similar to thoseof the federal committee and to those that I have drawn up. The committee wasstructured in May 1994 and presented an interim report in March or April of this year. Itworked in a very interesting way because it issued a questionnaire to spouses. Theproposed committee would work in a very legitimate way if it were to issue aquestionnaire to spouses of members and workers. I want to see us have some capacityto interview children of members, because in that way we would be able to assessParliament as a working environment that is as family friendly as possible.
The South Australian Parliament, which I understand prior to its report used to sitthrough school holidays, had a number of responses from people who wished that it didnot sit through school holidays. I understand the South Australian Parliament isaddressing that issue. The committee wanted space for child care and space wherefamilies could meet. We see members here bringing their children and partners to thedining room on Tuesday and Wednesday nights. Some members, like my friends themembers for Glendalough, Maylands and Riverton, make a special effort to have a mealwith their families once a week. However, I guess the children then must go home withtheir mothers or fathers. I would be happy if they could do their homework here. Forsingle parents, whose children cannot be left, we must consider whether the childrencould sleep overnight. We have many things to consider. The committee must compriseboth women and men. I know the members for Kalgoorlie and Floreat are interested incontributing as members of the committee. We must have the kind of research assistantwho is able to structure a questionnaire in such a way that we know we are getting validand reliable information. We must commit ourselves to make the best of a bad job and toexamine family friendly seating aras, playing areas and sleeping areas, and to looking atsome kind of child care facilities. Michelle Roberts and Judy Edwards have youngchildren, but mostly women come into Parliament when their children are going throughsecondary school. That may be changing. I hope it is, but it will not change substantially
unless we support it.
We must also to look at the hours of sitting. Sitting hours are changed and extended withabsolutely no notice. We may learn in the morning that we will be sitting beyond 11o'clock that night. That affects not only members but also the Clerks, the people whowork in the dining room and the people who work in Hansard. We will not be debatingthis motion tonight but I hope I have put forward an argument that will convince our
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friends opposite that they must give serious consideration to establishing a joint
committee. If that is not possible, as I said before, we must have a committee of this
House to examine these issues. We can do that in a bipartisan spirit with the aim of
benefiting everybody.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.

AGRICULTURAL PRACTICES (DISPUTES) BILL
Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Committees
(Mr Day) in the Chair, Mr House (Minister for Primary Industiy) in charge of the Bill.
New clause 9:
Progress was reported after the new clause had been partly considered.
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr GRILL: The Minister, his advisers and I have had discussions about the Minister's
new clause 9 and have agreed that there should be another new clause 9. 1 therefore
move -

Page 11, line 15 - To insert after clause 8 the following new clause to stand as
clause 9 -
Immunity from judicial supervision
9. (1) Subject to section 8(4), section 12(7) and subsections (2) and (3) -

(a) no writ of -
(i) mandamuts;
(ii) certiorari;
(iii) prohibition,
or other prerogative remedy shall issue; and

(b) no -
(i) relief of like nature to mandamnus; or
(ii) declaratory judgment,
shall be given,

in respect of a proceeding taken or to be taken by or before the Board, or
in respect of any order made under this Act.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply if the court before which the remedy, relief or
judgment is sought is satisfied -

(a) that proceedings under this Act have unduly delayed the progress
of other proceedings before a court, or a tribunal not under this
Act, for a period in excess of such period as may be prescribed',

(b) that proceedings under this Act -

(i) are being used, improperly, for the purpose of; or
(ii) are, contrary to the public interest,
delaying proceedings before a court, or a tribunal not under this
Act;

(c) that there has been or is likely to be, a denial of natural justice to
any party to the proceeding, or in respect of any order, under this
Act; -or
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(d) that the Board had, or has, no jurisdiction conferred by this Act.
(3) A court before which proceedings, being proceedings that relate to a dispute

of a kind to which this Act may apply, are commenced may grant relief by way of
injunction to a party to those proceedings in respect to an issue in that dispute.

That amended clause preserves the right of a party to apply for an injunction and that
injunction may be issued by a court before which the party has commenced proceedings.
We argued this matter at some length earlier. I am grateful to the Minister for listening to
that argument and for responding in the way he has.
Mr HOUSE: We all agree that this is very testing legislation. We are breaking
completely new ground. This legislation will be a test about whether the process that we
are legislating will work. To that end, I have been persuaded to accept the member for
Eyre's amendment. I have some reservations about it and how it will affect the process
of mediation. I am concerned that it might impinge on the integrity of that process.
Some of that advice I have been given is contrary to that view and obviously the
member's view is that the amendment is necessary. I will not labour the point.
However, while I accept this amendment, I am concerned about it. It is probably one of
those parts of the Bill that the fullness of time will test and we will see whether it is right
or wrong.
New clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 25 put and passed.
Schedule 1:
Mr HOUSE: In the earlier debate I indicated to the member for Thomnlie that I would
consider her concerns about the composition of the board. She raised a very relevant
point. To that end I move -

Page 24, line 35 - To delete "planning agencies" and substitute "the public".
That will allow the Minister a wider choice, and it will encompass the point made by the
member for Thomlie that the Minister, when determining the composition of the board,
may not have a wide enough choice from the people who may be aggrieved.
Mr GRILL: I thank the Minister for considering the arguments put forward by the
member for Thornlie and for moving this amendment.
Amendment put and passed.
Schedule, as amended, put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with amendments.

Recommittal
On motion by Mr House (Minister for Primary Industry), resolved -

That the Bill be recommitted for the further consideration of clauses 4 and 8.
Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Day) in the Chair, Mr House (Minister for
Primary Industry) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 4: Objects and reasons -

Mr GRILL: For the reasons indicated earlier, I move -
Page4, lne - T inert fte "by th wor "aoidale"

Page 4, line 3 - To insert. after "theay" the word "such".bl

Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 8: Jurisdiction -
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Mr HOUSE: I move -

Page 8, line 21 - To insert after "nozt" the following -

,subject to section 9(3),
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Dill again reported, with further amendments.

CARAVAN PARKS AND CAMPING GROUNDS BILL
Second Reading

Order of the Day read for the resumption of debate from an earlier stage of the sitting.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cowan (Deputy Premier).

House adjourned at 10. 19 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS - GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY, NORTHA"-
MIDLAND

570. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
What is the number of reported motor vehicle accidents on the Great Eastern
Highway between Northamn and Midland over the last 12 months?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

455 for the period 1 May 1994 to 30 April 1995.
ROADS - NORTHERN BYPASS AND BURS WOOD BRIDGE SYSTEM

Land Area Requirement
1021. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the total area of land which will be required for the northern
bypass and Burswood Bridge road system ?

(2) What is estimated to be the current market value of this land?
(3) What is both the area of land required and the current market value of that

land for each of the sections of the northern city bypass and Burswoocl
Bridge road system?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) The total area of land required - including land already owned by
government - for the Burswood bridge and road project is 53.7 hectares.

(2) The estimated market value of the land and improvements is $76.4m.
(3) Mitchell Freeway to East Parade 15.6 hectares and $52. 8m.

East Parade to Great Eastern Highway 38.1 hectares and $23.6m.
WESTRAIL - LAND, DISPOSAL AND RATIONALISATION REPORT

1209. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Further to question on notice 293 of 1995, when does the Minister expect

the acting Commissioner for Railways to complete the submission to
dispose of Westrail property?

(2) Will this report be tabled?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
(1) The acting Commissioner for Railways has provided me with a

consultant's report concerning the rationalisation and disposal of surplus
Westrail land.

(2)-(3) The document deals with routine matters which do not require tabling in
Parliament. If the member desires a copy of the report I will be pleased to
provide one on request.

ROADS - NORTHERN BYPASS
Conipensation for Property Owners

1447. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What compensation will be made available to residents or business
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proprietors or lessees as a result of damage/noise/pollution and loss of
income during the construction phase of the proposed northern bypass?

