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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers. 
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25 

THE PRESIDENT: Since the House last sat I have received this leUer and a card from Mrs Joan Tonkin. 
The letter is addressed to me as President and reads -

Dear Mr President, 

Thank you for your letter of 10 November advising of the resolution carried at a meeting of the 
Legislative Council on 24 October 1995 concerning John's death on 20 October. 

I very much appreciate your gesture and the comments of all who spoke in support of the 
resolution. 

If I may be permiued to do so I would like to correct one point made by the Hon George Cash -
page 2 paragraph 4 line 3. 

It was my request the funeral cortege be permitted to pass Parliament House before proceeding to 
the Fremantle Cemetery. It may have been a typographical error but I believe it ought to be 
amended for the official record. 

I take this opportunity to acknowledge the gesture of staff members who stood on the steps as a 
mark of respect when the Funeral Cortege stopped at Parliament House. I believe John would 
have been pleased. 

Thank you also for your personal sympathy. I have been deeply touched by the enormous number 
of expressions of respect for John. 

Sincerely, 

Joan Tonkin 

There is a little card with it 

Televising 0/ Parliament Guidelines 

THE PRESIDENT: Members are aware of the newly installed television system. At this stage only 
question time and special events, such as the Budget speech, will be televised. The Presiding Officers' 
Advisory Committee on Television has agreed certain rules and guidelines for televising. Essentially the 
rules provide that -

1. Program material shall be used only for the purposes of fair and accurate reports of 
proceedings, and shall not be used for: 

(i) political party advertising or election campaigns; 

(ii) satire, ridicule or denigration; or 

(iii) commercial sponsorships or commercial advertising. 

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

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 Remarks which are subsequently withdrawn may be rebroadcast only if the withdrawal is 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

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

For the information of members I table a copy of those rules and the guidelines. 

[See paper No 167.] 

Hansard Weekly and Bound Volumes Published in A4 Size 

THE PRESIDENT: I advise members that from this year the Hansard weekly and final bound volumes 
will be published in A4 paper size similar to the daily Hansard. This will provide a reduction of 
approximately 30 per cent in printing costs. 
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PETITION • GAZETTED RESERVATION ON CANNING HIGHWAY EAST 
FREMANTLE PROPOSAL, REVIEW 

Hon J.A. Scott presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 637 persons ~ 

To the Honourable the President and members of the Legislative Council in Parliament 
assembled. 

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia are opposed to the proposal to gazette a 
widened road reserve on Canning Highway in East Fremantle. We believe such a change would 
have a major adverse impact upon the Town of East Fremantle, seriously disrupt the lives of many 
residents and cause the immediate or eventual destruction of a number of historic homes, 
businesses and public buildings. 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that the Legislative Council will review the proposal to 
provide a gazetted reservation along the existing Canning Highway alignment in the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme to complete the regional road network, and we ask that: 

(i) no new reservation be gazetted, or if it is gazetted in a Metropolitan Region Scheme 
amendment, that amendment be amended or be disallowed; 

(ii) the existing reservation be deleted from the Metropolitan Region Scheme; 

(iii) alternative methods of improving road safety that do not require more road space, and 
which include considerable community consultation, be examined; and 

(iv) this and future planning takes into account the divisive social effects of highways on 
communities, and gives precedence to accessibility over mobility. 

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

[See paper No 168.] 

MOTION • URGENCY 

McCabe Street Site; Management of Highly Polluted Areas Policy 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): I wish to share with members the contents of a letter dated 
19 March 1996 which I received today. 

Dear Mr President 

At today's sitting, it is my intention to move under SO 72 that the House, at its rising adjourn until 
9.00 am on 25 December 1996 for the purpose of discussing the government's policy on the 
management of highly polluted areas and in particular the McCabe Street site and its effect on 
Minim Cove and the Swan River. 

Yours sincerely 

Sam Piantadosi 
Member for North Metropolitan Region 

In order for this matter to be discussed, it will be necessary for at least four members to indicate their 
support by rising in their places. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [3.49 pm]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25 December. 

It is heartening to see that a member opposite rose in support of the motion, which leads me to believe that 
we may be able to convert members opposite into people prepared to right a wrong. My concern is not 
only about what has been happening recently in relation to McCabe Street, but also about toxic waste 
dumping generally. This is not my fIrst experience with toxic waste dumping. I have, on several 
occasions, discussed this issue with the Minister for the Environment In fact, when I fIrst raised the issue 
of toxic and liquid waste dumping, it involved dumping in the Minister's own electorate of East 
Metropolitan Region. That was the Shire of Swan's liquid waste dump, which was next to the Gnangara 
mound. The Opposition waged a bitter campaign at the time, and it was told by the Court Government that 
it was scaremongering and that there would be no contamination of the ground water system, yet three 
months after we raised that matter, the Government closed several bores in that area because they were 
contaminated. We now see history being repeated. Last year, undertakings were given by both Hon Peter 
Foss, the Minister for the Environment, and Mr Minson, the Minister representing the Minister for the 
Environment in the other place, that there would be no contamination of the Swan River, yet an article in 
The West Australian of 13 March states that-

Analysis of groundwater, sediment and mussel samples from the foreshore - collected by the 
commission in December and January - show heavy metal concentrations thousands of times 
above acceptable levels. 

Hon Peter Foss: Are you suggesting that contamination is coming from the containment cell? 
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Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Hon Peter Foss will have the opportunity to have his say. I observed a number 
of people outside this place today who live in that area and who want some answers from the Minister, but 
the Minister was not very forthcoming. I urge the Minister to listen and hopefully clarify some of these 
issues later. I asked the Minister for the Environment whether the Health Department had given its 
approval for this waste dump, and I was told that a report from the Health Department would not be 
released until the Minister had made his decision about the site. 

Another matter that the Minister for the Environment, or perhaps the Minister for Lands, may be able to 
clarify is who will be responsible for the cost of cleaning up the site. The Minister for Lands stated in 
November that at that stage the Government had not calculated whatproportion of the clean up costs would 
be paid by each of the partners. I understand that LandCorp will contribute 97 per cent of the clean up 
costs and that its partner, Octennial Holdings Pty Ltd, which stands to make $6m from this project, will 
contribute 3 per cent. Surely if Octennial Holdings, which I understand is a $2 shelf company, will have a 
share of the spoils of this project, it should also have a share of the cost of cleaning up the site. Octennial's 
contribution should be at least 50 per cent. 

Mr Minson gave a guarantee that there would be monitoring of the ground water and that there would be no 
leaching into the ground water. Hon Peter Foss gave an assurance that the limestone foundation would 
provide protection against leaching. The Minister for the Environment should listen on occasions rather 
than try to talk over people. The Minister has had some experience in this area as the former Minister for 
Water Resources, and he should know that leaching does occur through limestone. There is no better 
example than the Nullarbor Plain, which has a limestone foundation through which materials have leached 
for thousands of years, yet this Johnny-come-lately, the Minister for the Environment, has told us that it 
will not occur in this case. All of the utterances of the Minister in this regard are incorrect. 

The Minister for the Environment said in response to a question asked by Hon Jim Scott that -

If the site is not posing a risk to human health or the environment in its undeveloped state, the 
person or persons carrying out the development would be responsible for ensuring that the site is 
fit for residential development. 

I take it that means that both parties will be equally responsible. The response continues -

Liability would not be "assigned" to the polluter ... 

The polluter would be the previous occupant of the site. The most disturbing part of the response is that 
the Minister said -

This situation is an example of where market forces, as opposed to regulation, would drive a clean 
up. 

In other words, profit would drive the clean up. It is the role of the Minister for the Environment to ensure 
that this kind of dumping does not occur. We have allieamt from the bitter experience of Bellevue, which 
we have discussed in the past. We have also discussed the disturbing fact that the Government does not 
have available to it a list of all the contaminated sites in Western Australia. When I asked the Minister 
about this, I was directed to the private consultant who had carried out the survey. We have a situation 
where lives could be at risk and pollution could be widespread, but we are not sure where those 
contaminated sites are now or where they were in the past. I am sure that if I asked the Minister that 
question again now, four months later, I would get the same response that I received originally. That 
explains clearly why the Minister is reluctant to make a decision about this matter. 

I have in my hand some of the contaminated material from that site. I was tempted to throw it at the 
Minister so that he could handle the material, because other people who live on the site have to be exposed 
to the dust that is there. Would you allow me, Mr President, to pass some of this material to the Minister to 
see his reaction? 

Hon George Cash: In or out of the bag? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I could accommodate both; but I know my preferred option! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! When I call order the member should stop speaking. If he wants to pass 
something to the Minister, an attendant will assist him to do that. 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is not quite what I intended. However, one of the attendants may show 
this sample to Hon Peter Foss. I urge him to open it and handle the material. Obviously he does not want 
to do that Hon Peter Foss, as a previous Minister for Health and the present Minister for the 
Environment -

Hon J.A. Cowdell: Is he keeping it as far away as possible? 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: His approach is the same as his decision making: He is keeping it at arm's 
length. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: What is the chemical analysis? 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: I will give that to Hon Bruce Donaldson later; I do not have sufficient time to 
do that during this urgency motion. However, during the Address-in-Reply I will give him the full details. 
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The Minister has much to answer for. The people living within the vicinity of that toxic waste disposal site 
need answers and decisions. The Minister is able to make those decisions. Even Health Department 
people have stated that they cannot release an important document to the public which concerns public risk. 
That is attributable to this Minister's not making a decision about the expansion of the pit. 

Hon Peter Foss: I made it -

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: The Minister can speak later. In response to a question I asked, the Minister 
gave an assurance that no more contaminated soil would be dumped onto that site. Yet we now find that 
soil taken from the foreshore will be put into that cell. What are the people who live nearby to think of the 
Minister's assurances? His procrastination is delaying a health report Assurances were given that leakage 
had not occurred into the Swan River. Although I acknowledge that the situation has been a problem for 
some time, the Minister must understand that the surrounding area has a limestone base in which leaching 
can occur. If he were to consult some of his colleagues he would find that the limestone protection he is 
putting in place will not solve the problem. In fact, in the long term it will compound the problem because 
of its concentration in one area and this will have wide ramifications. 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [4.03 pm]: I am sure anyone 
who wished to hear an intelligent debate about Minim Cove would be disappointed by the speech just 
delivered by Hon Sam Piantadosi. He has shown his total ignorance of the problem there. Unfortunately, 
rather than argue against some of the points raised by the residents I will have to explain what is the 
situation. 

The limestone cell is not my proposal and I am not doing anything. My job as Minister for the 
Environment is to administer the Environmental Protection Act. I do that in accordance with the law, not 
in accordance with whim or public fancy. People concerned about the environment seem to think that the 
Minister for the Environment is some sort of Caesar who can make decisions on a whim and who is not 
bound by technical evidence, advice he receives or the reality of the matter. I take my responsibility 
seriously and I take the advice of Crown Law, the Environmental Protection Authority and the experts. 

We are talking about a containment cell. For up to 85 years toxic waste has been on the land, the 
embankment and the foreshore at McCabe Street. Two quite distinct areas are involved. One is the subject 
of this proposal which does not include the embankment land. Land next door has a similar pollution 
problem. Pollution that has been detected leaching into the river is not from the containment cell. I do not 
give assurances. I pass on relevant technical evidence to people. Technical evidence indicates that leakage 
will not occur from this containment cell. It is quite definitely a distinct improvement on the situation of 
the past 85 years. The proponent is now containing it. The toxic waste could be left the way it is and the 
situation would be considerably worse. 

The only argument is whether that toxic waste, as part of a clean-up, should be taken off site as opposed to 
being contained on site. There are very good arguments for saying we should take it off site. In an ideal 
world and if such a site were immediately available - many efforts have been made to find one - that is 
what would occur. However, no such site is available. In an ideal world from an environmental point of 
view no development would take place anywhere - not even the smallest housing block would be allowed 
to be cleared. The best thing that could happen in an ideal world for this environment and for the benefit of 
Australia would be for all Europeans to leave the country immediately. Unfortunately that cannot happen. 
People live in Australia and we must face the realities of what will and will not happen. That toxic waste 
exists and the proponent is doing something about cleaning it up. The recommendation is to contain it in a 
limestone cell. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected. 

Hon PETER FOSS: Hon Sam Piantadosi is the expert! The good thing about me is that I do not profess to 
know everything. I take advice. Two lots of scientific advice were given. The second lot of scientific 
advice came from some of the most esteemed scientists around - members of the Australian Academy of 
Science. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Do they say limestone does not leach? 

Hon PETER FOSS: Hon Sam Piantadosi knows so little; he does not know what they said. They said that, 
based on the available soil sample results, the committee considers that there is a low potential for 
chemical reactions producing large volumes of leachate contaminated with metals to occur. The committee 
noted that this analysis was not consistent with some of the ground water results from the site. The 
committee therefore considered that the cap was an important element in the control and dispersion of 
moisture through the pit. It is the percolation of moisture through the water -

Hon Sam Piantadosi: I have it here. 

Hon PETER FOSS: The member should read it. A long term result of the containment cell depends on the 
integrity of the cap. The committee is saying that in a real world that would be a solution. I know, and Mr 
Piantadosi knows, that if the ultimate ideal were followed on every occasion none of us would be here. 
Hon Tom Helm would not be here representing the mining and pastoral area because mining in his area 
would not be allowed. We must take appropriate advice and create an appropriate balance. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected. 
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Hon PETER FOSS: Mr Piantadosi seems to have the extraordinary attitude that this toxic site suddenly 
appeared when we permitted this containment cell. The cell is an improvement It is a containment of 
what has existed for 85 years; it is a remedy. It is not a new dump site. One of the problems the proponent 
had when looking for a site was that no matter where else that contaminated waste might be taken, it would 
still be contaminated waste. It would not vanish. It may be taken to somewhere in the country or 
somewhere near Perth, but it will still be contaminated waste. I accept there may well be better places to 
put it and, as a Government, we are looking for better places. However, it takes time to find the 
appropriate site, to do all the scientific checks and to get environmental approval - and we are doing that 
In the meantime, we have a situation on this site which needs to be dealt with, and I, as the Minister, have 
the obligation to make that decision. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! While the Minister is pausing to take a drink of water, I will tell him 
something: If he stands in front of his microphone, people who may be listening in their offices will be 
able to hear him. I have just had a complaint that nobody can hear the Minister. 