(2) What arrangements will be made to compensate owners of properties that
will be resumed?

(3) How many buildings wI be demolished in whole or in part?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1)-(2) Compensation is only available for land acquired. Where land is acquired

for road works Main Roads complies with the provisions of the Public
Works Act. Market value, as determined by qualified valuers, is paid plus
an additional amount of up to 10 per cent for the impact of the compulsory
nature of the action, together with certain other expenses. Specific
acquisitions need to be dealt with on a case by case basis to ensure all
relevant issues are addressed. If the member has specific cases in mind it
would be appreciated if they were drawn to the attention of Main Roads to
ensure prompt resolution.

(3) The number of buildings to be demolished will depend on -
findings of the urban renewal study;
recommendations of the heritage assessment; and
the construction techniques employed.

WESTRAIL - FREIGHT RATES FOR IRON ORE, PORTMAN MINING
KOOLYANOBBING PROJECT

1481. Mr RIPPER to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Did the Minister or his department have any involvement in the setting of

Westrail's freight rates for the transport of iron ore from Portman
Mining's Koolyanobbing project?

(2) If yes, what was the nature of that involvement?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1 )-(2) The freight rates for this project were negotiated between representatives

of Westrail and Portman Mining.
ROADS - NORTHERN BYPASS

Assistance for Communiry or Charitable Organisations
1541. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) What assistance will there be for community or charitable organisations
that are obliged to close down their operations as a result of roadworks for
the northern bypass?

(2) Will there be any assistance to help allay the cost of relocating their
organisations, finding new premises or re-establishing their services?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1) Assistance in the form of compensation is only available when land is

acquired. However as much notice as possible will be given to enable
these organisations to relocate their operations.

(2) Where land is acquired for road works Main Roads complies with the
provision of the Public Works Act. Market value, as determined by
qualified valuers, -is paid plus. an additional amount of up to 10 per cent for
the impact of the compulsory nature of the action, together with certain
other expenses. Specific acquisitions need to be dealt with on a case by
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case basis to ensure all relevant issues are addressed. Specific cases
should be drawn to the attention of Main Roads to ensure prompt
resolution.

WESTRAIL - HOUSING, KALGOORLIE-BOULDER AREA, FUTURE
1686. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many houses or units does Westrail own or rent in the City of
Kalgoorlie-Boulder?

(2) What is Westrail's intention regarding the future of these homes?
(3) Does Westrail plan to sell the homes either on the open market or to

employees?
(4) Does Westrail recognise the problems of Westrail employees being able to

obtain or even afford alternative housing in Kalgoorlie-Boulder should
their existing Westrail homes be sold out from under them?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Fifty-three.
(2) Westrail proposes to retain its better quality houses and dispose of older

style houses as they become surplus to its operational requirements.
(3) Yes.
(4) Yes. Westrail will give employee tenants frst option to purchase their

homes at market value.
TRANSPORT - DISABILITY STANDARDS

Accessible Transport Task Force, Reconmendations
1697. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Will the Government adopt the recommendations of the Australian
Transport Council Taskforce on accessible transport in relation to access
for people with disabilities?

(2) Is air travel for people with disabilities to be included as a category of
accessible public transport?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) When will an action plan for transport for people with disabilities be

written and implemented?
(5) Are people with disabilities being consulted in the development of such a

plan?
(6) Will companies tendering for current Government trasport services be

required to comply with disability access standards?
(7) If not, why not?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
(1) The recommendations of the Accessible Transport Taskforce were not in a

form which could be adopted by a single State. They were endorsed in
principle by the Australian Transport Council on 21 April 1995. ATC
established a process for development of disability standards, under the
Disability Discrimination Act 1992, for consideration at its first meeting
in 1996. Disability standards have mandatory application under the DDA.

(2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.
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(4) Under an agreement reached in the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity
Commission, an action plan for metropolitan public transport will be
completed by 15 November 1995.

(5) Yes.
(6) Tenderers wil be required to comply with current Transperth standards

and, as appropriate, the agreement reached in HREOC The action plan
will identify more specific requirements and disability standards, where
proclaimed are mandatory. All public transport operators, whether
publicly or privately owned have their own obligations under the
Disability Discrimination Act.

(7) Not applicable.
WESTRAIL - AUSTRALJND

Wheelchair Access; Multipurpose Taxis, Bunbury
1700. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Aussiralind accessible to people who use wheelchairs?
(2) How do they travel?
(3) Can they use the lavatory?
(4) Are they assured of privacy?
(5) What action, if any, must the disabled passenger or Westrail take to ensure

safety, access and privacy on the journey between Perth and Bunbury?
(6) Are multipurpose taxis available in Bunbury?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1) Given the nature of parts (2) to (5) of this question, it is assumed the

member is referring to the ability of disabled people to move through the
Australind in their wheelchairs. On this basis, and given that the aisle of
the Australind is sufficiently wide to allow the passage of a standard size
wheelchair, the answer is yes.

(2) Four seats on each train can be removed to accommodate wheelchairs,
enabling disabled passengers to travel while seated in their wheelchairs.

(3) Yes. However, disabled passengers may require assistance from a
personal carer or from Westrail staff to enter the toilet.

(4) Yes.
(5) When disabled passengers make their reservations they should notify

Westrail of their requirements.
(6) There is one multipurpose taxi licensed to operate in Bunbury.

MULTICULTURAL AN]) ETHNIC AFFAIRS PORTFOLIO - WOMEN OF
NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING BACKGROUND, POLICIES AND PROGRAMS

17 10. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
(1) What policies and programs are administered in this portfolio to address

needs of women of non-English speaking background?
(2) Was a specific budget allocation made in this financial year?
(3) If yes, how much?
(4) What policies and programs are administered in this portfolio to address

needs of children of non-English speaking background?
(5) Was a specific budget allocation made in this financial year?
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(6) If yes, how much?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) Policies and programs in this portfolio address needs of all Western

Australians from a non-English speaking background which includes
issues of relevance to women.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Policies and programs in this portfolio address needs of all Western

Australians from a non-English speaking background which includes
issues of relevance to children.

(5)-(6) No.

SCHOOLS - UTILITIES MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
1761. Mr PENDAL to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education:

In reference to the utilities management program which encourages, and gives
incentives for, schools which reduce their own internal running costs -

(a) will the Minister give a commitment to ensure that in the long term these
incentives will remain in place, and ensure that the savings are indeed
retained by schools and not redirected back to the Education Department's
own budget;

(b) if not, why not?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

The savings generated by the utilities management program are shared by
participating schools with the remaining funds being utilised to support the cost of
the program. This savings principle was based on the recommendations of a
representative group of key stakeholders and unless the reference group
recommends otherwise there are no plans for these arrangements to be altered.

WESTRAIL - EAST PERTH TERMINAL, CHANGES
Head Office, Future Location

1774. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is it proposed to retain the Westrail Centre platform at East Perth as the

rail terminal for the Indian Pacific, the Prospector train service and as a
station on the Fastrak?

(2) Will parking remain available at no charge to commuters and the relatives
and friends of passengers on country services?

(3) Has increased city congestion been considered in moving Westrail's
administration from the Westrail Centre at East Perth to the central
business district?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) There are no proposals to change the existing stopping places for these
trains at East Perth.

(2) Yes.
(3) No decision has been made on the future location of Westrailfs head

office.
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WESTRAIL - FLEXITME CESSATION
1778. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Why is Westrail moving to axe flexitime arrangements?
(2) Has peak hour traffic congestion been considered in the formulation of

this recommendation?
(3) Has there been a decrease in sick leave taken since flexitime was

introduced?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response.-
(1) The prevalence of staff being away from their work stations while on flexi

leave has a detrimental effect on the day to day operations of Westrail.
(2) No.
(3) A comparison of the three year period since flexitime was introduced with

the three year period prior to its introuction shows no change in the level
of sick leave taken.

WESTRAIL - TRAIN SLIDING THROUGH SHENTON PARK PLATFORM
1779. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) On Thursday, 18 May 1995, was the 7.13 am train out of Fremantle
unable to stop at the Shenton Park platform?

(2) Has the matter been fully investigated?
(3) What was the explanation for the train being out of control?
(4) How can the Minister give an undertking that any electric urban

passenger train can stop in the event of an emergency situation?
(5) Did the Government fail to give safety the priority and the attention it

deserves when trains were sliding through platforms and into docks in the
course of 1994?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1) The train was able to stop at Shenton Park; however, only part of the train

would have stopped at the platform. Where drivers are unable to stop a
train with all doors accessing the platform, in the interest of passenger
safety, they are instructed to proceed to the next station. This was the case
in this incident.

(2) Yes.
(3) The train was not out of control. The driver followed practised procedure

in the interest of passenger safety. The positioning of trains at platforms is
usually more difficult at the beginning of winter where there has been a
preceding dry summer allowing a build up of contaminants on the rail
head. The electric railcars are fitted with computer controlled braking
systems similar to those used in modem motor vehicles to prevent
skidding. In wet and slippery conditions, the bralking distance over which
the train will stop can be longer than that applicable to dry weather.

(4) Since the introduction of the electric service, Westrail has undertaken a
number of initiatives to ensure that the trains can be stopped as safely as
possible in all situations. These initiatives include -

Regular cleaning of the rail heads.
Installation of braking marker posts to assist drivers during wet weather.
Extensive railcar braking trials.
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Engagement of consultants to study braking procedures and advise on
overseas research.
Additional safety precautions are provided for trains arriving at terminal
docks by the provision of momentum reducing buffer stops and an
automatic train protection system to regulate the speed of trains entering
the docks.

(5) No. Passenger safety is always the paramount priority.
WESTRAIL - TRAIN DERAILMENTS

1801. Mr DL. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many train or wage derailments were there in each of the years 1990,
1991, 1992, 1993, 1994 or 1995 to date?

(2) How many of the derailments in each year were due to -
(a) heat buckles;
(b) track faults;
(c) wagon defects;
(d) loco defects;
(e) staff error,
(f) soft or other track formation problems;
(g) other causes?

(3) How many of these derailments were in the south west region in each of
these years?

(4) For the south west derailments, how many were caused in each year by
each of the causes listed in (2) above?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995
(to 27 May)

(1) 16 21 26 28 31 8
(2) (a) 5 6 7 10 9 2

(b) 5 4 7 5 5 1
(c) 4 5 3 1 6 1
(d) 0 0 0 0 0 0
(e) 0 3 6 6 3 2
(M 0 0 2 2 1 0
(g) 2 3 1 4 7 2

(3) 3 0 3 4 2 0

(4) (a) 0 0 1 1 2 0
(b) 2 0 0 1 0 0
We 0 0 2 1 0 0
(g) 1 0 0 1 0 0

BUS SERVICES -LOCAL COMMUNITY FEEDER SERVICES
1834. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Are strategies being developed for the provision of local community
feeder bus services?

(2) If so, what are those strategies?
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Mr LEWIS replied:
Tle Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1) Yes. The provision of local feeder bus services is an integral part of

current and future service planning.
(2) Feeder bus services are being provided to anid from suburban transportinterchanges which are located, where possible, at major activity centres -for example, Morley, Midland, Rockinghanm. In this way, feeder servicescan effectively perform two complementary functions - providing a directlink for local residents to their nearby centre and providing a convenient

connection to line-haul services - train or bus - for travel to and fromcentral Perth. Under the public transport reform program, it is anticipatedthat some feeder services will in future be operated with smaller, moreflexible vehicles. The establishment of a more formal community liaisonprogram should also result in better integration/coordination of localcommunity buses with the Transpertb system.

"ENTERPRISING NATION" - GOVERNMENT ACTION
1857. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:

(1) Has the Minister examined the report "Enterprising Nation"?
(2) Does the Minister agree with the thrust of the report?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) If so, what action does the Minister intend to take on the serious matters

raised in the report?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) The report is currently being examined in detail to determine the potential

impact of the recommendations for Western Australia.
(2)-(4) Any necessary action will be determined after the examination is

completed.
"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING

1860. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:
(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Jarrahwood

Community Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
Mr COWAN replied:
Questions 1860-1865; 1869-1879; 1880-1883; 1887-1890; 1898-1912; 1922-1928; 1930; 1934-1938; and 1941 -

(1) See schedule 1.
(2) The "Celebrate the Regions" funding scheme was advertised in The WestAustralian and 13 regional newspapers across the State between 18 and24 March 1995 inviting applications for community groups to participatein "Celebrate the Regions" during WA Week. A panel of five wasestablished to assess the applications received based on the "Celebrate the

Regions" funding scheme criteria, for my final approval.
(3) See schedule 2.
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(4) The final decisions were made by me, based on the recommendations of
the panel.

(5) In accordance with the funding scheme criteria and within the scheme's
budget allocation. See attached "Celebrate the Regions - Regional
Funding Program".

[See paper No 333.]
Questions 1866-1868; 1884-1886; 1891-1897; 1913-1921; 1929; 1931-1933;
1939-1940; and 1942-2004 -

(1) None. These organisations did not make application for funding under the
"Celebrate the Regions" funding scheme.

(2)-(5) Not applicable.
"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING

1861. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shire of Busselton for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?

(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?

(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING

1862. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shire of Augusta-
Margaret River for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?

(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?

(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING

1863. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Mainstrect Collie Inc.
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?

(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?

(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?

(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUND~iG

1864. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Margaret River
Business Enterprise Centre for the 'We're Feeling Glad AllOver" week?

(2) How was this group selected?

(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1865. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Warren Blackwood
Enterprise Agency for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEEUJNG GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1866. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Bunbury Golf Club for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1867. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to Barracks Arts And Crafts
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1868. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to South-West Art on the
Move for the '"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1869. Aft THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the inister to the Halls Creek progress
Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determnined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1870. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Wyndham Lions Club
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over' week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1871. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Derby Apex and Lions
Club for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1872. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shire of Wyndham-
East Kimberley for Joogari House Family Support for the "We're Feeling
Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?

(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1873. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved *by the Minister to the Fitzoy Valley
Aboriginal Sporting Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1874. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shire of Wyndham-
East Kimberley for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1875. Mr THOMAS to the Minister. for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Fringe Arts Broome
Inc for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1876. 1Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Mainstreet Broome Inc
for the 'We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1877. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Ord Festival
Committee for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK.- GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1878. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Derby Enteiprise
Agency for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1879. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Broome Enterprise
Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this are applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1880. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Albany Business
Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1881. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Town of Albany for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1882. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the LionsaCub of Albany
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1883. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Town of Albany for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1884. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Better Hearing
Australia (Albany Branch) for the "We're Feeling Glad AUl Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1885. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Great Southern
Country Women's Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1886. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Great Southern's Art
on the Move for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1887. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Kalgoorlie-Boulder
Tourist Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1888. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Boulder's Hidden
Secrets for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1889. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Goldfields Arts Centre
Gallery for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1890. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Boulder Promotions
and Development Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1891. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Pink Lake Country
Club for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1892. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Kalgoorlie Boulder
Racing Club for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1893. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Museum of the
Goldfields for dhe "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was die final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1894. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Eastern Goldfields
Community Centre the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1895. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Goldfields-Esperance
Art on the Move for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GL-AD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1896. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Hannans North Tourist
Mine for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1897. Mrt THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(I) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Goldfields Esperance
Development Commission for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1898. MW THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Pingelly Agricultural
Society Inc for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1899. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shire of Dandaragan
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1900. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shire of Yilgarn for the
"We'reFeeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1901. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Miling Progress
Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1902. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Shim of Trayning for
the "We're Feeling Glad AUl Over' week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1903. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Avon Valley Arts
Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this are applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1904. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Town of Northam for
the 'We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1905. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Wheatbelt Aboriginal
Corporation for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1906. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Mukinbudin Planning
and Development Group for the 'We're Feeling Glad AU Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount deternined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1907. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Hyden Progress
Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1908. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Tammin Country
Women's Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1909. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Southern Avon
Enterprise Agency for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1910. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Northern Eastern
Wheatbelt Enterprise Agency 'for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1911. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Central Wheatbelt
Enterprise Agency for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1912. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Central Midlands
Business Enterprise Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1913. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "A & M Batten" for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1914. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Hoddywell Archery for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1915. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Koorda Historical
Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1916. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Victoria Plains
Tourism Association the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1917. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Gateway Learning
Centre for the 'We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1918. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Mukinbudin Planning
& Development for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1919. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Wagin Historical
Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for fuinding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1920. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to. the Australian Railway
Historical Society the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount detenmined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEEUJNG GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1921. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Country Arts "Cargo"
production for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1922. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Gascoyne Business
Enterprise Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1923. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the North Midlands
Enterprising Agency for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1924. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Kalbarri Tourist
Bureau for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1925. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Batavia Coast
Maritime Heritage Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1926. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the inister to the Arts Council of
Geraldton, in conjunction with Foreshore and the Geraldton Region
Museum for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1927. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Geraldton Arts Society
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK -:GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1928. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Geraldton Greenough
Chamber of Commerce and Industry for the "We're Feeling Glad All
Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1929. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Karrinyup Centre
Management for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1930. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Midwest Enterprise
Agency for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1931. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) -What funding was approved by the Minister to the Fisheries Department
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1932. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Geraldton Rostrum
Club No 14 for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1933. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Mid-West Art on the
Move for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to que stion 1860.'
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING

1934. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:
(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Dampier Community

Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1935. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Cossack Management
Committee for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1936. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Karratha and District
Tourist Information Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1937. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Karratha Business
Chamber of Commerce and Industry for the "We're Feeling Glad All
Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1938. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Karratha Business
Enterprise Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1939. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Walkington Theatre for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the. final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1940. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Karratha Festival for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) .How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1941. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Mandurah Business
Enterprise Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

'"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1942. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Peel Development
Commission for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1943. Mr THOMAS to the Minister. for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Perth Theatre Company
for the 'We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1944. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Art Gallery of WA for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1945. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Western Australian
Youth Orchestra Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1946. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Small Business
Development Corporation for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1947. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Spare Parts Theatre for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1948. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Swan Junior Chamber
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1949. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Swan Guildford
Historical Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1950. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Canning District
Historical Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding ampount determ ined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WYE'9RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK.- GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1951. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) -What funding was approved by the Minister to the Fremantle Crocodile
Park for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1952. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Fremantle Prisons
Guardians for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group 'selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1953. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to Ric's Studio for the "We're
Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1954. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Crafts Council of
Western Australia for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1955. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Waterway Gallery for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1956. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Swan Junior Chamber
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1957. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "World's Biggest
Frisbee Day" for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE. FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1958. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to Jazz West for the "We're
Feeling Glad AUl Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1959. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Football Development
Trust for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1960. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Royal WA Historical
Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1961. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Katsui Studio for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1962. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Rockinghamn Council
for the Arts and Crafts for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1963. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Kwinana Heritage
Group for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1964. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the City of Perth for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1965. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(I) What funding was approved by the Minister to the City of South Perth
Local Studies Collection for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1966. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Rockinghamn Visual
Arts Society for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1967. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Archdiocese of Perth
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1968. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Springvale Art Group
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) ,How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1969. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Centre Management
Riverton Forum for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1970. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the" War Effort" for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1971. Mr THOMAS to the Ministerfor Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "WACA March
Committee" for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1972. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to Aherns for the "We're
Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1973. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "FACET" for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1974. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Friends of the Kwinana
Arts Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1975. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Orienteering
Association of WA for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1976. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "Gumnut World 'n'
Golf" for t "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1977. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the WA Women's Society
of Fine Arts and Crafts for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1978. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Effie Crump Theatre
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1979. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Small Business
Development Corporation for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1980. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "Razors Edge" for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this ,gropzp selected?

(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
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(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1981. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to Perth Art on the Move for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1982. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Australian Sogetsu
Teacher's Association for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1983. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Western Australia
Week Council for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1984. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the "First Colonial
Descendent Reunion" for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1985. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Whitfoad City
Shopping Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad AUl Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL, OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1986. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to 'Fantasy of Flowers" for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER' WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1987. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Town of Cottesloe for
the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1988. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Australian
Broadcasting Corporation Radio for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1989. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Parmelia Hilton for the
"We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.
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"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING

1990. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:
(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the WA Society of the Arts

for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1991. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Morley Galleria.
Shopping Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1992. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Garden City Shopping
Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1993. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to past winners of the Citizen
of the Year for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
(6) Where will the function be held?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1994. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Governor's Cocktail
Reception for Citizen of the Year Award winners for the "We're Feeling
Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
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(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
(6) Where will the function be held?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1995. Mvr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Pilbara. Regional
Award Presentation and function for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over"
week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
(6) Where will the function be held?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1996. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Kimberley
Development Commission Reception for the "We're Feeling Glad All
Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
(6) Where will the function be held?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1997. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Burswood Park Board
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1998. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Western Australian
Club for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups-for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
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(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1999. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Country Women's
Association House for the 'We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
2000. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Western Australian
Fire Brigade for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
2001. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to Chesterton International
for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
2002. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Ministry of Sport and
Recreation for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
2003. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Penguin Club of
Australia for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?
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(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

"WE'RE FEELING GLAD ALL OVER" WEEK - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
2004. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What funding was approved by the Minister to the Armadale Shopping
Centre for the "We're Feeling Glad All Over" week?

(2) How was this group selected?
(3) How many other groups for this area applied for funding?
(4) How was the final selection made and who made it?
(5) How was the funding amount determined?
See answer to question 1860.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS -HAMIDLTON ROAD-ESTUARY DRIVE, EATON
2014. Mr DJ.. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is holding up the placement of lights at the intersection of Hamilton
Road, Estuary Drive at Eaton?

(2) When does the Minister expect -
(a) the modification of the intersection to commence;
(b) the traffic lights to be operating?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1)-(2) The developer, who would be contributing the majority of the funds, has

not yet decided to proceed with the work.
ROADS - AUSTRALIND BYPASS, DUALING CONTRACTS

Eaton Drive-Millers Creek; Millers Creek-Brunswick Road
2015. Mrt D.. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is holding up the letting of the contract for dualing the Australind
bypass from Eaton Drive to Miller Creek?

(2) When does the Minister expect the work to commence?
(3) What is the current estimated cost of the project?
(4) What is holding up the letting of the contract for the dualing of the

Australind bypass from Millers Creek to Brunswick Road?
(5) When does the Minister expect the work to commence?
(6) What is the current estimated cost of -

(a) the road work;
(b) the bridge work?

Mr LEWIS replied:
T1he Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Tenders have closed and are being assessed.
(2) August 1995.
(3) $2.7m.
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(4) Design work is expected to be completed by March 1996. Tenders Will be
called in April 1996.

(5) Construction is expected to start in mid 1996.
(6) (a) $4m

(b) $6m.
ROADS - EARTHWORKS, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS COORDINATION

2019. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Have any arrangements been made to coordinate the activities of various

government departments to ensure that road earthworks are carried out in
a coordinated manner that minimises duplication?

(2) Have any arrangements been made between Western Power, AlintaGas,
the Water Authority, Telecom and many other commonwealth or state
authority that finds it necessary to carry out earthworks across or along
roadways?

(3) If no arrangements are in place to coordinate road earthworks between
authorities, will steps be taken to try and put such arrangements in place?