Hon PETER FOSS: Another furphy is being put forward in the form of a statement by the opposition 
spokesman on the environment about the powers of the Minister for the Environment to change his mind 
after a decision has been made. I will be raising with the Leader of the Opposition and with some of those 
opposite, who have concern for the mining and pastoral areas, this advice from Crown Law: In the same 
way as when planning approval has been given. the Minister for the Environment is functus officio once a 
decision has been made. If that were not the case it would be of considerable concern to those persons 
investing in this country. It would mean, for instance, if an investor had an interest in the North West Shelf 
and applied to the Government for environmental approval for a project which was granted and the investor 
then went ahead and expended several billion dollars in developing the project, the Minister for the 
Environment could then come along and say, "I have changed my mind; a couple of people have 
demonstrated outside my office and I am very concerned that they are worried about what I am doing so I 
will now change my mind." 

The advice I have from Crown Law - I hope it is correct and that members opposite who support 
development of this country agree with this advice - is that once a Minister has made a decision, that is it 
It then becomes a sovereign risk if that Minister can change his mind, just like Caesar, and make a different 
decision. That is a furphy that is being pushed around, and I am very concerned about it. Although broad 
statements are being made about a place that already has contamination, we are disposing of waste and 
improving the way in which it is being contained. I am very concerned that the opposition spokesman, 
who should act responsibly about these areas of contamination, is making what I regard as absolutely 
irresponsible remarks which could have serious ramifications. 

I have tried to keep my comments relatively quiet but if all of the major investors in this State - there is 
$50b of potential investment in this State over the next 10 years - understood that to be the interpretation 
that will be put by a Minister under a Labor Government, one which has never been taken by a previous 
Labor Government, they would have serious concerns about investing. I will certainly be taking that up. 

We do have a policy about contamination. This contamination has been in this State for many years and 
we have started the process of contaminated sites legislation. When that is in place, we will have a regime 
under which we can deal with it. It is a very large problem and it will be a very costly problem because a 
large number of the sites with which we are dealing are awkward sites and will end up in the hands of 
government; but at least we are tackling the problem. 

We will not solve it overnight. We will not find out where all the sites are located overnight. I quite accept 
that members would not get from me a list of all the contaminated sites because I do not know them. Part 
of the process of new contaminated sites legislation will help with the identification of them, but it will not 
happen overnight. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: How long have you been Minister? 

Hon PETER FOSS: Hon Sam Piantadosi has so little understanding of the problem that he does not 
understand how the process will take place. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Two years. 

Hon N.F. Moore: You were here for 10. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: It's your responsibility. 

Hon PETER FOSS: Why does Hon Sam Piantadosi not read the discussion paper on the contaminated sites 
legislation? He would find it very informative. He stands up in this place and in half a second illustrates 
~t he knows nothing about Minim Cove. People who are sitting in the gallery must be totally 
dlsappointed in his capacity to put forward what is happening at Minim Cove. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: We question your ability. 

Ho~ PETER FOSS: I have to explain the objections about Minim Cove, not him. He is incapable of 
puttl~g them forward. He has not read the discussion paper on the contaminated sites legislation; he knows 
nothtng about it. If he bothered to do some homework on this matter, he would come up with a useful 
argument. 

HON B.K. DONALDSON (Agricultural) [4.14 pm]: I learned of this debate shortly before Parliament 
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started otherwise I could have prepared quite a bit of infonnation for the House. In 1992 Octennial 
Holdings Pty Ltd approached the Shire of Williams for approval to take contaminated soil to a site near the 
town. Quite an emotive debate took place within the Williams community. The people in and around 
Williams decided that they did not want the soil. That decision was not based on fact, but on fiction. A 
chemical analysis of the soil was done, and I will come to that in a moment The councillors of the Shire of 
Koorda decided to approach Octennial Holdings. Michael Hodgson, with whom I went to school and who 
had a company called Jimwa, and the rest of the members of the council took a responsible attitude towards 
this proposal. Not only did we have soil analysis tests done but also we sought advice from independent 
industrial chemists and chemists at CSBP & Farmers Ltd. We asked them to look at the composition of the 
soil that we planned to bring to a site near Koorda, just short of a salt lake which provided an excellent clay 
area for use as a containment pit We compared the soil analysis and the chemical analysis of,some of the 
phosphate, the fertiliser, used on the surrounding properties. We found the harmful components in the 
contaminated soil were less than those found in the fertiliser which was being applied to the soil. 

Hon Kim Chance: And significantly less radioactive as well. 

Hon Peter Foss: Some of those contaminations are unusual. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: We then called a community meeting. We kept quiet the fact that the 
community would gain between $350 000 and $400 000 net. As a council, we decided we would put that 
money into facilities within the community. Having visited the site, over 80 per cent of the people in 
Koorda agreed that this proposal should go ahead. The meeting was at the site and the community looked 
at the containment pits. We also talked to people who were experts in dams. There was a guy from 
Mukinbudin, but I cannot remember his name. 

Hon Kim Chance: Sorgiovanni. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Yes, Joe Sorgiovanni. He was very good. Everybody respected his comments 
about where the containment pit was to be located. Not only were we doing the residential area in Perth a 
favour, but also our decision represented a monetary gain. We sensibly had gone down the path of 
satisfying ourselves and ensuring that there would be no risk to the citizens of Koorda. 

A number of people at that meeting became highly emotive about the proposal and expressed their feelings 
very strongly. Although the meeting voted overwhelmingly to continue with the project, the council made 
the decision not to continue with this process - threats were going to the shire president's wife and to the 
town clerk - because it was dividing the community and creating much bitterness. We felt it was just not 
worth it. 

We then had to advise Octennial Holdings that we would not proceed. I was pretty disappointed because I 
could see an opportunity to remove the contaminated soil completely, to get it out of the way, and to allow 
the development to take place. 

Hon Peter Foss: Unfortunately Nimby is a very strong emotion. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: At that time I was very disappointed, and I know many others were, too. It was 
enough for me and another 10 or 11 farmers to offer our properties for this purpose. I have a heavy land 
property and a light land property. Having spoken to CSBP & Farmers, I ascertained that a covering of 
three inches of this material across some of the light mallee soil would provide a pretty cheap mineral 
source and would be beneficial to the land. 

In relation to the cartage of the soil from Perth, wash down facilities were to be provided. When the truck 
left the site all of the body and the undercarriage was washed down so that no undetected contaminated soil 
would leave the McCabe Street site. Having dumped the soil, which was properly tarpaulined on the way 
down, in Koorda wash down facilities were provided for the trucks before they left the property. The 
farmer who owned the land had satisfied himself that there was no danger to his family. He was 
20 kilometres away from the townsite of Koorda and he believed his property was not adversely influenced 
by prevailing winds. We knew that, given the seepage rate, the contamination would take about 100 years 
to get to the salt lake. The composition of the minerals and the salt, even if it got there as a result of some 
unanticipated leakage, would minimise that risk. Because of the divisive nature of the debate in the 
community we decided we had better not put our hands up and we had to tell Octennial Holdings that it 
could not go ahead. I would have welcomed having the soil on my property. 

Hon J.A. Cowdell: We can send it there. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I would be happy to take it today. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Do you want some now? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: There is no problem. If the member had that soil tested he would find that the 
heavy metals being put into the ground by way of ordinary fertilisers produce far greater problems. 

Hon Kim Chance: Would you welcome it on your property in Perth? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: It would not worry me. If I had enough land in Perth I would welcome it. 
However, it is a bit hard to fit it onto 1 150 square metres to a depth of three inches. It is sad that we had 
people at Dowerin, Goomalling and Northam putting pressure on the people of Koorda because they were 
concerned about possible contamination as the trucks were travelling through their towns. It was an 
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incredible situation and it was not based on fact. However, one must respect the right of people to criticise 
and to be concerned. If those people had studied the available information I am sure they would have taken 
a different view and this problem would not exist today at McCabe Street if this had been allowed to 
happen in 1992. 

HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.23 pm]: I am very pleased that Hon Bruce Donaldson's 
property is not on the banks of the Swan River because it might cause a few problems to a number of 
people. The Minister for the Environment said during his speech that as the Minister responsible for the 
Environmental Protection Authority he was not able to reverse decisions. I distinctly remember last year a 
decision to assess the Burrup Peninsula proposal being set at the public environmental review level. That 
was withdrawn due to pressure from the Department of Resources Development 

Hon Peter Foss: That was a Supreme Court decision and a slightly different situation. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: Who took it to the Supreme Court? 

Hon Peter Foss: It was not us. The Supreme Court held that it was not a proposal. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: It was the Government. It was an appalling decision and very badly based. The 
Minister also said that this is about toxic waste staying on site. In fact, it is not staying on site. The area 
next to the river, where there will be a nice housing development and people will make lots of money, will 
have the toxic waste removed and it will be put at a non-toxic site, which is totally against the principles 
that the Minister's department espouses. 

Hon Peter Foss: Where do you suggest we put it? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: The Maunsell report, which was an early report, recommended that the site not be 
developed. The Minister will have to agree that that is the case. LandCorp, which is taking the waste onto 
its site, loses quite a large area of land in the process. That loss of value is a cost to the State. I have 
looked through all the information in front of me and it appears that if anything goes wrong with the site 
the S tate will pay to clean up the mess. 

One of the most important issues that we must consider is what will happen to this area in the future if the 
waste does escape or if something goes wrong. Many experts - and the Minister has quoted experts - have 
said that this will not work. Harry Hofsteader from Murdoch University said the limestone at the bottom of 
the trench is capable of taking up 0.5 per cent of that material. He has some expertise in the area and he 
supplied all his calculations. Dr Kaeshagen, another scientist, was also critical of the proposal. I will read 
a letter from the News Chronicle from Dr Graham Chittleborough, which states -

Time after time, waste disposal plans "guaranteed" to be safe have failed. 

As a long-term bureaucrat with first hand experience of these many failures, Peter Brown-Cooper 
could cite more examples than I. 

To take one case in point - the caustic red mud disposal by Alcoa. 

At the time the department approved the clay-lined sites for taking this waste, we were 
emphatically assured none would leak through the groundwater. 

And, in the extremely remote possibility that a little might escape, monitoring bores would detect 
it so action could be taken. 

Within a few years, the fIrst caustic red mud lake was leaking badly. 

Sure, the monitoring plan tracked the problem, but could anything effective be done at that stage? 

Back-pumping proved to be only a token gesture. 

A little later on the nickel refInery at K winana needed to dispose of ammonial waste, so it was to 
be pondered at Baldivis. 

This time, heavy duty plastic sheeting was laid before the clay lining was put in place. 

This was absolutely guaranteed, the department assured a trusting public. 

Very soon, that too, failed miserably. 

One could go on citing many more examples, but the point is clear. 

Now Peter Brown-Cooper assures us the plan for coping with toxic waste on CSBP's old site -
presently being bulldozed through - is perfectly safe. 

Further, he states, monitoring bores will be drilled so that "action will be taken before any 
problem arises" should contaminants escape. 

Specifically what action does he plan if and when contaminants pass through the groundwater into 
the S wan estuary? 

We've heard it all before. 

Hon Peter Foss: It is actually there now. It seems to have escaped the member that the stuff has been there 
for 85 years. 
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Hon J.A. SCOTT: It has not escaped me at all. We know that this large amount has now been moved to a 
new site, put in a limestone pit -

Hon Peter Foss: It is not a new site. How do you define a new sile? 

Hon J .A. SCOTT: A new site is an uncontaminated area and this one is now receiving contaminated wasle. 

Hon Peter Foss: It is all one sileo 

Hon J .A. SCOTT: It does not appear to me to be one site. I have been there and I have noted the 
movement from one to the other. I have been there to look at it and I note that the Minister does not like to 
do that. 

I read the paper to which the Minister referred on toxic waste and it appears to me that if the developer is 
insolvent, if anything goes wrong on a site, if some children visit the backyard of one of these households 
and if Dr Hofsteader is right and hydrogen cyanide gas is produced and those children die, the person who 
buys the house is responsible; that is the situation according to the draft the Minister has put together. 

Who is the developer? On the one hand it is LandCorp and on the other hand it is Octennial Holdings - a 
$2 off the shelf company. Many people are doubtful about the people behind that company and suspect 
that they are the people who developed the adjacent property. That development failed and the people 
involved were bankrupted. 

[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.] 

STANDING COMMITTEES • REAPPOINTMENT 

On motion without notice by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved-

That the members, as they were in the previous session, be reappointed to the following standing 
committees -

(1) The Standing Orders, House, Library and Printing Committees. 

(2) The Standing Committees on Legislation, Estimates and Financial Operations, and 
Constitutional Affairs and Statutes Revision. 

(3) The Standing Committee on Government Agencies. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE WESTERN AUSTRALIA POLICE 
SERVICE • APPOINTMENT 

On mOlion without notice by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved

That-

(a) a Select Committee on the Western Australia Police Service be appointed with the same 
terms of reference and membership as that of a select committee appointed in the 
previous session; 

(b) the select committee have access to all documents, evidence and other material 
possessed, obtained or controlled by the previous select committee; and 

(c) the committee report not later than 28 November 1996. 

LAPSED BILLS • RESTORATION TO NOTICE PAPER 

On motion without notice by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved-

That the following Bills be restored to the Legislative Council Notice Paper and thereafter dealt 
with at the stage each had reached in the previous session -

(a) Reserves Bill; 

(b) Industrial Legislation Amendment Bill (No 2); and 

(c) Transfer of Land Amendment Bill. 

LAPSED BILLS • RESTORATION TO NOTICE PAPER 

Message to the Legislative Assembly 

On motion without notice by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved -

That a message be sent to the Legislative Assembly requesting that consideration of the following 
Bills be resumed at the stage they had reached in the previous session -

(a) Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Bill; and 

(b) Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission Amendment and Repeal Bill. 
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HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [4.33 pm]: On behalf of the 
Opposition I have pleasure in commencing its remarks in response to the speech that His Excellency the 
Governor delivered in this House last Thursday. Members may recall two things that occurred last 
Thursday. Firstly, the Government took the opportunity to outline its legislative program for this year. 
Secondly, the first question I asked in questions without notice was about a seven year old boy named Asha 
Burg who, for the first seven weeks of this year, has been unable to attend primary school. I do not 
propose to occupy the time of this House for a protracted period, but I intend to place the responsibility for 
the lack of this child's education on the shoulders of government members. 

I and others who are concerned about the future of this young boy have tried to persuade the Minister for 
Education and the Education Department to review the decisions which have been made concerning this 
child and to make sure he can go to school and be supported in his schooling by the appropriate resources 
of this State. I have invited the parents of Asha Burg to be in the Public Gallery today, which will give 
members opposite the opportunity to explain the government's policy which excludes this couple's seven 
year old child from obtaining an education and which blatantly discriminates against a handicapped child. 
I know that many members opposite have considerable empathy with parents of handicapped children and I 
understand that, but they are government members. I have reached the point where there is nothing left for 
me to do other than to plead with members opposite that it is now their responsibility in 1996 to go to the 
Minister for Education, as I did in 1995, to secure an appropriate resource for this child. If members 
opposite think for one second that I am not totally outraged, annoyed and disgusted with the Minister for 
Education's attitude they are wrong. I will make some concession for the Minister because he is new to the 
position of Minister for Education and does not understand the ramifications of what he is doing. The 
bandling of this issue by the central offIce of the Education Department has been abominable. It is 
administering discrimination at its worst I implore members opposite to take the opportunity to talk to 
Asha's parents about the plight in which they find themselves. I have two children and when I get up in the 
mornings, particularly after I have dealt with a number of children who have disabilities and have had to 
fight for their rights in the education system, I thank God they do not have to face these handicaps. They 
have enough handicaps to face without this sort of burdensome discrimination which is being forced upon 
children like Asha by an insensitive and intolerant bureaucracy. 

I intend to go through the chronological order of events of this case over the last two years to highlight the 
insensitivity that has been obvious. Having made harsh remarks about the central bureaucracy and the 
Minister, I advise the House that the principal, teachers and psychologists of this little boy support the need 
for him to be mainstreamed into a normal school. I support them. I know about the pressure the Education 
Department has placed upon them to not comment on this issue. I have seen the reports which support this 
child's integration into mainstream education. I have also read their comments supporting appropriate aide 
time. 

I will highlight to this House some of the hurdles this young boy and his parents have to face daily. They 
could not be here last Thursday to listen to the Governor's speech because they had to carry out the daily 
routine with Asha. I will describe some of the hurdles they face so that members will understand what 
daily routine means for these parents and this child. Asha suffers from cerebral palsy, epilepsy, a hearing 
impairment, attention deficit disorder and immune deficiencies which require transfusions every three 
weeks; on occasions he can stop breathing. 

The medical term for that condition eludes me at this moment I do not need to be any more graphic or 
technical than that. With those sorts of handicaps, halfway through last year this young boy was 
main streamed into an ordinary primary school. He succeeded in completing year 1. The professionals 
wanted this child to continue at their school. What did the Education Department do? It provided 0.2 aide 
time - that was reduced from 0.6 - when the school had asked for 0.8. That decision was made without the 
slightest consultation with Asha's parents. The Education Department, through one of its placement 
committees, decided that this young boy, who had successfully completed year 1, should go back to a 
satellite class in a special school predominantly comprised of autistic children. As I develop this speech I 
will go through what that will mean to this child's development, and what it meant last year when he was 
placed in the special school. That placement was in spite of the parents' request not to place him there and 
in spite of his being offered a place, first of alI, in an education support centre attached to a primary school 
where he was to be mainstreamed. 

I will highlight in chronological order the sorts of hurdles that Asha's parents had to overcome. In 
November 1994 his parents had three meetings with the principal of South BaIIajura education support 
centre. The principal was given a psychologist report from Princess Margaret Hospital. The medical 
reports were released to the school and the child's medical needs were discussed with the school. On 
12 December 1994 the principal of the education support centre accepted Asha into that school. He was 
enrolled and his parents were given the appropriate book list. On 31 January 1995, the first day of school, 
Asha arrived at the school to be told that in spite of his placement, no teacher aide time was available, 
no-one was qualified to perform cardiopulmonary resuscitation - that was in spite of the medical records 
showing that as a necessity - and there was no wheelchair access. Asha was then sent to Burbridge School. 
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He was enrolled at Burbridge special school on a temporary basis. He required medical supervision and he 
was eventually given therapy and taken into the classes at Burbridge. I do not know whether any members 
have visited Burbridge special school; however, the difference between this young boy and the children at 
Burbridge is significant. Asha is at best mildly intellectually disabled, while Burbridge students are 
significantly intellectually and physically disabled children. Asha's IQ is probably 90 while the other 
children would have IQs of 40. 

This little boy required appropriate socialisation and education. Can members imagine the socialisation 
that this child experienced at Burbridge? His verbal skills deteriorated and his toilet training regressed 
because he mimicked those children whom he was around. What a spectacular placement decision by the 
Education Department! Nobody could say they were not advised of the stupidity of this placement, 
because I told them that they were out of their minds. They did not have to heed me, because the 
psychologists involved in this child's development and monitoring that development told them the same 
thing. It took four months to change that decision and transfer him to the school next door where he was 
mainstreamed while receiving his therapy at Burbridge. I concede that was an appropriate placement 
However, it took four months of bureaucratic indecision and incompetence to get to that point. I ask 
members opposite, and I will keep asking, how they justify that incompetent decision to the parents? It 
does not stop there. All the way along in this process Asha's parents have had to fight to get their child an 
appropriate education. They used every legitimate means at their disposal. They used the Opposition, 
because the Government did not listen to the compassion of the argument, or the logic of the professionals 
in the field. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Did they approach the Government? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I approached the then Minister for Education on a number of occasions, as did 
others. Asha was mainstreamed into Koondoola Primary School with the assistance of 0.6 of an aide. He 
successfully completed year 1 academically - that is in spite of starting late and every three weeks having 
to spend two days in hospital - and the school requested 0.8 of an aide for the continuation of his 
mainstreaming at the school. The principal and the teachers at the school, the district superintendent and 
the guidance officer want Asha to continue at Koondoola Primary School. However, the district committee 
which allocates aide time decided that Asha should receive 0.2 aide time. That translates to only lunch 
time and recess time being supervised. For the rest of the time Asha must remain within a normal 
classroom where the teacher exercises the duty of care to him should he stop breathing. How does the 
teacher, with 30 other children, have the time to supervise him for every second? 

Worse than that, of course, is the decision to send him back to Burbridge, to a satellite class with autistic 
children. One great problem for autistic children is verbal ising - talking. I have explained to members 
opposite that Asha needs appropriate socialisation so he can talk properly, and members should not forget 
his hearing impediment. He needs children with whom he can talk clearly and socialise to be an average 
little boy. In some moment of madness this bureaucracy, which did not consult the parents or tell them 
about this meeting, decided that Asha should go to such a class. One could not imagine a more 
inappropriate placement. 

The other issue is that the parents have an expectation, after their son passed year 1 - for which they are 
grateful and appreciative - that their son will continue on to year 2 with the friends that he made in the past 
six months, and that he will have opportunities that should be guaranteed to him by our community. Those 
opportunities were removed arbitrarily without the slightest discussion and in spite of the advice of those 
who have hands on experience with this child. 

This absolutely amateurish rubbish does not end there. It gets worse! At the beginning of the year the 
parents tried to obtain appropriate aide time for their child; they tried to get the department to realise it was 
an inappropriate placement The parents know that they must consult with the head office of the Education 
Department. They rang the department and were told basically that the bureaucrats at head office would 
not discuss the matter. After all, they are only the parents of the child! I understand that the first 
correspondence received from head office arrived in the middle of last week, prompted by a television 
interview that I had with the parents that day. This was seven weeks into the term. It was seven weeks of 
lost education. It appears that the department was playing a devious game. It advised the media that it 
would rectify the situation and that a letter would be sent out that afternoon. The letter arrived informing 
the parents that there would be no change. 

I understand that some offers were made at the district level regarding Asha. I understand there is an 
o~~rtunity for perhaps 0.3 aide time. I understand that the department even offered an option for home 
tWll:0n for this liUle boy. Asha does not require home tuition. He requires to be placed in a normal 
enVIronment with other children of his age. He does not require 0.3 aide time just because it is a nice thing 
to do! He requires 0.6 or 0.8 aide time because he has a hearing impediment and needs his motor skills to 
be refined and improved. He needs to be monitored by someone who can administer CPR in the event that 
he stops breathing. It has not happened at school but this safeguard is necessary. The proposition offered 
by the department at the local level did not satisfy the needs of this child. They are not needs as such; they 
~e requirements. I do not care who sits on the Treasury benches, what has happened to this child is a 
d~s~c~. I almost swore then, but I will refrain from doing that. It is a disgrace. We should not 
dithrscnmmate against children in the way we have discriminated against this child. We cannot put parents 

d
. ough the sort of trauma imposed by the bureaucracy with insensitivity and expect observers not to be 
Isgusted. 
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I turn now to the letter from the department to the parents on 14 March. The fIrst paragraph on page 2 
reads -

Although the Alexander District Education Support Management Committee recognised that 
Burbridge School was not an appropriate placement for a student with a mild intellectul disability, 
the Committee decided to place your son in the satellite class at Burbridge, since Burbridge 
Special School is the nearest facility to Dryandra School (Asha's local school) which employees a 
full-time nurse. The principal of Koondoola also agreed to accept Asha on a part-time basis if 
teacher aide support was provided. 

I emphasise the statement that the committee making the decision recognised that Burbridge was not an 
appropriate placement for a child with a mild intellectual disability. Why in God's name was he placed 
there? If the professional judgment is that this was not an appropriate placement, why put him there? Why 
not choose the option that has worked? Knowing that it is wrong, why do it? There is no answer! It is 
mind blowing stupidity! 

Hon B.M. Scott: Why not come to one of us instead of going to the department? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The member should understand that on many occasions the department has been 
approached by the parents and others. I have approaChed the Minister's office and pleaded for a resolution 
of the problem. It has not happened I have correspondence in my office, which I am happy to show 
members, in which the Minister says that he will not interfere in the process; he will allow his professionals 
at head office - because he does not agree with people at the coalface - to continue the process, but it has 
been seven weeks! There is an opportunity to rectify the problem and the indications are that the problem 
will be rectified, but it has not happened. One can only wonder what is going on. The letter from the 
Education Department dated 14 March is one of the most classic bureaucratic letters I have ever seen 
because the department tries to wriggle between the criteria for physical and intellectual disabilities that a 
child may have; it tries to say that a child is classifIed as this and is therefore not entitled to that, but 
somewhere else it says the reverse. At the end of the day we are not talking about pieces of paper; we are 
talking about an opportunity for a seven year old to go to school, to experience secure time at the school, 
and to be supported so that he can advance academically to his maximum capabilities. To be blunt, we are 
not looking for smart, gratuitous comments from a bureaucracy which tries to obfuscate its responsibilities. 
If this is the sort of bureaucracy that is allowed to run roughshod over a seven year old child, to put the 
parents of a handicapped child through sheer hell, it is high time that this matter was brought before this 
House. 

If there is a role for the Governor he should be aware, particularly given his community involvement in so 
many issues, of the complete insensitivity of a government department. It is also time for members 
opposite to take some responsibility in this matter. It is time that the Minister for Education became aware 
that this is an intolerable situation, because I concede that I do not know how many more television and 
radio interviews I must undertake, how many more newspaper reports must be made or photographs taken. 
I am running out of options. How many times must I plead with the Minister's offIce? Where do we draw 
the line and say that enough is enough? I am fed up with having to resort to political stunts to ensure that 
this child and his family achieve their rights under the law. This is discrimination. 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Education Department's treatment of this child is outrageous. The letter dated 
14 March, which was addressed to Asha's parents and signed by the acting executive director, Greg 
Robson, states that the Alexander District Education Support Management Committee had met and made 
certain decisions. The parents have told me that they were not aware of such a meeting. My understanding 
of the procedures of the Education Department in regard to such decisions is that the parents should be 
advised not only of the meeting so that they can present their views to the meeting, but also of the outcome 
of the meeting. That did not occur. That is typical of the Education Department's approach to such 
matters. 

Th~ ~etter from the department refers to correspondence in regard to this matter. I understand that the 
sohcItors representing the parents of this child have tried to obtain the correspondence in regard to the 
committee's decision, and it appears from a freedom of information request that no such correspondence as 
referred to in the letter exists; or, if it does exist, it has not come to light as a result of the FOI request. I 
fail to understand how such correspondence would be barred from an FOI request on any grounds. 

As I understand the information that has been presented to me, there are gaping holes in what the 
d~partment is saying and what it has not divulged. The way that this bureaucracy has treated this child and 
~IS parents is outrageous. It is time, not only for Asha's sake but also for the sake of any child who has an 
mtel~ectual or physical disability and who goes through our education system, that the department realised 
that It.and the Minister for Education have obligations, and that children and their parents have rights as 
prescnbed by legislation or administrative instruction. None of that seems to have had the slightest impact 
Upon the deci~ion-making processes of the Education Department of Western Australia. The department 
h~ been nothmg but obstructive and discriminatory in its attitude towards this child and also towards other 
chIldren with disabilities. I have dealt with a number of these matters as shadow Minister for Education, 
and ~>ne can bet one's bottom dollar that on every occasion the department will be as obstructive as 
~sslble. I do not know whether that is because of resource implications or the diffIculty of administering 

ese cases, because they are generally more complicated and emotional and the parents are more 
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demanding because of the spu:ial requirements of their children. I am not particularly interested in the 
reason. The reality is that the situation is a disgrace and should be rectified. It is now up to government 
members to rectify this situation. It is now up to the Government to demonstrate that it has some 
compassion for not just this child but the many other children in similar circumstances. 