(4) If so, when?
(5) If not, why not?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1)-(5) Yes, regular advice on proposed works in road reserves flows between the
authorities on a project by project basis. The aim is to coordinate
activities and avoid costly duplication or expense. On a broader front,
Main Roads has had discussions with most of these utilities to find ways
of improving financial accountability for use of the road reserve as a
transport corridor and of the significant public asset involved. These
discussions are in a preliminary stage but I hope to be able to have a more
definitive report available by the end of the year. It is also an issued
raised in the road funding paper presented to the Australian Transport
Council meeting held in April.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT - USE INCENTIVES
2028. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Minister agree that "More must be done to persuade people to
use public trasport to avoid Perth becoming a congested, polluted city",
as reported in The Sunday Times of 21 May 1995?

(2) If so, what incentives will be offered towards this goal?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) I agree that we need to persuade people to use alternatives to driving alone
in their cars. Public transport is one alternative but not the only one.

(2) In line with its 1993 election commitments, the Government has doubled
expenditure on cycling programs through Bikewest and has brought
forward part of the second doubling foreshadowed in that commitment
Work is progressing on the design and construction of a network of
cycleways for Perth. Some $30mn has been committed, as part of the city
northern bypass project, to promote and enhance public transport, cycling
and walking access to and within the City of Perth. 1996 will see the
introduction of an innovative central area transit system funded jointly by
the State and Commonwealth Governments and the City of Perth.
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Incentives alone will not achieve the objective of preventing congestion
and pollution in Perth. Cities around the world with high public transport
use also have road traffic congestion. Our road system wI have to give
priority to high occupancy cars and buses and to efficient commercial
traffic to achieve the best balance in transport for Perth.

"WA ONE: A MULTICULTURAL POLICY" - COST
2039. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

(1) How many "WA One" cardboard folders were produced and at what cost?
(2) How many of the brochures "WA One: a Multicultural Policy" were

produced and at what cost?
(3) How many A4 sheets titled "Pledge by the Government of Western

Australia to the People" were printed and at what cost?
(4) Which foreign languages was the "Pledge by the Government of Western

Australia" printed in?
(5) How many were printed in each foreign language?
(6) What were the translation costs?
(7) Which company printed the "WA One" material and how much was paid

to that company?
(8) How many "WA One: together we can make the difference" badges were

produced and at what cost?
(9) How many "WA One: together we can make the difference" stickers were

pouced and at what cost?.
(10) What other costs were involved in the "WA One" policy launch?
Mr OMODE1 replied:
The development and production of Western Australia's frst written multicultural
policy "WA One" launches by the Premier on 30 March 1995, was a planned
achievement for the multicultural interest program of the Office of Multicultural
Interests as documented in the 1994-95 Budget papers.
(1) 2 000 folders were produced at a cost of $1 950.
(2) 5 000 brochures were produced at a cost of $3 530.
(3) 28 000 A4 pledge sheets were produced at a cost of $3 250 excluding

translation costs detailed below.
(4)-(5) The pledge was printed in English and in the 15 community languages

most in demand, and the number of copies printed in each language varied
in accordance with population numbers within linguistic communities.
The details are as follows: English 3000O, Chinese 2 000, Polish 2 000,
Greek 2 000, Spanish 1 500, Portuguese 1000O, Serbian 1500, Croatian
2 000, Macedonian 1500, Italian 2 000, Vietnamese 2 000, German 2 000,
Dutch 2 000, Arabic 1 000, Farsi 1 000, and Malay 1 500.

(6) The translation costs were $2 500.
(7) The printing of materials - except for badges and stickers, which was

carried out by specialist printers - was done by Aliwest Print, a division of
Coventry Group Ltd. Allwest has not been paid as final invoices have not
yet been received.

(8) 5 000 badges were produced at a cost of $2 300.
(9) 7 690 stickers - two sizes - were produced at a cost of $1 051.35.
(10) The costs associated with the launch of the policy were under $1 000 for

refreshments, photography and incidentals.
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PERTH, CITY OF - COMMISSIONERS, REMUNERATION
2055. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Local Government

(1) What was the total remuneration paid to each of the Commissioners of the
City of Perth?

(2) For each of the Commissioners of the City of Perth, what payrments were
made -
(a) under their contract as Commissioner for the City of Perth;
(b) as sitting fees for attending meetings of the city, towns or other

required meetings;
(c) towards out of pocket expenses or other costs?

(3) Are any of the commissioners currently under contract for work with
respect to the City of Perth or any of the other three towns which were
formally part of the City of Perth?

(4) If yes to (3) then what are the details of these contracts including the
period for which they are to apply and the remuneration to be paid?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1)-.(4) In accordance with the provisions of the City of Perth Restructuring Act,

the Chairman of Commissioners receives $40 000 per annum and the four
commissioners $35 000 per annum. In addition, where the commissioners
represent the council on statutory bodies, they are entitled to receive
sitting fees, if payable, from that body. The commissioners receive
benefits consistent with those enjoyed by the previous councillors of the
City of Perth, which include home phone/fax arrangements and parking
facilities on council business. Superannuation contributions of 5 per cent
are also made in accordance with federal legislation. The commissioner'
terms of office expire on 31 October 1995.
URBAN CONSOLIDATION - LOT PRODUCTION LEVEL

2060. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Given the Minister's statement 'Urban sprawl is nothing but a myth in this

State', does the Minister believe that the lot production in Perth due to
infill or urban consolidation should be reduced from the levels that we
have experienced in recent years?

(2) What does the Minister consider would be an appropriate percentage of lot
production that should come from urban consolidation in Perth?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) NO.
(2) The application of an appropriate percentage would constrain hos9

choice and the best approach is reflected in the Regional Dnsit
Guidelines (August 1994). The latter recognises that the 'aprpit
percentage' should be developed not frm the top but through community
consultation and local -housing strategies. Since 1991, over 35 per cent of
new dwellings have been constructed in the inner and middle areas of
Perth. Grouped or medium density housing comprised almost 60 per cent
of new house construction in the inner and middle suburbs and 22 per cent
of all new housing constructed in the Perth metropolitan region.

HOMESWEST - ALLOCATION OF ACCOMMODATION, CONTROLS
2083. Mrt RIPPER to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What internal controls does Homeswest apply. to ensure fairness and
integrity in the allocation of dwellings to tenants?
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(2) How does Homeswest decide whether a new property or an older property
should be offered to a particular tenant?

Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Allocations are made according to date of application or on a priority basis

according to the applicant's circumstances. Allocations are made
according to the nominated zone or location and accommodation type.
There are both computer and management controls to ensure that the date
order of applications is maintained.

(2) Allocations arm made in order of date of application or on a priority basis.
An applicant is offered the next available property that is consistent with
his or her nominated zone or location and accommodation type. No
allowance is made for a choice in construction type nor are applicants able
to nominate the age of the property allocated unless there are specific,
compelling medical reasons.

COASTAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT - HIGH-RISE BUILDINGS
CONTROL

2189. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Planning:
What controls have been put in place in the last two years to control the
construction of high rise buildings within coastal precincts?
Mr LEWIS replied:
None. The Western Australian Planning Commission's country coastal planning
policy (DC 6. 1) (June 1989) and draft Perth metropolitan region coastal
development policy (1988) make reference to a 12 metre height restriction near
the coast. These policies are non-statutory in nature and are applied through the
development approvals process. Local councils have the power, through town
planning scheme provisions, to control the construction of high rise buildings
within their jurisdictions, including coastal precincts. Some local authorities,
such as the City of Stirling and Town of Cottesloe, have provisions in their
respective schemes to control building heights within specific zones adjacent to
the coast.

ROCKINGHAM CITY COUNCIL - PARKING BY-LAWS, APPROVAL DELAY
2240. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Will the Minister explain why it has taken more than 13 months for the
Rockingham City Council application for parking by-laws, submitted on
8 April 1994, to be approved and gazetted?

(2) Will the Minister give a time frame for when the by-laws will be approved
by the department so that they may be gazetted?

(3) Is the Minister aware that the delay in approving these by-laws is placing
the children of Koorana Primary School in danger as the council cannot
control the dangerous parking around that school?