In order to try to get some justice, the parents of this child have had to take their case to the Equal 
Opportunity Commission, which will take some six months to hear the case. The tactic used by the 
Education Department is to string the matter out, and then, as people get closer to going to court, to fmally 
concede so that the matter will not be heard. It is an indictment of the Education Department that it plays 
these legalistic games which are contrary to the interests of those children and parents in our society who 
already have problems to cope with. The department's farce in regard to administrative decision-making 
must cease forthwith because there is no justice in this situation. 

In conclusion, I need go no further than outline what happened to this child in the first two days of his 
education. He was initially admitted to South Ballajura Education Support Centre, I presume after an 
assessment His parents went to the expense of buying his uniform and books for that school, but the 
Education Department got it wrong totally and could have done no more damage to this child than it did, 
because he was then transferred to three different schools in two days. It is pretty traumatic for any five 
year old to go to school for the first time, but for that child to then be transferred to three schools in two 
days is an appalling record of incompetence. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I find it astounding that this child was transferred to three schools in two days. 
What does that mean? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Asha was accepted into South Ballajura Education Support Centre in December 
1994. On 31 January 1995 he and his parents went to the school, after his parents had met with the 
principal and his medical records had been released so that everyone was aware of his requirements, and he 
was told that he could attend. However, at 10.00 am on that day the principal informed the parents by 
telephone that their child could not stay at the school because there was no teacher's aide time, there was 
no-one at the school capable of administering cardiopulmonary resuscitation, and there was no wheelchair 
access. The school knew that the child was coming, it had received the medical records, and it understood 
the difficulties. The child arrived at that school at 8.30 am, and by 10.00 am he had been transferred to an 
adjacent school where it was believed there was teacher's aide time. That decision was then revoked the 
following day and he was sent to Burbridge Special School. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Did he physically transfer or was he advised that his enrolment was terminated? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: His parents and I went from school to school - three schools in two days. I can 
easily find the name of the middle school. A classic highlight of this is the first two days of this child's 
primary education, bearing in mind all the other issues I have mentioned. Talk about get it wrong at the 
very beginning and continue to repeatedly "lift the high jump bar" in this child's attaining an education. In 
all honesty, it is impossible to believe the situation could occur. In the past 15 months I have probably 
made representations to the department and the Minister's office on half a dozen occasions, maybe more. 
Other organisations such as Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and psychologists at the Disability 
Services Commission and community organisations have ruthlessly lobbied the Education Department to 
fix this mess. The department at head office level has done nothing. For seven weeks, entering the eighth 
week, this child has not attended school. 

I understand that the only significant advance has been provided out of the generosity of the district office 
and not the department That is an increase of 0.1 aide time for this child to go to Burbridge as a special 
school. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: But the child has not attended? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: No. I do not know whether Hon Derrick Tomlinson was here when I explained the 
difficulty in that situation. I apologise to the House for the two way discussion I have been having with 
Hon Derrick Tomlinson, but I understand his background in these matters. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I appreciate that if there is a flaw in the system it is most important it be 
remedied. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I agree. I know the interest of the two members opposite in these matters. I have 
been happy to direct my comments towards them. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: We have been happy to receive them. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: In all sincerity, this situation should be rectified specifically in the interests of this 
child. The problem of parents gaining appropriate support in dealing with children with disabilities 
probably occupied more of my time than any other as the shadow Minister for Education. The stories are 
perhaps the most difficult emotionally to deal with by virtue of the problems these parents have and their 
desire to give their children every opportunity in our system. Sometimes those demands are unrealistic. In 
this case they are not. This is rare. Everybody in the system who works at the coal face or has had hands
on experience with this child supports this proposal for mainstreaming and providing appropriate aide time. 
However, the message has not been getting from middle bureaucracy to central office. I do not understand 
why. I do not know what is the blockage but it urgently needs to be rectified in this case and generally. 



[Tuesday, 19 March 1996] 37 

Today I have taken an opportunity to make this point The Address-in-Reply provides us with this sort of 
opportunity. I hope government members will take the opportunity, if they wish, to speak to the parents. I 
am not sure whether they are still here. If that cannot happen, they should direct the Minister's attention to 
this maUer. It is an absolute travesty and outrage and should not have been allowed to carry on for what is 
now 15 months. If we make the assumption that it had been corrected during 1995. for it to again go off 
the rails for the fIrst two months of 1996 as a result of what would normally be classifIed as administrative 
bungling, incompetence or simple error and not be fIxed is beyond the realms of my imagination. It is 
appropriate that I have taken this opportunity to highlight this matter and I hope the Government can 
resolve it as quickly as possible. 

I noticed in the Press that one of my colleagues made reference to the Governor's recent speech. It was 
most unfortunate that that comment was reported. I will not comment further on that, but will comment on 
Governors' speeches of the past I understand that when he speaks in Parliament the Governor is 
presenting the Government's policy and that basically the speeches are written for him. If there is anything 
highly contentious or political the Governor may choose to modify it or tone it down. However, when the 
Government provides to the Governor its announcement of what it intends to do it should do it rather than 
keep promising the same thing year after year. At the end of the day, perhaps my learned colleague's 
remarks were closer to the truth than was originally obvious. 

Two years ago the Governor's speech at page 4 of the Hansard read -

A vocational education and training Bill will be introduced to establish a new Western Australian 
Department of Training. It will combine the existing Department of Employment, Vocational 
Education and Training and the Skills Development Authority. 

Interestingly the same promise was made in this year's Governor's speech and we on this side await the 
VET Act, as it is known, with great relish. I guess in the next two or three years we may see it. I said in 
this place-

Hon Bob Thomas interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: We may do that as a matter of course. Many of the administrative decisions made 
by the Minister are contrary to the Act In all honesty it would be far better for the Government to rectify 
that problem than continually have the Governor say something will happen when it does not happen. The 
speech does not end with that subject but it ends with the same Minister. I read from Hansard of 23 March 
1995, page 4, where the Governor said about education -

1995 will be an historic year for education in Western Australia. 

I guess the Governor got that right. There was more turmoil in education in that year than in the preceding 
120 years. 

The Government has approved the drafting of a new Bill to replace the outmoded and unwieldy 
Education Act 1928. The new legislation will signifIcantly upgrade the law under which 
education is provided and will underline the shared responsibility in education between the State, 
local communities, parents and students. 

That is a wonderful and admirable aim of the Government, except that in 1995 the Education Act was not 
amended in that way. According to the 1996 Governor's speech it will not be amended. I think the 
member who made the inadvertent comment was quite close to the mark. Members opposite must lift their 
game. If the Governor is to announce what the Government proposes - I have no problems with that - he 
should at least make his speech legitimate and not extend what it promises but not deliver. After all, there 
is a significant question about the future of the Governor in our parliamentary democracy and in our 
Constitution. The Government should not discredit the role any more than is necessary in the light of the 
present debate. It is unfortunate that the Government should put the Governor in that position. Had I the 
desire to go through previous speeches by the Governor on opening day - I have not - I would probably 
fInd a plethora of things that had been promised, not done, re-promised, and not done. It is not my wont to 
be a masochist and to read the Governor's speeches for the past three years. It would be better for the 
90vernment to provide the Governor with a realistic timetable for the promises that the Government 
mtended to offer, rather than what I perceive to be platitudes about what the Government should do but for 
electoral reasons will not, or cannot, do. I am sure we all have some idea of what may well be in the new 
education legislation when it comes into existence. I am sure it will see the light of day, assuming that 
those ~pposite win the next election - of course, that eventuality may never happen - about March 1997. 
We wIll then be left to live with it and to argue about it 

In spite of the fact that I have unlimited time within in which to speak, I do not wish to pursue other 
matt~rs. The first matter I raised was of considerable importance and it needs to be rectified as quickly as 
POSSIble, and I have probably said that on four or fIve occasions in this debate. I look forward to 
government members supporting me in this matter and to the day when this seven year old lad can go to 
school supported to the required level so that he can achieve the standards that are available with the 
support that is necessary. 

HON BO~ THOMAS. (South West) [5.52 pm]: I thank the Governor for presenting his annual address 
to the Parham~nt. I wIll discuss a number of the issues raised in that address. Following that, I will 
address some Issues of grave concern to a wide cross-section of members of the public within my 
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electorate. The two issues from the Governor's address which I will comment on relate to, first of all, 
employment and, secondly, state debt 

In his speech the Governor referred to the Liberal Party election cliche of "more jobs and better 
management". It appears to me that the speech then went on to refer to the Government taking credit for 
the employment growth that has occurred in Western Australia I will use my speech to bring to the 
Governor's attention some facts of which he may not have been aware when he presented his address. In 
January 1993 the unemployment rate in Western Australia stood at 9.9 per cent, the second lowest rate of 
unemployment in Australia. The national unemployment rate was 10.9 per cent Western Australia was a 
good 1 per cent lower than the national unemployment rate. Three years later, in February 1996, the 
unemployment rate in Western Australia had fallen to 7.9 per cent Nationally, the unemployment rate had 
fallen from 10.9 per cent to 8.6 per cent; that is, a 2.3 per cent reduction in unemployment across Australia 
compared with a 2 per cent reduction in Western Australia. 

We should also remember that during 1993 to 1996, 772 000 jobs were created in Australia. Those jobs 
were created largely because the Australian economy came out of recession and, in part, because the micro 
and macroeconomic policy settings of the Commonwealth Government provided the climate that allowed 
those jobs to be generated. For some of that time Western Australia outperformed the rest of the country, 
but of late it has not been performing as well as it did in 1992-93. I do not think this Government can take 
credit for the improved economic growth in Western Australia nor the improvement in the labour market 
To the contrary: This Government should take responsibility for the large number of public sector jobs that 
have been abolished by it. 

People will remember the State Government's promise that it would create a world class facility at the 
Midland Workshops. It said that it would invest in technology to tum the workshops into such a facility. 
The first thing the Government did when it came to office was to close it down. There were about 3 000 
job losses from Westrail in the past three years. Albany, my home town, has been one of the worst affected 
by this Government's policy for employment 

The Government's Right Track policy has seen 30 jobs axed from Westrail in Albany. The Albany 
workshops have been closed down and the locomotive drivers have been transferred to Wagin. Over 
30 jobs have been lost, not to mention the flow-on effects emanating from that decision. Fourteen jobs 
have been lost from Western Power in Albany, some of which have been transferred to Bunbury and some 
to Perth. We are now debating another issue relating to Western Power undertaking a review that could 
lead to the loss of another 22 jobs in Albany. A work force of 60 could be reduced to less than 40 as a 
result of the review. Hopefully we will be able to stave off that decision. 

We have lost the alcohol and drug authority officer positions. I understand about 30 or 40 jobs are to be 
lost within Main Roads and 20 jobs have been lost from within the Water Corporation. All that has 
happened during the past three years. Albany has been one of the worst affected regional centres under this 
Government. Albany cannot afford to lose one more job. In 1993 when the abattoir closed down 200 jobs 
were lost. Just recently when Albany Woollen Mills Ltd closed down another 200 jobs were lost. The 
record of employment under this Government in Albany is deplorable. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: The Government doesn't own the woollen mills or the abattoir. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: I did not say it did. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: You implied it. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: I was saying that Albany cannot afford to lose one more job and that this 
Government's record of reducing the number of public sector workers in Albany is deplorable. Jobs have 
already been lost from private sector industries, the abattoir and the woollen mills, and Albany cannot 
afford to lose any more jobs. This Government needs to do some pretty serious rethinking about its 
attitude to its public sector work force. I understand other jobs at the hospital in Albany could be lost as a 
result of the Government's contracting out policies. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: The State Government is responsible for the loss, is it? The Federal Government is 
responsible for the increases in jobs? 

Hon BOB THOMAS: We have a ludicrous situation where the school lawn mowing contract was tendered 
out and won by a Bunbury firm. Only recently that firm handed back the contract. That is how silly and 
ludicrous the Government's policies are and that is how they have affected Albany which cannot afford to 
lose another job. Before those opposite come into this House and start to spruik on the Government's so
called employment record, they should take a good look at what the Government is doing to regional 
centres. 

Hon Murray Montgomery: Is it true that there is another abattoir to be built in Albany? 

Hon Kim Chance: No. 

Hon Murray Montgomery: At Narrikup. 

Hon Kim Chance: When? You have been talking about it for three years. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: Approval has been given, and I hope the abattoir is built as soon as possible. As a 
result of the abattoir closing in 1993, lambs are now being trucked from Albany to Murray Bridge in South 



[Tuesday, 19 March 1996] 39 

Australia to be slaughtered. That is a result of the policies of this Government to close down the Robb 
Jetty abattoir. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: That is because lambs are bringing twice as much now as they were when you were in 
government. 

Hon Kim Chance: It is because there is no kill space in Western Australia I warned you in 1993 that it 
would happen, and it has happened. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: The Government's policy is a disaster. 

Silting suspended/rom 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon BOB THOMAS: Before the dinner break I was talking about unemployment and this Government's 
deplorable record in relation to job losses in Albany. Hon Murray Montgomery interjected in relation to 
the Nanarup abattoir. His interjection is a good example of how this Government has broken its promise of 
providing better management. In response I indicated that we have the ludicrous situation of fat lambs 
being trucked from Albany to Murray Bridge in South Australia for slaughter. That is happening for two 
reasons and those reasons relate to the fact that the Robb Jetty abattoir was closed by this Government in 
1993. That closure reduced the amount of kill space available in Western Australia and people are now 
having to book in their livestock for slaughter months ahead. I know of some farmers who had to book in 
their lambs three months in advance. As a result of the shortage of kill space, the price of lambs has gone 
down. People are getting more money for their lambs when they truck them from Albany to Murray 
Bridge, which is about 3 000 kilometres, than they would if they had them slaughtered in Western 
Australia. If farmers were to wait until kill space is available here it would cost them money because the 
older the lambs get the less money they are paid. The price is dropping from $2 to $1.70 a kilogram and 
farmers are getting very little for their wool and skins. There is also the opportunity cost of the money that 
they forgo while they wait the three months. 

If the Government wants to say that it has delivered in terms of better management it should look at some 
of the farmers in my area who have been hurt by its policies. As I said in response to the interjection, I 
hope that this abattoir at Nanarup is up and running as soon as possible. The current situation is costing 
businesses in my area very dearly because that facility is not available. In addition, we have lost the one 
and only training abattoir in Western Australia. We will pay dearly in future when we do not have the 
appropriate number of skilled slaughtermen available to handle the livestock coming through the system. 

The Governor also mentioned the issue of state debt Implicit in the Government's rhetoric in the 
Governor's speech is that somehow or other this Government's fiscal management has led to Western 
Australia's being in a position where it could soon see its AAA rating reinstated. I would like to provide 
some information to the Governor of which he was probably not aware when the speech was presented. In 
1991 or 1992, when Western Australia's credit rating was reduced from AAA to AA plus, we had a state 
debt of 5.6 per cent of GDP. On the other hand, New South Wales, which did not have its credit rating 
reduced and which retained its AAA rating, had a state debt of 6.4 per cent of GDP. Western Australia's 
debt to GDP ratio was much lower. The reason the rating agencies reduced our rating was that they 
believed the Western Australian economy was too narrowly based on commodities and was too exposed to 
fluctuations in commodity prices. Therefore, our ability to service our debt was a lot lower than a much 
broader and more resilient manufacturing based economy such as New South Wales. The fact that Western 
Australia may soon regain its AAA rating has very little to do with the policies of this Government and 
more to do with the economic growth that the whole of Australia has sustained in the past three or four 
years. 

I would now like to refer to a number of issues of concern to many of my constituents. These issues relate 
to the run down of the fire brigade facilities in my home town of Albany and the scandalous introduction of 
measures to reduce the time during which pensioners can travel free on Westrail services. They also relate 
to the Clayton's changes to the patient assisted travel scheme and to the backflip on this issue which was 
not. a backflip, to the patients' aids and applianc;es scheme, because this Government is now making 
patients pay for the aids and appliances they obtain from public hospitals; to the Wanneroo Inc issue and, if 
time permits, to the Little Grove school. 

Before I move on to those issues I congratulate the Labor candidate in the by-election for the state seat of 
Kalgoorlie last Saturday. I extend to Megan Anwyl a warm welcome to the Parliament of Western 
Australia. If ever the Australian Labor Party were to lose the state seat of Kalgoorlie it should have been 
last Saturday. A number of factors had a detrimental effect on the Labor Party's support from that town, 
not the least of which was that a very popular federal member, Graeme Campbell, had been expelled from 
the ALP about four or five months ago. We witnessed the effect that his expUlsion had on the Labor vote 
for the federal seat of Kalgoorlie a few weeks ago. The Labor Party's vote fell by approximately 30 per 
cent - it decreased from 54 per cent to 38 per cent Even though people vented their spleen on the Labor 
Party on 2 March, at the state by-election they were still angry that Graeme Campbell had been expelled 
fr~m ~e Labor Party. I worked for Graeme Campbell on one of his campaigns and I have had a lot to do 
With hu? I have a great respect for the man. He is probably the hardest working member of Parliament in 
Australia. He is well respected in the goldfields and he has a huge following. His expUlsion had an 
enormous effect on the Labor Party's vote at both the state by-election and the federal election for the seat 
of Kalgoorlie. 
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The Labor Party also lost a very popular state member in Ian Taylor, who stood down from State 
Parliament to contest the federal election. Ian Taylor is a folk hero and he is regarded by the people of 
Kalgoorlie as one who has made good and, in terms of votes, I suggest that his personal following is 
between 3 and 5 per cent. The Labor Party had to contend with the combined effect of Graeme Campbell's 
expulsion from the Labor Party and losing Ian Taylor as a member of Parliament. The Labor Party in 
Kalgoorlie has experienced large divisions and I felt that if the party were able to obtain 47 per cent or 
48 per cent - two party preferred - of the vote in Kalgoorlie it would have done very well. However, a 
number of factors conspired against the Government last weekend which resulted in the Labor Party 
picking up votes and winning the seat of Kalgoorlie. I felt that the divisions within the Liberal Party, 
especially the division between the Premier and the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, were the major 
factors which cost the Liberal Party that seat 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: It is a philosophical division, not a political division. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: Let us closely consider it The Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party spoke in 
Kalgoorlie about the gold tax issue, even though he knew it would be damaging to the Liberal Party. I 
believe he did it deliberately. We know that he is openly counting the votes to unseat the Premier. He felt 
that if the Premier had a good showing in Kalgoorlie last weekend it could dampen his prospects of beating 
Richard Court in any leadership ballot. I repeat that I believe that he deliberately did it to reduce the effect 
of any swing against the Labor Party. He has set himself up in a way that Richard Court can take no 
comfort from the vote last weekend. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: You should publish that story because it is better than anything by Hans Christian 
Andersen. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: The member should have a good look at what happened in that by-election because 
there was no need to talk about that issue at that time. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Based on that, plus the three and a half per cent swing, the Premier did well. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: I felt that the Liberal Party should have won that seat given the divisions within the 
Labor Party. The other factor which I felt won the Labor Party votes was that it had a competent and 
articulate candidate in Megan Anwyl. She talked about the issues which affect the everyday lives of 
Kalgoorlie people as opposed to the personality issues which were raised by the Liberal candidate. The 
electorate is intelligent enough to discern between personalities and issues. As a result, Megan Anwyl was 
able to win that seat quite comfortably, although I was one of the people who felt that the Labor Party 
stood a very good chance of losing it. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You had two personalities who decided to go to India rather than stay in Kalgoorlie. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: The two members who went to India had put in a lot of effort before they went. The 
Labor Party had a very good team from the branches in Kalgoorlie and it was able to fill the void their 
absence created. 

The parallel for the Liberal Party is that it will be in big trouble at the next state election. The divisions in 
the Labor Party in Kalgoorlie are quite minor compared with the divisions openly recognised in the Liberal 
Party in the metropolitan area When we hear the comments from people like Tom Herzfeld, Mr Chaney 
and Mr Viner and weigh up the effect of the election of the two Independent candidates in Curtin and 
Moore, the result in Kalgoorlie presages very badly for the Liberal Party in the metropolitan area at the 
next election, whether it is held in three months or 12 months. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: If we got a three and a half per cent swing in the next election, we would romp in with 
more seats. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: If the member would listen to what I am saying he would know that there were 
divisions in the Labor Party in Kalgoorlie. At a time when one would think there would be a traditional by
election swing to the Labor Party, the division in the Labor Party in Kalgoorlie cost the party votes. I am 
advising the member opposite that there are enormous divisions within the Liberal Party in the 
metropolitan area. Added to that are problems with the Liberal Party leadership. The Premier was not able 
to act in a strong way to stop one of his senior Cabinet Ministers from speaking about issues during the 
Kalgoorlie by-election which were damaging to the Liberal Party. As a result, the Labor Party held onto a 
seat which I thought it would have lost. At the next state election the voters in the metropolitan area will 
treat the Liberal Party very harshly. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: We hope they treat us as harshly as they did in the federal election. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: The Liberal Party sustained a 4.6 per cent swing against it compared with a 4 per 
cent swing against Labor in the federal election. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Tell that to George Gear. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: I suggest that if the Liberal Party does not learn from history it will repeat its 
mistakes. 

I will now speak parochially about a number of issues which are directly affecting my electorate of Albany. 
The first issue is the scandalous rundown of fire brigade services in Albany. In 1990 the former Labor 
Government introduced a system of fire brigade services in Albany called "safety crewing". Basically it 
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increased the number of fire officers from 10 to 14 so that there would be a station officer plus fire brigade 
officers on every shift. This allowed the officers in that shift to use breathing apparatus. Two officers 
dressed in breathing apparatus could go to the fire and two in breathing apparatus would be a backup 
outside the fire. Albany had four shifts with three firemen plus the station officer who worked day shift, 
but who was available to be called out at any time after any of the other two shifts. Over the course of the 
last couple of years this Government has run down the Albany fire brigade service to the point where it 
cannot implement breathing apparatus safety crewing measures on three of the four shifts. This 
Government is no longer relieving fire brigade officers who are on long service leave or replacing officers 
who have retired, while waiting for somebody else to be appointed. Three-quarters of the shifts are 
running below strength. To make matters worse the Fire Brigades Board has issued an instruction that the 
station officer is not permitted to be called out to any fire, that the crew must check the fire and assess 
whether it is critical. Once they have done that they must determine whether to call in the station officer. 
As you will know, Mr President, the first six minutes of a fire are the most critical, because after about six 
minutes the fire grows exponentially and that is when most of the damage is done. Because of the penny 
pinching, mean spirited policies of this Government the Albany fire brigade is not being funded to a level 
where it can provide the best service possible. Members who live in the country will be aware of the large 
number of serious fires in Albany in the past 12 months or so with damage estimated to be in the millions 
of dollars - Bevans Baits Pty Ltd, The Weekender, Classic furniture makers, and a number of other serious 
fires. It is of grave concern to me and to a large number of my constituents that this Government's policies 
of budget cutting are affecting the security of people in the Albany area. 

In the past pool officers were sent to Albany to relieve officers on long service leave or officers who had 
resigned or retired and not yet been replaced. The pool officers are no longer being sent down. We heard 
only today an answer in relation to the Geraldton fire brigade. This Government thinks that volunteer fire 
fighters should be taking up the slack. As a result it is cutting the brigade's budget so that it can s.we 
money and expecting the volunteers, who do a fabulous job in Albany, to provide the service. Members 
opposite will be aware that a fire bug has been operating in Albany for a number of years now and the 
volunteers have regularly been called out to some serious and dangerous fires. They ha ve done a sterling 
job. However, the Government should not be taking the attitude that the volunteers will pick up the slack 
caused by budget cuts. 

Fire brigades are funded from three sources in Western Australia: 12.5 per cent of funds from local 
government authorities in the area; 12.5 per cent from the State Government; and 75 per cent from a levy 
on insurance premiums. The State Government has been reducing the amount of money it has been putting 
into fire brigades in Western Australia, and Albany is one of the areas that has suffered from these budget 
cuts. Even though the Government has reduced the amount it spends on the Albany fire brigade it has not 
reduced the amount of money it is charging the insurance companies, so we are still paying top dollar 
through insurance premiums. The Government has not reduced the amount of money it is charging local 
government authorities; in fact, the opposite has occurred. In the past three years the amount paid by the 
Albany Town Council to consolidated revenue for the fire brigades levy has increased from $96 000 to 
$106 000 to $110 000. Over the past two Budgets the amount of money paid by the Albany Town Council 
has increased by 10 per cent while the services have been cut by 25 per cent. The State Government is 
sitting back and pocketing the difference. I suggest that there are a number of reasons the State 
Government should seriously look at these services and make sure that it stops short changing Albany and 
puts some money into the system so that we have optimum fire brigade facilities in Albany. The first 
reason is that Albany is a large regional centre. It is a sophisticated town, it has a lot of industry, some 
multistorey buildings and a large hospital. Albany should have a fire brigade that is able to respond 
quickly and efficiently to any fire. 

I spoke to the firemen's union the other day and was told that as a result of the Government's cutbacks we 
sometimes have a fire tender with only two people going out to some fires. That means the ability to 
quickly set up at the fire is reduced, because there are two pairs of hands instead of three. Once they are set 
up the amount of water they can pump onto that fire is significantly reduced. Only one person is holding 
the hose, and one person is on the tender managing the pump, so only a limited amount of water pressure is 
available. As a result the ability to fight that fire is reduced. This Government is letting the town of 
Albany down with its mean spirited, penny pinching cost cutting. Any member opposite who represents 
South West Region should take this matter up with the Minister for Emergency ServIces to make sure that 
Albany gets a better deal. The public of Albany will not put up with this for much longer. 

Another issue I want to raise tonight relates to the so-called backflip on the patient assisted travel scheme. 
PA:rS was developed in 1987 as an amalgamation of the visiting specialist and isolated patient travel 
asSIstance schemes to reimburse patients who needed specialist treatment or to travel to the largest regional 
cen~e or Perth to see a specialist or to pay for specialists to travel to country hospitals to provide specialist 
servIces to people where they live. The patient assisted travel scheme operated for about eight years 
providing two types of benefits to patients. To qualify patients needed to live more than 50 kilometres 
from the centre in which they were visiting the specialist. If they qualified they would get 15¢ a kilometre 
If they drove their vehicle. Non-Heallhcare cardholders were also required to make a contribution of $50 
tow<l!ds the cost of travel. A patient who travelled from Albany to Perth and return would receive $120 -
that IS, 800 km at 15¢ a kilometre. However, non-Healthcare cardholders were required to contribute the 
first $50 and a return trip from Albany to Perth netted them $70 petrol money. Once they were in Perth 
some payments were available for accommodation. If the patient was accommodated privately he or she 
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would receive $10 towards the cost of accommodation; if the patient stayed in commercial accommodation 
he or she would receive $35. Some other rules were applied. I do not need to address them tonight 

On 1 July last year the former Minister for Health changed the scheme in a number of ways. First, he 
arbitrarily reduced the travel allowance from 15¢ per kilometre to 10¢ per kilometre. The minimum travel 
zone was increased from 50 km to 100 km, excluding towns such as Mandurah and Northam. He also 
required Healthcare cardholders to make a $25 contribution. Those changes were announced in May last 
year. One of the strongest reasons for the introduction of the changes was that the Minister believed 
country people were rorting the system to come to Perth to watch West Coast Eagles matches! 
Understandably, in country areas there has been a savage backlash against the changes. I managed to get 
2 500 signatures on a petition which has been presented to Parliament, and numerous articles have 
appeared in the Press and stories outlined on GWN TV. Members will recall the Christies from 
Gnowangerup who, because of the changes, had their allowance reduced from $45 to $5 to visit a 
specialist. I have referred to Rob Christie, who suffers from multiple sclerosis, a mild form of epilepsy and 
a number of other problems. He regularly needs to travel to Albany to obtain specialist medical treatment. 
He and his wife live on a social security income and are not able to afford the extra out of pocket expenses 
imposed on them by this PATS decision. Therefore, a range of people were going to the Press and 
complaining about the changes. No doubt members opposite will have received letters from constituents 
who have been hurt by these measures. I have received such letters and I have replied reassuring people 
that I will take up the issue. I have enlisted their support for a campaign against the changes. Members 
will have seen letters to the editors of The West Australian and local newspapers. Understandably, the 
public is angry about the matter. Through their political antennas, members will have picked up some of 
the vibes; at least, if not through the electorate, they should have been aware of speeches made in this 
regard in this Parliament 

As a result of this pressure the current Minister for Health announced some changes to the patient assisted 
travel scheme either late last year or early this year. However, those changes are nothing but window 
dressing. The former Minister for Health proudly boasted that he would cut $1.5m from the PAT scheme. 
These are changes to allowances on which ordinary families depend. Members opposite will be aware that 
many of these families are struggling to make ends meet because of the family member who is chronically 
ill or disabled. These families suffer from not being able to earn income in the same way as healthy 
families. They must also bear the added cost of the disability or chronic illness. Therefore most families 
affected by these cuts were struggling to make ends meet and could not afford the extra out of pocket 
expenses that this Government imposed on them. 