(4) When will the Minister approve this by-law?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) The City of Rockingham's parking by-laws were received by the

Department of Local Government on 16 August 1994. The by-laws have
over 65 clauses and, as is often the case, they were returned to council for
correction of various matters.

(2) I have forwarded the by-laws to the Governor for his approval.
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(3) No. However, I am advised that the Department of Local Government
received information on this matter from the member for Peel by letter
received on 26 May 1995.

(4) Answered in (2).
LOCAL GOVERNMENT - BY-LAWS, APPROVAL PERIOD

2241. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Local Government:
What is dhe average time taken to approve by-laws as submitted by local
councils?
Mr OMODEI replied:
Due to the variation in complexity and size of by-law proposals, it is not possible
to give an average time to approve each council by-law submission. However, it
is often the case that they have to be returned to councils for correction, which
causes delays.

CAMBRIDGE, TOWN OF - MUNICIPAL OFFICES, BUILDING CONTRACT
2242. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Local Government:

What is the current status of the municipal chambers on die former quarry site
within Bold Park?
Mr OMODEI replied:
The Town of Cambridge has advised: A building contract has been entered into
with Kilcullen & Clark Builders for the sum of $4 698 000 under agreement dated
21 April 1995; early site works were completed by others, including earthworks
and site establishment, sewer drains and water main extensions under separate
forward works contracts; builders' on-site facilities/amenities are established;,
concrete footings for columns and walls are almost completed; major concrete
areas of floor slabs are completed; 50 per cent of wall panels to external walls of
staff administration wing have been constructed-, mechanical and electrical
services and structural steelwork is progressing on and off site; orders for major
equipment have been placed, electrical substation up to roof height; hydraulic
services on site progressing; expenditure to date including consulting fees,
amounts to $805 406.95; and the project is programmed to be completed early
May 1996.

HOMESWEST - HOUSES PURCHASED BY SATTERLEY REAL ESTATE
2247. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many Homeswest houses have been bought by Satterley Real Estate
in the last two years?

(2) What is the address of each of these houses?
(3) What price was paid for each house?
(4) Who valued the properties?
(5) Who authorised the sale of each of the properties?
(6) How many other offers were received and from whom?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Nil.
(2)-(6) Not applicable.

I[NNER CITY RESIDENTIAL PROJECT - KPMG MANAGEMENT SERVICES
REPORT

2268. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Further to the answer given to question on notice 1291 of 19 ,k'.at was
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the date on which the report on the financial application of inner city
residential project undertaken by KPMG Management Services was
completed?

(2) What was the date on which the Minister received this report?
(3) Has the Minister yet taken any action on this report?
(4) If yes to (3) what action or decisions have been based on this report?
(5) Will the Minister table a copy of the report?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) 2 March 1995.
(2) 27 April 1995.
(3) Ile report has been forwarded to the City of Perth for comment. T'he

councillors have yet to consider the report.
(4) 1 am awaiting a response from the city, the joint sponsors of the inner city

living project, before proceeding.
(5) At the appropriate time.

INNER CITY RESIDENTIAL PROJECT.- KPMG MANAGEMENT SERVICES
REPORT

2269. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Further to the answer given to question on notice 1291 of 1995, what was

the date on which the report on the financial application of inner city
residential project undertaken by the planning group was completed?

(2) What was the date on which die Minister received this report?
(3) Has the Minister yet taken any action on this report?
(4) If yes to (3) what action or decisions have been based on this report?
(5) Will the Minister table a copy of the report?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) 27 February 1995.
(2) 27 April 1995.
(3) 'Me report has been forwarded to the City of Perth for comment. The

councillors have yet to consider the report.
(4) 1 am awaiting a response from the city, the joint sponsors of the inner city

living project, before proceeding.
(5) At the appropriate time.

PEPPERMINT GROVE SHIRE COUNCIL - STOP WORK ORDER, 1 HARVEY
STREET

2271. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Local Government:
(1) Did the Shire of Peppermint Grove issue a stop work order early in 1995

on work being undertaken at 1 Harvey Street, Peppermint Grove?
(2) What were the details of such stop work order?
(3) On what date was an appeal made to the Minister to set aside the stop

work order and thus allow construction to continue lawfully?
(4) On what date did the Minister uphold the appeal thus setting aside the stop

work order and allowing work to legally continue?
(5) Was the Minister aware that the builder had failed to comply with the stop

work order by continuing to build even after the order was issued?
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(6) Did the Minister in upholding the appeal place any conditions or
requirements for the continuation of the unauthorised work?

(7) What reasons did the Minister have for granting the appeal and
overturning the stop work order by the Shire of Peppermint Grove?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) Yes, on 30 January 1995.
(2) First schedule -

(a) The brick screen wall attached to the garage was not built in
accordance with the approved building plans and exceeded 1 800
mm in height;

(b) the garage roof had been extended to the southern side boundary,
contrary to approved plans.

Second schedule -

All work on the dwelling is to be stopped forthwith until the items listed in
schedule I have been corrected to comply with the approved plans.

(3) 2 March 1995.
(4) 23 March 1995.
(5) Yes. The council advised in writing that the work continued after the stop

work order had been issued.
(6) No.
(7) None.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PATIENT ASSISTED TRAVEL SCHEME - CHEMOTHERAPY SERVICE,
MANDURAH

279. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

I refer to the Minister's callous decision to change the rules for the patient
assisted travel scheme and to the hardships that will create for people in the
Mandurah region. The Minister is aware of the case of terminal cancer patient
John Yelland who has been reliant on PATS to access health services in Perth. I
ask -
(1) Will the Minister guarantee that he will honour his promise to Mr Yelland

to provide chemotherapy services in Mandurah from I July?

(2) If not, how will a patient such as Mr Yelland be able to access essential
life-giving treatment after 1 July when he has been told that Mandurah
will no longer be part of PATS?

(3) Is this not another case of promise breaking, penny pinching and policy
making on the run?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(l)-(3) Unfortunately, this is a case of the Opposition sinking to an all time low.

Dr Gallop: No, it is not. We checked this out.
Mr KIERATH: It is. I gave an undertaking on 2 May in answer to a question
about the changes to PATS from the member for Murray. I announced then that
the changes in PATS would include the establishment of a chemnotherapy unit in
Mandurah frm I July.
Dr Gallop: Is that going to happen?
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Mr KIERATH: I understand it is July. Whether it is 1 July - I am not sure
whether it will be up by 1 July.
Dr Gallop: What sort of service?
Mr KIERATH: A chemotherapy service will be established in Mandurah.
Dr Gallop: You have no idea.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: I do have some idea. It will be established in Mandurah during
July.
Dr Gallop: During July! You said I July.
Mr KIERATH: That is what I have been advised. This is typical of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. He is not really concerned about looking after people's
rights. He is more concerned about scoring cheap political points.
Dr Gallop intejected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has asked his
question. As he knows, I allow some interjections. However, these are excessive.
Mr KIERATH: For the record, I said we would be establishing a chemotherapy
service in Mandurah.
Mr Shave: They have not congratulated you on the heart unit at the Fremantle
Hospital.
Mr KIERATH: No, they have not congratulated us for that. We said a
chemotherapy service would be established in Mandurah and it will be. We areworking as hard as we can to get it up as quickly as we can. I have received a
letter from the Red Cross which confirms my undertaking on 2 May that we
would put alternative transport arrangements into place. Until the chemotherapy
service is established in Mandurah, people will be able to access Red Cross
transport. The letter dated 24 May and addressed to Mr Jim Lee states -

This letter is to confirm our discussions relating to the provision of a
transport service from Mandurah to Perth for persons deemed by the
Department to be eligible for assistance.
The contract will be for the period I1st July 1995 to 30th June 1996.
The cost will be $50,000 for this period and will provide 125,000 kims of
travel.
Reimbursements will be arranged via the Southern Health Authority.