After one of the urgency debates on the issue I was handed the briefing notes provided by the former 
Minister for Health to the then current Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss. The first line in the notes states 
that the changes to PATS were recommended by government members. That indicates that all members 
opposite must accept some shame for encouraging the State Government to introduce the changes which 
hurt badly the members of our community who can least afford such a reduction in allowance. As a result, 
the new Minister for Health announced a back flip and reinstated some of the PATS benefits. However, it 
was simply window dressing. 

The previous Minister for Health said that the savings would amount to $1.5m, but the cost of the changes 
announced by the new Minister for Health would be $400 000. On the one hand the Government has taken 
$1.5m from the scheme, from ordinary families who can least afford such expenses, and returned $400 000. 
The reason that such a small amount has been returned is that the most expensive change for families 
which was introduced in July last year was the reduction in the travel allowance from 15¢ per kilometre to 
1O¢ per kilometre. The changes announced by the new Minister were inexpensive. He said that Healthcare 
cardholders would no longer be required to contribute $25 and that people who were not Healthcare 
cardholders who made more than seven trips in a year would no longer be required to contribute $50 after 
the seventh trip. I agree with that change, and I applaud the Government, but it is small bickies compared 
with the other changes. The 10¢ per kilometre allowance will mean that families who previously received 
$120 to travel Albany-Perth return for specialist treatment will now receive $80. The amount was $55 but 
that did not cover the cost of petrol to Perth and return. I am talking about low income families, but $80 
does not cover the cost of petrol for a normal family sedan to travel Albany-Perth return. People will still 
be out of pocket. They must meet many out of pocket expenses. 

I know a businessman who used to vote Liberal. He has a disabled child and is required to travel to Perth 
fro~ l;he great southern. He must pay someone $200 to manage his shop while he is away. Instead of 
recelvmg $110 he now receives $50 to travel to Perth for treatment He still incurs the cost of meals, taxi 
fares and parking fees. He is angry about what the Government has done. The least the Government 
should have done was to reinstate the mileage allowance to 15¢ per kilometre-

Hon Kim Chance: Which was what Hon Norman Moore wanted us to do when in Government, and we 
did. 

Hon .~OB THOMAS: Consider the Healthcare cardholders who used to receive $89 to travel from 
Man)1mup to Perth and re.turn. They now receive $34. People who are not Healthcare cardholders used to 
receive $34 and now receive $10 to travel to Perth and return for specialist treatment. These people cannot 
~ord ~e added e~pense. These changes will impact badly on members opposite at the next state election. 

ey wIll ~ ~urpnsed by. the sort of people who will vote against the Liberal Party at the next election as a 
result of thiS Issue. In thiS State we pride ourselves on being fair. We regard ourselves as fair sportsmen. 



[Tuesday, 19 March 1996] 43 

Our parliamentary democracy is a fair system of representation. Our safety net welfare system is fair. 
However, I can assure members that the general public, especially those who depend on the PATS benefits, 
do not think this situation is fair. Members opposite will learn that to their detriment at the next state 
election. 

Another issue I will address is the changes to the times at which pensioners can avail themselves of their 
one free trip on Westrail services. In the past pensioners were able to have one trip on Westrail trains or 
buses at any time of the year. It did not matter if they started that trip at the end of one year and completed 
it at the beginning of the following year; it was considered one trip in the calendar year in which they 
commenced that trip. About three weeks ago the Government announced that pensioners would no longer 
be able to take their one free trip a year in school holidays and other peak times of the year. On top of that, 
if they undertook the first leg of their trip in December and completed the second leg, the return journey, in 
January, that would be considered as one trip in the first calendar year and half of another trip in the second 
calendar year. 

These mean spirited policies of this Government must stop. The pensioners have paid their taxes. They 
have worked hard all their lives and they deserve these sorts of fringe benefits. It is a mark of respect from 
our community to repay them for working hard and providing us with the quality of life and standard of 
living that we take for granted by providing them with this free travel benefit However, what does this 
Government do? It says that it will not let them have that free travel at the time they want to take it; that 
they will take it when the Government decrees. The Government is now giving pensioners a second class 
benefit. Pensioners will no longer be able to use their free pass on Westrail services this year between 
4 and 22 April - that is, during the school holidays at Easter; between 5 and 22 July; between 27 September 
and 16 October; and between 18 December and 31 January 1997. This is a fraud. 

A Westrail spokesman said the other day that pensioners were taking their trips at holiday times and that 
Westrail was required to put on extra services, hire extra coaches and put extra carriages on its trains to 
service the pensioners who were travelling. It is a fraud that the Government is denying them the right to 
travel at that time because we all know that through the Government's community service obligations 
Westrail is reimbursed from consolidated revenue for providing that free travel. However, it says that 
pensioners cannot take that travel at the times it considers busy. That argument is totally fallacious and it 
will impact badly on the State Government at the end of the year. It also denies grandparents the right to 
take up a role in the child minding of their grandchildren. For obvious reasons many grandparents need to 
travel at school holiday times to spend time with their grandchildren. The Government will be surprised at 
the backlash it will receive from the public on this issue. 

I raised this matter with a member of the public in Albany recently. In a number of days he visited people 
he knew in Albany and was able to obtain 285 signatures on a petition I drew up. I will present that 
petition next week. He tells me that the feedback he is getting from pensioners is disturbing. I am told by 
pensioners that in 1980 a former Premier, Sir Charles Court, introduced the same measure and that people 
were angry about it. Fortunately an incoming Labor Government reversed that decision and allowed 
pensioners to take their travel whenever they wanted. I assure the House that when the Opposition is 
returned to government it will reinstate those benefits for pensioners. 

Another issue I raise tonight is colloquially known as Wanneroo Inc. I have been surprised at the amount 
of concern about this issue in my electorate, which is 400 kilometres removed from Wanneroo. Wherever I 
go, whether it is in Albany, Mt Barker, Rocky Gully, Manjimup or Northcliffe, people want to talk to me 
about Wanneroo Inc. They are very concerned about this issue. It is extremely damaging to this 
Government. I am sure that the Government's polling and its members are picking up the same sorts of 
vibes as I am. People tell me that they have had enough of this Government trying to cover up on 
Wanneroo and they want a full and open public inquiry into Wanneroo Inc. 

This issue first broke around Christmas 1993 when the member for Wanneroo, Wayde Smith, was 
interviewed on television and asked whether he had any business dealings with the disgraced Dr Wayne 
Bradshaw. He said that he did not have any at all. However, in subsequent interviews he was forced to 
admit that he had had significant business dealings with the doctor; in fact, they had an intricate business 
relationship. He was forced to retract his statement and admit that he had power of attorney for 
Dr Bradshaw and that Dr Bradshaw had provided him with a loan of $200 000. 

We then had the scandal of the Mann report being produced but not made available to the public. 
Questions have been asked in the Parliament and freedom of information applications have been knocked 
back,. and the Premier is still not prepared to make that report available to the public. The public is 
sceptlcal that a former policeman earning $30 000 to $35 000 a year was able to service loans totalling 
$950 000. People are concerned that these issues have not been addressed by this Government but that the 
Go~ernment has obfuscated all along. When Dr Bradshaw returned from the Maldives the Government 
reSIsted calls to reinstate the Kyle inquiry. It was only after public outrage and the good work of Norm 
Marlborough in the Legislative Assembly that the Minister for Local Government, Paul Omodei, reinstated 
Mr Kyle and reconstituted the Kyle inquiry. 

The Go~ernment would have continued to oppose a royal commission if there had not been a Kalgoorlie 
~y-electlOn or if th~s. issue had not been raised during the federal election campaign by the federal member 
or M~re, Paul. Fdmg. A week or so ago the Government did another back flip and said that it would 

reconstltute the mquiry as a royal commission. However, the public is still concerned that this inquiry is a 
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Mickey Mouse royal commission. Apparently the inquiry is still constituted under the Local Government 
Act but has been given some of the privileges of a royal commission. My advice to the Government, for a 
number of reasons, is that it should go the whole hog and set up new terms of reference and institute a new 
royal commission into Wanneroo Inc. 

Members of the public tell me they want to know what went on at Wanneroo. They want no more excuses 
or cover-ups. They want to know that nothing is being swept under the carpet and that people who are 
guilty of crimes will be dealt with properly. They do not believe the Government's rhetoric or that it is 
dinkum. Finally, members of the public want to know that this Government will do something to make 
sure that this will not happen again in Wanneroo or any other local authority throughout this State. Quite 
frankly, members of the public do not believe this Government. They do not trust the Government on this 
issue. The only way the Government will regain the public's trust is to constitute a full and open royal 
commission into Wanneroo. 

I advise the Attorney General that his own credibility is on the line. Members of the public were quite 
pleased to see the back of the former Attorney General, Hon Cheryl Edwardes. They do not believe they 
can trust her. They believe she has something to hide about Wanneroo. They want to see this new 
Attorney General do what he is paid to do and make sure that we have a proper inquiry. Over the next 
couple of weeks we will see some more revelations which will make the hair on the back of our heads 
stand on end. Some quite damaging information will be coming out The sooner the Attorney General is 
dragged all the way to having a proper and full inquiry into Wanneroo the sooner he will have this monkey 
off his back. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I hope you will tell the royal commission and not just The West Australian what 
information you have. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: Perhaps Hon Derrick Tomlinson will give the commission a briefing on some of the 
information he has. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I will be happy to. 

Hon BOB THOMAS: I want to alert the Chamber to another issue of great concern to people in Albany, 
which is the reduction of jobs in Western Power in Albany. As I told the House earlier we have lost at least 
14 jobs as a result of the policies of this Government. The 14 jobs have been transferred to Bunbury or 
Perth. Senior management have gone from Albany. Western Power is undertaking a review of its 
operations at Albany. We could see up to a further 22 staff lost from Western Power offices in Albany. 
They are located in two areas, one of which is the workshop section and the other the customer service 
centre. I was concerned to receive, ironically at a planning meeting in Albany, information from some of 
its participants. I was tipped off that Western Power was considering a review of the operations and that 
22 and possibly 28 jobs could be lost. I wrote to Mr Tunnicliffe, the operations manager of Western Power 
for the south country region, and expressed my concern. Albany cannot afford to lose one more job. We 
have had too many job losses over the past few years, some from the private and some from the public 
sector. Any job losses have a significant contracting effect on the Albany economy. For example, I have 
been told that as a result of the scaling down and eventual closure of the Albany Woollen Mills people in 
other businesses such as lunch shops, retail shops and stationery stores can quantify the amount of trade 
they have lost and the number of staff they have had to layoff. The contracting effect is present whether as 
a result of a 200 strong work force or 20 staff being lost from an operation such as Western Power. I wrote 
to Mr Tunnicliffe and said that we could not afford to lose another job. I was not satisfied with his 
response. I went along with some trepidation to a meeting that was organised at the Albany Town Council 
buildings. Other people expressed the same concerns, so Mr Tunnicliffe agreed to speak to us. I was not 
satisfied with the answers because he seemed to be saying, "We have a model. We are working on some 
kind of review." He could see nothing wrong with transferring staff from Albany to Bunbury if it meant 
some slight increase in efficiency. He was not taking into account the effect it would have on Albany. In 
the short time available to me let me assure the House that I will be following this with interest and will 
apprise members opposite of the effects as they occur. 

HON SAM PlANT ADOSI (North Metropolitan) [8.26 pm]: I support the motion. In doing so I will 
touch on a couple of points that are of interest to my electorate of North Metropolitan. I touched on one of 
the points briefly this afternoon. It is a major issue of concern, because my electorate is bounded by the 
Swan River for a considerable distance from Maylands to Fremantle. Mosman Park is in that area. I am 
greatly concerned about the newspaper article of 13 March about the levels of heavy metals that were 
found at the foreshore at Mosman Park. The contamination was thousands of times above the acceptable 
levels. We were told late last year when going through the water supply Bills that by placing agencies 
under one authority management would be better and those sites would be better protected. What we were 
promised quite clearly has not happened. 

Discoveries have been made not just at Mosman Park but also in areas close to what was part of your old 
stamping ground, Mr President, South Perth. Members may have read in The West Australian at the 
weekend that some samples of sediment taken from the river at South Perth foreshore indicated severe 
problems. You may recall, Mr President, that over the many years I have been in this place the issue of 
water supplies has been mentioned in many of the debates. There has not been an Address-in-Reply debate 
in which I have not raised the issue and mentioned the need for attention not just to wetlands but to other 
areas as well because of contamination that has occurred and is still occurring. As I have stated in the past, 
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of most concern is the lack of up to date information about where former toxic waste dumps are located. 
The Minister admitted this afternoon that he still does not have that information. If today I again asked that 
question he would prove to be none the wiser. 

Enough examples exist to demonstrate what occurred at Bellevue, what has been occurring regularly in the 
river and where it is heading. The lessons of the McCabe Street toxic dump could be a start. We are not 
quite sure about it I hope the Minister for Mines will disclose to the House the deal that was struck 
between LandCorp and Octennial Holdings so that we may be better enli&htened about w.hat is taking 
place. I recall an area that was owned by the Soils Ain't Soils group WhICh was contamInated. That 
company was thinking of burying that material, but housing was proposed for the area. 