Points of Order
Mr GRAHAM: The Minister is quoting from an official Health Department fax
and I ask that it be tabled.
Mr KIERATH: I am not quoting from an official Health Department fax; I am
quoting from a letter from the Australian Red Cross, which I am more than happy
to table.
Mr GRAHAM: The Minister is waving around a sheaf of documents which
include a Health Department fax on Health Department letterhead. It is an
official document and I request he table it in its entirety.
The SPEAKER: It comes down to the question of whether the Minister has
written on parts of that document. It is not the practice of this House for members
to table documents which have been personalised. If the document is not
personalised, he should table it.
Mr KIERATH: The people in my office and I put the documents together, one of
which is a letter from the Australian Red Cross, which I am prepared to table.
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Mr M. BARNETT: There are many precedents in this House in respect of matters
of this nature. It has been clear in the past that a sheaf of documents, like the one
the Minister had in his hand, should be tabled in its entirety in these
circumstances. I base my comments on the fact that on many occasions in the
past where members have actually torn or taken a document apart, it has been said
that where they are part of a file or stapled together they form one document and
should be tabled as such. In cases where the pages are separate and have not been
separated by the member, it is appropriate for the separate pages to be tabled.
This Minister clearly tore the piece of paper from the document which was
stapled together.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: A document can be assembled in all sorts of ways. The
Minister is referrng to a particular piece of paper which he has been asked to
table and he has indicated his willingness to table it. He is not extracting a page
from a publication; it is simply one of a number of items he happens to have in
his hand which were stapled together.
Dr Gallop: How do you know?
The SPEAKER: Order! I said earlier that if the document is of a personal nature,
it does not have to be tabled. I have been given advice that it is not essential to
table all the material. Many times in the past all the material has not been tabled.
I advise the Minister to table the document if it is not personalised. The rulings in
the past have been that a person can table only part of a document.
Mr KIBRATH: I am prepared to table all the documents.

[See paper No 332.]
Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr KIERATH: The Opposition's action is absolutely typical and it demonstrates
how pathetic it is when it comes to the proceedings of this place. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition asked the question and he should have been focusing on
the welfare of a person undergoing a great deal of trauma. Instead of that, he
exposed himself to the public for what he is; that is, a person who will go to any
lengths to score a political point.
Dr Gallop: You are missing the truth.

Mr KIERATH: The member is.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to bring the answer to a conclusion.

Mr KIERATH: The person who yesterday phoned the Premier is the same person
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to. That person referred to the
patient assisted travel scheme. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was beside
himself to score cheap political points. I advised the person, who unfortunately is
a cancer victim, that the Government will establish a chemotherapy unit at
Mandurah so that he will not have to travel to Perth for treatment. I am sure that
all cancer patients support that proposal. I am advised by the department that the
unit will be established in July and that for the next 12 months a transport system
will operate for those people who need to travel to Perth from Mandurab to access
specialist services. We are doing everything within our power - things which
members opposite never did in their 10 years in government - and instead of
congratulating the Government for taking positive measures, all members
opposite do is carp and criticise every little thing. That is why members opposite
will never be a credible alternative to this Government.

DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - CORBETT, JOHN,
ACCOMMODATION

2,80. Mr DAY to the Minister for Disability Services:

Is the Minister- aware of the plight of John Corbett and his son as raised by the
Opposition today, and what is the current situation?
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Mr MINSON replied:
Mr Speaker -

Dr Watson inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Kenwick.
Mr MINSON: I thank the member for the question. I am pleased to announcethat on 12 August, Mr Corbett and another gentleman will move into premises,and a live-in carer has been arranged. It is interesting that the Disability Services
Commission had already made those arrangements -

Dr Watson: It had not.
Mr MINSON: Yes it had, and if the member for Kenwick would like to checkwith the other gentleman who will shift in, she will find that he was told
yesterday.
Dr Watson inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MINSON: Had the member for Kenwick come to me rather than gone to themedia, she would have found that out, but she wanted to use that gentleman as apolitical pawn. The member for Kenwick is an absolute disgrace. Let us examinethe record of members opposite, because in two or three Budget speeches so farwe have heard about how much members opposite did for the disabled and howdisgusting this Government is. In the past two and a half years, $9.3m has goneinto increased services. In the last three years of the Labor Government, $1.96mwent into increased services. Is that a track record to be proud of? All the othermoney was transferred from other departments where it had already been spent inthe disabilities area. It was an illusion. I went to the Premier and the Cabinet andput forward a strong case for disabilities, and I am pleased that the Premier andthe Cabinet backed me and fully funded year one of the plan that I put forward.That demonstrates our commitment to disability services.
Mr Court: What did Carmen do?
Mr MINSON: I had a meeting with the federal Minister and said, lien is theCommonwealth-State Disability Agreement. Will you honour your 50 per centcommitment?" and Minister Lawrence said, "No." The Federal Government hasgiven nothing this year for disabled accommodation. That is an absolutedisgrace! Over the past six years, $11 .2m has gone into increased services inWA, and it is interesting that 83 per cent of that was provided in the past two anda half years by this Government; yet the member for Kenwick has the audacity tobrag about her achievements. It is a disgrace for the member for Kenwick, with
her professed concern for the disabled, to use them as political pawns.

TRANSPORT - SUBSIDY $5m, NORTH WEST
281. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister for Regional Development:

I refer to the fact that the Minister for Labour Relations has now takenresponsibility for the Stateships debacle from the Minister for RegionalDevelopment's National Party colleague Hon Eric Charlton. and to the deepening
confusion about whether the $5m subsidy offered by the Government will be usedto subsidise a shipping service. Can the Minister clarify once and for all that,despite the protestations to the contrary from the inister for Labour Relations, itwas agreed between the unions and the Government that the $5m subsidy wouldbe for shipping services to the north west and not for other forms of transport, and
will the Minister honour that agreement?
Mr COWAN replied:
As the member well knows, I was not party to the discussions between theMaritime Union of Australia and the Government so I cannot advise her of the
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understanding that was reached. As I was not present at the meeting, I am not
aware of the precise undertaking discussed between the union movement and the
Government. The member for Armadale must understand that the Minister for
Labour Relations is the chairman of an advisory committee, established as part of
the Industrial Relations Commission order. During his travels to the north of the
State, as chairman of that advisory committee, he met members of the public and
other interested parties to discuss issues involving the advisory committee.
However, the Government has also established a task force which has the
responsibility of providing an alternative transport service to the north. I have
made it very clear that the alternative service should be a shipping service -
Dr Gallop: Will be or should be?
Mr COWAN: It should be a shipping service, and at the moment a shipping
service conducted by one vessel is being provided. I hope the task force which is
responsible for making a recommendation to the Government - I ask members to
please differentiate between the task force and the advisory committee - will
make a submission to the Government about an alternative transport service to the
north. I am very confident that we should be able to put in place a service which
provides a regular shipping freight service to the north.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the first time the member for
Armadale.
"PERTH - A CITY FOR PEOPLE" - INNER CITY HOUSING PROJECT

282. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Premier:
Will the Premier inform the House of the progress of the State Government's
blueprint for the future development of Perth, the "Perth - A City for People'
project, and in particular the push to promote inner city living?
Mr COURT replied:
It is great to see the support from members opposite for what is happening in the
city. This morning another city housing project was opened, this one at the
Congress Hall redevelopment, which previously housed the facilities of the
Salvation Army. The members for Perth and Nollamiara will agree it is a terrific
redevelopment of a site that one would not normally consider for a residential
project in the heart of the city. The architects and builders involved have done a
terrific job, and the project is part of the change occurring in the city. There is a
market driven demand for projects of this type in inner city housing, and when I
heard the prices paid for these units I was pleased at the response to the project.
Of course, such projects must be market driven but, at the same time, the
Government's upgrading of the city is starting to get under way.
Mr Graham: What about South Hedland? For six weeks I have had questions on
notice about South Hedland and I still do not have an answer.
Mr COURT: The member for Pilbara will be very pleased, when he receives an
answer, to hear that this Government will do something for South Hedland. That
is something which the member's Government did not do.
The old R & I building is coming down. I know members opposite are critical of
that project, but it is important for that heritage precinct to be established. A lot
of interest has been shown in how that area will be developed. If one walks
around the city, one sees that Newspaper House is starting to come to life, the
St George's Hall development is nearly completed an 'd the streetscaping and
landscaping in Murray and King streets is well and truly under way.
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Mr McGinty: What will you do about Council House?
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition asks me dhe easy questions! In all
seriousness, the Government will accept advice, and will see what the new Perth
City Council wants to do with it. There is an imbalance in the council about the
matter, and it wants the Government to make the decision. It is not an easy
question, but we are listening to advice from different groups, architects etc. The
Government has an open mind.
Streetscaping and landscaping in the city streets will take some time, but the work
has now started, and we are well and truly on the path to making Perth the most
attractive city in the world. Projects have been let for the eastern and western
gateways into the city. The planning for the western gateway will cover the area
from the new Orrong Road intersection through to and across the Causeway and
is well and truly advanced. The final details of that will be made public as soon
as it is made available to the Government.
CRICHTON-BROWNE, SENATOR NOEL - ALLEGATIONS AGAINST,

POLICE INQUIRY
283. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Police:

(1) What action does the Minister intend to take following the Federal Police
interview conducted with the Premier's political mentor Senator
Crichton-Browne in Perth last Friday, in relation to very serious criminal
allegations that Senator Crichton-Browne had made threatening and
obscene telephone calls to a federal Liberal politician in Perth and
Canberra, including death threats?

(2) Is it also true that the Liberal member is now under police protection?
(3) If the Minister claims he is unaware of these serious matters, will he

ensure that the allegations against Senator Crichton-Browne are
immediately investigated by the police and appropriate action taken?

Mr WIESE replied:
(1)-(3) I am certainly not aware of the matters that are alleged. I will pass the

allegations in the question directly to the Commissioner of Police. It then
becomes an operational matter, as it rightly should be, and those matters
will be investigated by the Police Department.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION - INDUSTRIAL SITE
PLANS

284. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Planning:
I notice plans announced recently indicate that the Western Australian Planning
Commission is investigating possible locations for a new industrial site similar to
the Canning Vale industrial site in my electorate, which has integrated
particularly well. Is there enough suitable land close to the city for such a
proposal?
Mrt LEWIS replied:
In line with the charter of the Western Australian Planning Commission, via
LandCorp and the Ministry for Planning, the commission has initiated studies to
identify suitable sites in the longer term for general industrial uses, similar to
Canning Vale, as referred to by the member for Jandakot. It is part of the
function of getting ahead of the game. Although at the moment there is a
sufficiency of such land, the commission is in the business of planning, and it is
my requirement and that of the Planning Commission to ensure that in the future
we have sufficient land within reasonable distance of the metropolitan region so
that we can locate our industry. No areas have been specifically identified,
although there is a range of areas close to the Perth region.
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Mr D.L. Smith: Is Breton Bay back on the agenda?
Mr LEWIS: Breton Bay does not come into the study. We are talking about
locations reasonably close to the Perth metropolitan area. More particularly, a
steering committee will be put in place. It will be overviewed by the Western
Australian Planning Commission and it will comprise representation from the
Ministry for Planning, LandCorp, the Chamber of Commerce and Induszry, the
Department of Environmental Protection, the Western Australian Municipal
Association, the Department of Commerce and Trade and the Department of
Resources Development. The committee's task will be to identify the sufficiency
of these sorts of parcels of land. In addition, it will ensure that there is not the
conflict of land use associated with the provision of buffer zones, which is
causing some problems. It is also envisaged that consultants will consult widely
with the community generally to ensure that the community is fully au fait with
the proposals. The needs of the local community will also be canvassed in the
working up of the proposition.
DISABILITY SERVICES - ACCOMMODATION SUPPORT, BUDGET

ALLOCATION
285. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services.

I refer to the ridiculously low allocation of $2.13m for accommodation support
for people with disabilities in last week's Budget and ask -
(1) Is it not true that, of the more than 400 people with disabilities in critical

need of accommodation in this State, the $2.1 3m allocated in the Budget
will house only about 40? What will happen to the other 360 people
desperately in need of accommodation?

(2) How much of the $2.13m will be allocated to providing accommodation
for those 200 young people with acquired brain injury who currently live
in geriatric homes?

() Why did the Minister promise to provide $200 000 to his own electorate
before establishing the needs of people with disabilities in other parts of
the State?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)-(3) 1 thank the member for her question. The figure of $2. lm will be spent on

permanent accommodation services and another $500 000 will be spent on
respite care. The figure of 40 that the member mentioned is incorrect -
indeed, the money will look after more than 80 people on average.

Dr Watson: So there are only 320 left.
Mr MINSON: Is it not extraordinary that for years and years the number of
people without proper accommodation has increased at a rate of 50 a year or
thereabouts, yet members opposite did nothing other than pretend that they did?
Not only have we taken care of the increases but we have also begun to claw back
the numbers. We have achieved that without any help from the federal mates of
members opposite who got $14b more this year than they did last year. Members
opposite are a disgrace.
I want to make it clear that acquired brain injury people are currently looked after
by the Health Department. I have now reached agreement with the Minister for
Health to take over responsibility for those young people. All the resources
required will be transferred from the Health Department and do not appear in
these figures; this is new money for new services.
Dr Watson: That is the first new money given.
Mr MINSON: I thank the member for that dorothy dixer, because I refer back to
my previous answer and point out that of the $1 lm provided for new services for
the disabled in the past six years, $9m was provided by this Government. In the
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last three years of the previous Government, since the Leader of the Opposition
camne into Parliament, $2 million was allocated by members opposite. I do not
know how the member has the bide to come in here and make these allegations. I
do not know about the $200 000 that was spent in my electorate. Would the
member be good enough to give me the details and tell me whether it should not
have been spent?

BUNBURY - HEAVY HAULAGE TRAFFIC, GLEN IRIS CORRIDOR
DEVELOPMENT

286. A& OSBORNE to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) Is the Minister aware that heavy haulage vehicle movements into the Port

of Bunbury are projected to reach 90 000 a year when the Beenup and
Jangardup mining projects come into full production?

(2) What can the Mlinister do to support the construction of the road
component of the Glen Iris access corridor to the Bunbury inner harbour
so that this huge traffic increase is not routed through the city of Bunbury?

Mr COWAN replied:
(1)-(2) I am aware of the proposed heavy haulage traffic to the city of Bunbury to

get to the outer harbour. A number of things have occurred in an attempt
to reroute the traffic through the Glen Iris corridor, not the least being that
last week we did a quick tour through part of the south west with the then
Deputy Prime Minister and his heir apparent.

Mr Court: Who is the heir apparent?
Mr COWAN: He is the member for Swan; however, those opposite hope that he

is the potential member for Brand for the next election. Some people on
this side of the House might take some exception to that and try to prevent
it from happening. However, that is not the issue at stake.
This issue deals with the Glen Iris corridor and what has been done to get
the heavy haulage traffic routed through that corridor. As I was saying,
we met the Deputy Prime Minister and his successor last week. At a
meeting last Thursday I indicated to the then Deputy Prime Minister, who
is still the Minister for Regional Development and Housing and the
federal Minister responsible for the Better Cities program, that the South
West Development Commission was preparing a submission to go to the
Minister for Planning, who is the state Minister responsible for the Better
Cities program, to see whether we could get an inclusion of funding for
that corridor under the Better Cities program No 2. In addition, the South
West Development Commission, the Main Roads Department and the
Bunbury Port Authority are working together to produce a study that very
much indicates the need for the corridor to be developed and accelerated
so that trucks can be rerouted through it.
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