Hon Bob Thomas: Was that at Jandakot? 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: Yes, not far from the Jandakot mound. That did not proceed. I do not recall at 
any stage the Government saying that it had found a containment cell for that toxic material. It said it 
would not touch it Maybe Hon Barbara Scott will enlighten me on that matter as it is not in my area and I 
am not familiar with the issue. However, as I recall, none of that toxic material was put into a containment 
cell; it was left alone. Why does McCabe Street pose more of a threat than the area in the member's 
electorate? 

Hon B.M. Scott: Are you referring to Minim Cove? 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: No, to the area in the member's electorate somewhere near Jandakot-Leeming. 
No containment cell was proposed for that material. I think it is close to the J andakot mound, which is one 
of the main sources of water supply for the metropolitan area. There was never any talk about any 
containment cell for that toxic waste. I understand it was just covered over, as were several others. This is 
why I have raised these concerns in the past. I ask whether the Government can at least be motivated to 
ensure that it at least records where these toxic waste dumps are so that we can take action before too much 
damage is done to the environment and we can tackle the problem. I urge the two members from that area 
in the Chamber at the moment, Hon Barbara Scott and Hon Cheryl Davenport, to find out what occurred 
with that waste dump south of the river in their electorate and to ask questions about why no containment 
cell was proposed for that site. Was it not as toxic as the McCabe Street material? 

The problem compounds itself with the Swan River because many people fish in the Swan River, as 
members know. They fish for mussels, shrimps, and crabs throughout the year. I have not had the 
opportunity of travelling along the river to see whether any signs have been put up warning people of the 
dangers of taking fish from that river. However, the report that contamination levels are thousands of times 
above the acceptable level is an issue for concern. The toxic dump is only 2 kilometres from the Jandakot 
mound. Ground water travels and the amount that has been drawn away by the plant at Jandakot will cause 
a vacuum effect and will draw some of those wastes towards the mound. Past experiences have indicated 
that that has occurred with the Swan Shire Council waste dump at Gnangara and also with what has 
occurred with all the lakes. Many of the natural wetlands in that area are dry. That was reported in the 
paper in the last couple of days. If that is not enough, Minister Foss is not willing to make any decisions or 
to undertake any actions to correct the problem. 

An article appeared in yesterday's newspaper about a proposal for a housing development in the Amarillo 
area near Mandurah. It was reported that the Amarillo farm covers a mound that will provide water for the 
metropolitan area early in the next century. However, it is now proposed to build a housing estate over it 
One has only to remember the housing estate and the development that occurred some six years ago at 
Thomsons Lake to understand how unwise that is. I remember arguing with Keith Wilson, the Minister for 
Health at the time, about that development and being told that leaching would not occur into the nearby 
Thomsons Lake. That was only six years ago. However, evidence now indicates that even with all the 
sa.feguards that were put in place even then, problems have eventuated in those areas. Now, it seems we 
wIll have the same problems with the Amarillo farm site. The 4 000 hectare farm is in a ground water 
pro~~ion area. In the future, that area will deliver water to the Perth area. I guess it happened recently 
agam 10 Gwelup. We also have had indications of problems in other parts of the metropolitan area with 
another two bores in Balcatta being shut down because they were contaminated from nearby industries. 
What ~s ludicrous is that the body that was set up to protect the waterways and water supplies, the Water 
and RIvers Commission, was going to solve all these problems because it had the power and authority to 
safeguard ground water. The West Australian of 18 March states that -

The commission was preparing a computer model of the groundwater flow and urban 
development would not proceed on any land that contributed water to the well field. 

Hth0wever, Dr Jennings, the Vice President of the Conservation Council of Western Australia, has said that 
e mound drains into the Serpentine and Murray Rivers, which will add to the pollution in the area. It 

appears from that Press article that Ministers are reluctant to make a decision: Mr Prince is calling upon 
~r F?Ss to make a decision; Mr Foss is calling upon Mr Prince to go to Mr Lewis, the Minister for 

ann1Og; and Mr Lewis is saying, "Go back to Mr Foss." The point we tried to make earlier today about 
Ho~ ~eter Foss is that it is always somebody else's fault and never his own. He will never make a 
~ec!s!on. It has been reported that part of the problem of the foreshore clean up is his reluctance to make a 

eclslon. We .0'.1 th~s side of the House expect to get the runaround, but we do not expect to see a 
run~?und at m10lstenal level. The public will not cop this sort of nonsense, where no-one wants to make a 
decISIon and everyone is pointing a finger at someone else. For once, Ministers are not pointing a finger at 
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us for what we are alleging. They cannot even reach agreement among themselves. I can give a copy of 
that article to any member opposite who wants to take up the issue. The Leader of the House may want to 
talk to his junior Minister in this House, and he is welcome to a copy. We are entitled to have some 
questions answered. I will ask the Minister for Lands a few questions, which he can answer in his good 
time. What were the reasons that caused the Western Australian Land Authority to enter into a joint 
venture with Octennial Holdings Pty Ltd for the development of the land at Minim Cove? 

Hon George Cash: I am happy to get an answer for you. I cannot say it will be tomorrow, but it will be as 
soon as possible. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: Was the W A Land Authority aware that Octennial Holdings was a $2 company 
holding an option on the land, which was known to be contaminated? What checks, if any, were made in 
regard to the substance of the company and the record of both the company and its principals to perform 
the requirements of the joint venture? We are talking about a problem area and a lot of money, and the 
Minister has a responsibility to know whether the company has the resources to meet its part of the bargain 
with respect to cleaning up the site. Will the costs and the potential rewards be shared equitably between 
the W A Land Authority and Octennial Holdings, given the percentage of land which both joint venturers 
will contribute to the development project? Will the Minister table the agreement between LandCorp and 
Octennial Holdings for the development at Minim Cove? 

Hon George Cash: They are reasonable questions and I will get you an answer as soon as practicable. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: They are important questions, because I have been told that LandCorp will 
contribute 97 per cent and Octennial Holdings will contribute 3 per cent towards the cost of the 
containment cell. If that is not favouritism towards Octennial Holdings, I do not know what is. I would 
agree with that if the Minister for Lands could guarantee that the profits would be shared on the same ratio 
of 97 per cent to LandCorp and 3 per cent to Octennial Holdings, but that will not be the case. 

Hon George Cash: You know that LandCorp is run by an independent board, which decides whether it is a 
satisfactory commercial arrangement However, the questions you have raised are not unreasonable, and I 
will attempt to get you an answer. I cannot give you the information tonight because I do not have it. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: I think the Minister for Lands knows me well enough to know that I would not 
expect that of him. 

Hon George Cash: I think Hon Sam Piantadosi knows me well enough also, but I will get him the answers 
as soon as I can. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: I was beginning to get a bit worried; I thought Hon George Cash was starting to 
fob me off by doing what Hon Peter Foss does. Although LandCorp is run by an independent board that 
makes the decisions, the Minister is ultimately responsible. 

Hon George Cash: Quite so. The only reason I reminded you that it is an independent organisation is that I 
do not make those decisions. However, you are right; I have final responsibility. That is why I will get 
you the answers. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOS I: Hon George Cash and the Government Whip are the only people on that side of 
the House whose word I would take at face value. Sorry; I think I have been unfair to Hon Barbara Scott, 
and there are perhaps a couple of others at whom I could look a bit more closely. However, I would have 
great difficulty in accepting the word of the great majority of members opposite. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Are you condemning the Leader of the House with your faint praise? 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: Not at all. The Leader of the House and I have known each other for many 
years. Hon Ross Lightfoot puts his foot in it all the time. I can still have a good relationship with a person 
who is on the other side of the House if there is mutual respect without the need to carry on in the manner 
in which Hon Ross Lightfoot carries on, where it is us against them, and the guns will come out next. We 
have not always agreed, but we have always been civil to each other and conducted our relationship in a 
positive manner. Unfortunately, that is not prevalent in this place. There probably should be a bit more of 
it. I assure Hon Ross Lightfoot that he does not fall into that category. 

The other area in which the Minister for Lands may be able to assist concerns the additional costs of 
extending the containment cell. Some figures have been bandied around, but we do not know the facts and 
we would like some answers. Another disturbing factor is that, as I understand it, not far away from that 
site T J. Perrot reserve and the Rocky Bay village also have been built on toxic dumps. I wonder whether 
authorities have previously thought the people of Rocky Bay village to be insignificant. No containment 
cells are proposed for those areas; yet people live there. Three months ago three bores were sunk by the 
Department of Minerals and Energy at the TJ. Perrot reserve. Samples taken from those three bores 
showed toxic materials which again exceeded acceptable levels by thousands of times. Real problems exist 
in those areas. 

The Minister informed us what happened in Bellevue and I fully supported him on that occasion. Waste 
disposal is a big problem. Many waste dumps are spread throughout not only the metropolitan area but 
also country areas. The public should be informed in order to safeguard against risk. That has not 
occurred. Money and resources are spent on many other items. Why not this area? Is the problem too 
difficult? Is it too costly? Is it that nobody wants to know? Surely we will not go down the track of 
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leaving another harmful legacy. We know about it now. It is time we acted on the matter so that in future 
people will look back and thank us for at least attempting to restore part of the balance by righting some of 
the environmental wrongs that occurred through mismanagement 

On a number of occasions Australia has been referred to as the lucky country and in recent years the clever 
country. It may be both, but in some areas we still have a challenge ahead of us to prove that we are both 
the lucky and the clever country. In recent years Australia has experienced economic growth of about 4 per 
cent and investment growth of 15 per cent. Many outside observers would say that things were looking 
rosy. Part of the reason is that we are located close to South East Asia, the fastest growing region in the 
world, which accounts for approximately 60 per cent of our total exports. That is tipped to grow to 75 per 
cent over the next five years. In the short term, over the past 10 to 12 years, this increase in our trade and 
investment has mainly occurred as a result of about 15000 new business migrants from other countries 
who have accepted the challenge of beginning a new life in Australia. Although migration is a 
Commonwealth issue the State should take a more active interest in business migration. Some members 
may recall that in the late 1970s a state migration office examined various areas. Within the Department of 
Commerce and Trade an investment officer considers projects for investment in this State. I understand 
that recently Hon Hendy Cowan opened some new offices in South East Asia with a view to expanding 
those markets. 

However, our new business migrants have done more for trade in this country than our trade commissions 
spread throughout the world. The new business migrants aJready have access to markets through their 
existing connections. I do not want to reflect on the trade commissions, but the reality is that new migrants 
were part of the market in Asia. An officer of a trade commission must work to gain influence and make 
contact as a go-between. The new business migrants can go direct to the source of which they were 
originally part. We should therefore try to benefit more from these people. I suggest that the Government 
consider enlarging that business migrant office which is currently a special office within the Department of 
Trade. I was one of the people who advocated the closure of the state migration office before I came into 
Parliament because it was not fulfilling its role; it was a federal role. However, with the success of the 
business migration package the State should closely examine trying to attract business here. There would 
be merit in setting up a separate department by attracting those business people here and canvassing 
markets. All the evidence clearly shows that new migrants have opened up new markets. 

I was in Dubai in January and was fortunate enough to have a meeting with Sheik Buti Martoum, the 
brother of the ruler of Dubai. His palace contains enormous gardens. I think it has a boundary of 800 
square metres. It contains a private zoo with caged animals including jaguars, tigers and camels. I popped 
the question, "No kangaroos?" I wish I had kept my mouth shut. He promptly said that he tried to buy 
some but my Government would not sell them to him. He was disappointed because he wanted a pair of 
kangaroos and could not get any. His many animals were probably looked after better than most around 
the world. I found it strange that he could not get the kangaroos because in Australia we cull many of 
them. A person of his influence could do much to help us. The United Arab Emirates is a substantial 
market. 

I have spoken to Hon Hendy Cowan about this, and I will talk to him further. As a precaution, just in case 
we were not able to get a pair of kangaroos from Australia, a farmer from Beverley who I was with in 
Dubai tried to ascertain where we could get a pair of kangaroos for this person. He discovered that he 
could get a pair from New Zealand at a cost of $USIO 000. Obviously it would not take too long for the 
people in Dubai to find out where the kangaroos had come from. Having kangaroos arriving from New 
Zealand would have caused much embarrassment. We tried to ascertain whether we could get them flown 
out of Perth so that people in Dubai saw them as coming from Australia, not New Zealand. 

!".lthough we kill many kangaroos on a daily basis, we could open many doors by making a favourable 
Impression on our contact in Dubai if we could find a way of sending him kangaroos from Australia. 
When the people who have the power to make these decisions pick up the telephone, things happen. This 
farmer from Beverley is starting up a goat farm in Dubai on a 4 000 hectare farm given to him by the sheik. 
Th~ technology for this farm is coming from Western Australia; it offers many possibilities for this farm. 
This farmer was prepared to do whatever was necessary to obtain the kangaroos; however, it is a shame 
that he had to get them from New Zealand. Because he could see the doors that would be opened to him in 
overcoming the disappointment of this person in Dubai who wanted the kangaroos for his private zoo, the 
farmer from Beverley intended to do everything possible to get them for him. 

Hon Barry House: I bet he could get a kangaroo steak, but not a live kangaroo. 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is probably right It is unfortunate that the situation is different for koalas. 
~.athe~ than killing the koalas on Kangaroo Island, they could perhaps be offered to the contact in Dubai for 
I~ pnvate zoo. After all, he has the resources to buy the food for them and perhaps he should have the 

abIlIty to keep koalas. It would be a situation where an act of goodwill would go a long way. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Why could he not get the kangaroos? They are all around the world. 

Hon SA~ PlANT ADOSI: He approached the authorities here because he thought that was the right way to 
go. ~ think federal legislation prohibits the sale of kangaroos to private zoos, although they can be sold to 
publIc zoos. That ~ms ridiculous, given the possibilities that would become available by allowing this 
~rthson ~ have a P~lf of kangaroos for his private zoo. It would open many doors. The condition of most 
o e animals on hiS land is top class. 
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I was told about the potential of revegetating some of Dubai. It is recognised that there is only enough oil 
left for the next 20 years and there are plans to revegetate some of the areas around the oil fields. Just to 
keep the freeway systems open between the emirates by clearing the sand costs about $350m a year. We 
were told at the outset of an opportunity for someone to come up with a program to start greening the 
environment in that area. We brought back some of the soil to be tested. It seems that many of the trees 
from Western Australia could quite easily be grown there. That is just another area that represents a 
significant market for an enterprising Western Australian. When I speak to Hendy Cowan again I will 
suggest that there may be possibilities opened up to us if he can come good with a gift of a pair of 
kangaroos; it would go a long way, at governmental level, towards building up goodwill with this man. 

Another area of interest for me is horticulture. I have heard some heartening news that just recently 
Australia entered into a new contract with Thailand for citrus fruit worth about $20m a year. Australia 
exports $80m a year in citrus fruits to Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore and Indonesia. Much of that fruit is 
grown in the Riverina. We have a lot of good land, particularly in Hon Tom Helm's electorate. The ample 
water supplies there provide good growing conditions for citrus fruit I cannot understand why all this fruit 
for export comes from the Riverina. Surely with our close proximity to the near Asian region we must 
have some advantages. Why are we not capitalising on this market by growing citrus fruit in Western 
Australia? 

Hon Eric Charlton has mentioned that transport infrastructure to those areas will increase. Given the 
potential that has been demonstrated by some colleagues over east and given our resources, something is 
wrong here if we are not able to tap into this large export market. The Ord River area, Broome, Carnarvon 
and Wiluna could support a citrus industry. Those who have tasted the oranges and the honeydew melons 
grown in Wiluna, marketed under the Desert Gold label, will say that they are second to none in Australia 
and probably in many places around the world. The quality is AI. However, a lot of infrastructure needs 
to be put in place before a large citrus industry can be commenced in these remote areas. 

Some local Western Australian companies are buying citrus concentrate from Brazil as the basis for fruit 
juice because of an inadequate supply of oranges in the local market We must import a commodity which 
could quite easily be grown in large quantities in Western Australia. In fact, it grows successfully in a 
number of areas. Although some refer to Australia as the lucky country or the clever country, I sometimes 
think that is not quite right. We should have captured these markets long before now. The Government 
needs to look at some programs to get these fruit growing areas under way. 

Perhaps the immigration section of the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade in Western Australia 
could investigate the possibility of people who are seeking residency in this State investing in some of 
these projects. We should have some of those projects planned and up and running because we could go to 
Hon Murray Criddle with a proposal if these people wanted to invest in this industry. There is not much 
room for these projects in Malaysia, Indonesia, Singapore and Thailand. In fact, much of their arable land 
is being converted to fishing - they are producing freshwater prawns. The amount of land required for a 
reasonable and viable citrus farm is not available in those countries, but we have that space. They have the 
resources and the capacity to invest in these enterprises. If that were to occur we would not be importing 
orange juice concentrate from Brazil but would produce it here to be exported, which would provide jobs 
locally. 

A few disturbing noises have been made in the media following the election of a coalition Government 
federally. It has been stated that the new Federal Government is looking at expanding the uranium industry 
and abolishing the three mine policy. The argument is put that the price of the commodity will increase to 
about $USI5 per kilogram. Many people have said that Kintyre and Yeelirrie are about to be commenced. 
I urge members not to support that move. I would be totally against the option of making a quick buck 
today and forgetting the price that we will pay tomorrow. There is enough evidence around the world to 
suggest that that is not the way to go. In fact, in the United States, which has been the leader in nuclear 
power, no new reactors have been ordered in the past 20 years. While that country still maintains its 
current nuclear reactors, it has not ordered any new reactors. When a reactor's use by date comes up it is 
closed. The old Soviet Union is stuck with its many nuclear reactor problems. The United Kingdom 
Government has stated publicly that there is no justification for building new nuclear reactors. Closer to 
home, particularly in Indonesia, Governments are starting to have problems with reactors. The case against 
expanding the three mine operation is there for all to see. I certainly hope that common sense prevails and 
that we get away from the profit motive and look at the long term effect that such a move could have and 
its subsequent cost to Australia. 

Another issue of concern to me relates to price fixing. A Victorian court last week ordered Ampol to pay a 
hefty fine for price fixing. As one drives around the metropolitan area one sees evidence of price fixing at 
service stations. In the past the price of petrol changed when a new batch of fuel was delivered, but the 
price now changes between fuel deliveries. The price of petrol can change rapidly over two or three days. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: Companies offer big rebates. 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is price fixing. I am sure the member will agree. The cost to the retailer 
is one price -

Hon B.K. Donaldson: It is in the rebates. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: How can Ampol, Shell, BP and Mobil all have the same price? If one buys 
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petrol twice a week - and I guarantee that the tanker has not visited the station twice in that week - one pays 
a different price. In moving to the next station one sees the same price even though the station is run by a 
different fuel company. That is price fixing. If the member does not believe that I would like him to tell 
me what it is. The price is being controlled. 

Mayne Nickless and another company were taken to court and fmed $8 million for price fixing in the 
transport industry last year. They were doing basically the same thing and their activities were no more 
blatant than those of the fuel companies here. Something needs to be done about this situation. What they 
are doing is without doubt price fixing and fiddling. A main player in this is the Shell Company. 

This issue will be raised again because I am speaking to the Shell National Action Group tomorrow. Its 
complaints have not been resolved although its members have been squeezed out by the Shell Company. 
Small business people have been made offers and if they do not accept the price they have been offered 
they are told that they will have two years left to run their service station and at the end of that time they 
will have to walk out. The companies have an unfair advantage in that they have all of the computer 
records provided by the stations on a monthly basis; they have all of the details of the businesses and they 
are screwing these people. Many of these businesses are run by families. The service station I frequent has 
been run by the same people for 25 years. It employs a father, two sons, two grandsons, two daughters-in
law and four other staff, giving a total of 11 employees. They have had the screws put on them and, as a 
result, 11 people will be put Ollt of work if the owners do not accept the proposals put to them by Shell. 
There may be only four years remaining for their business to run and at the end of the day they will be left 
with nothing. They will lose the goodwill which would have gone towards part of a superannuation 
scheme; that is being denied to them. That is one of the reasons I moved for the establishment of a select 
committee to investigate what was happening. I understand that in the northern suburbs the Shell Co of 
Australia Ltd has already cornered a third of the market 

Hon Kim Chance: It is probably more than that now. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: It leaves people with little bargaining power to act. This applies not only to 
Shell but also to other companies. Shell has been the instigator. The other main players - Mobil Oil 
Australia Ltd and BP Oil - are looking at doing the same. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: Caltex Oil (Aust) Pty Ltd and Ampol are also involved. 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is right. Unfortunately, the small family business will go. It is evident 
that there will be some sort of action taken by a cartel. What I said earlier about price fixing will take 
place. Shell already has an agreement with Gull Petroleum (W A) Pty Ltd because it tried to supply fuel at 
a cheaper price. Shell threatened to put Gull out of business and an agreement between the two companies 
was quickly reached. Shell took Gull out of the market. As soon as the smaller companies have been 
removed from the market the larger companies will form a cartel and the fiddling with prices which I have 
been talking about will be nothing compared with what will happen in the future. We need to seriously 
investigate this issue. We cannot afford to allow petrol retailing to fall into the hands of three or four 
"operators. 

The member for Northern Rivers has spoken about what happened when he was operating a service station 
in Camarvon. He owned his own service station and he had an argument with his Shell petrol supplier. 
The result was that the company would only supply him with petrol at a price which was 2¢ greater than he 
could purchase it from another Shell retailer who was situated further down the road. He then changed 
over to BP with which he was able to enter into a better deal. He could only do that because it was his own 
premises. That is what occurred in a small town. Because he would not play ball they did what they could 
to try to put him out of business. That will happen to other proprietors. I urge members to seriously 
consider this issue because this State cannot afford to go down the track of leaving this industry in the 
hands of a few. I notice from some of the information that has been given to me that Shell is the aggressor 
at the moment, but the other companies are waiting in the wings. If we think the price fixing that is going 
on now is bad, as soon as they have control the prices will only increase and there will not be many 
benefits because there will be no need for them to compete against each other. At the end of the day 
members will not be doing their constituents a favour by not protecting them from the likes of Shell and 
other companies which are waiting in the wings. 

~ was disturbed to hear, with respect to the televising of our debates in this House, that certain parts of what 
IS .televised will be edited by a few people. Members have the ability to check the speeches they make in 
th~s place before they are published. I hate to think that any part of what is captured on videotape is edited 
WlthO~t the member being present. It concerns me because basically it is taking away my democratic right 
to. be mvolved in the presentation of any material about me that goes out of this place. I urge members to 
~mk carefully about this issue and consider whether they should be involved in the editing of the 
VIdeotape. Any system which is established should not be left up to the control of certain individuals. The 
member involved should have some input. 

H~N P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [9.27 pm]: I support His Excellency Major General 
Mlc~ael Jeffery's speech to this, the last session of the thirty-fourth Parliament. I believe the system of 
ParlIament we have, which has evolved over the centuries, is a terrible system as someone said, but it is 
better than all the rest. We must always be in a constant state of political and parliamentary evolution and 
part of that ~volutionary process means welcoming and embracing, and not being in fear of, the electronic 
aspects of thiS House which were introduced during the parliamentary break. 
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I was disturbed that a member opposite who did not take cognisance of those electronics made a remark, 
innocuous perhaps in the context of another place, but which did no credit to this place on that day. I hope 
that all members on both sides remember that unfortunate moment of infamy for that member -

Hon Sam Piantadosi: He heard you and he is here - you are in trouble. 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: - who has just returned to this place after being absent on parliamentary business. 

Hon Tom Helm: He always speaks the truth. 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: That interjection exacerbates the problem and I think that all members, apart from 
Hon Tom Helm, recognise it was unnecessary. It was not intended and people should learn from that, and I 
am sure they will. 

I take this opportunity to congratulate the new Prime Minister of Australia, John Howard, for his almost 
unprecedented win in the federal election which was held a couple of weeks ago. It has been a long 
drought and to see conservatives on the Treasury benches in Canberra, albeit by way of the television set, is 
heartening. I also congratulate Kim Beazley, a famous name in Western Australia - his father bears the 
same name - on his election to the leadership of the Opposition in Canberra. Obviously, the position was 
uncontested and as a result his was a popular nomination. He was most gracious in the remarks he made 
about John Howard and I believe, with the new Administration, that the gracious and generous remarks that 
Kim Beazley made are a harbinger of a new era in Australian politics, where there will be less dissension, 
the adversarial aspect of contest in the Houses of Parliament will become somewhat diminished and that 
co-operation will be for the benefit of all Australians, whom we should serve without equivocation. That 
should be foremost in members' minds and, as the previous speaker mentioned, we would do well in this 
House to emulate some of the kind gestures that the new Leader of the Federal Opposition made towards 
the new Prime Minister of Australia. 

Tonight I will speak about politics, people and the economy, and not necessarily in that order. I was 
prompted to reply and interject on the previous speaker, Hon Sam Piantadosi; however, interjections seem 
only to incite him to speak in higher decibels, and even when he speaks normally that is sufficiently loud, 
so I held my tongue. However, I do not agree with the honourable member's view of the three mines 
policy and his hope that it will not expand beyond that, if I can paraphrase him, "for a quick buck". 
Western Australia is the most affluent State in terms of per capita income and export revenue raised for the 
nation - it raises 27 per cent of all export income, notwithstanding that we have only 10 per cent of the 
population - but it cannot afford to bypass any bone fide opportunity to mine uranium or any other 
commodity for that matter. The argument that if we mine uranIUm it will eventually find its way into a 
bomb is spurious. The three mine policy introduced by the Hawke Government in 1983 or 1984 has 
nothing to do with bombs. It was ideologically based on something that was held dear by the Labor Party. 
It lost Australia much in revenue, but the Labor Government did not dare tum back. Today, in relative 
peace throughout the world - I say that because there are some disturbing places in the world where most 
atrocious civil wars are occurring - we should not let someone else take advantage of the relatively high 
price of uranium, U-308 or yellowcake, to the detriment of the Australian economy. 

Yeelirrie Corp Ltd, which is in the east Murchison, was discovered in the early 1970s. Western Mining 
spent something like $3Om on exploration and proving up the carnotite ore body, which is a special 
uranium ore. A pilot plant was built in the mid-1970s on the north side of Kalgoorlie to beneficiate the ore 
and to upgrade it to U-308, but that did not get off the ground. One reason was that the former 
conservative Prime Minister, Malcolm Fraser, leant towards a policy of restricting uranium exports from 
Australia. It had a multiplicity of effects, one of which was to make the Rossing mine in Namibia the 
biggest uranium mine in the world. That was notwithstanding its low ore grade compared with, say, 
Jabiluka, Nabarlek, Ranger, Yeelirrie, Kintyre and Lakeway. However, because the demand was high and 
because Australia, which is the Saudi Arabia of uranium, was restricted artificially in the export of its 
product, Namibia in south west Africa became the biggest uranium mine in the world. The other effect was 
that Canada became the biggest exporter of uranium in the world. 

Hon J.A. Scott It would be cheaper to mine in Namibia than here. 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: It is much cheaper to mine there, but the ore body is of such a low grade that it is 
beyond the ability of even relatively cheap labour to mine it While Rossing is not on care and 
maintenance, it has reduced its production and work force by about half. Canada, a country that we relate 
to, that has a similar background to Australia - Australia is predominantly a European country, as is Canada 
- became the biggest exporter of uranium. With only 8 per cent of the world's reserves of mineable 
uranium Canada had something like 30 per cent of world exports. Conversely, Australia. which I have said 
is the Saudi Arabia of uranium - Saudi Arabia having the biggest oil reserves - had about 30 per cent of the 
world's reserves and about 8 per cent of its exports. That is a preposterous position in which to put an 
economy like Australia's. This was done for ideological reasons. 

Hon J.A. Scott: What about morality? 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: We now have sense and sensibility on both sides in Canberra. I hope that not 
only Yeelirrie, 25 years after its discovery, gets off the ground as one of the first to export U-308 to what 
are not booming markets but are nonetheless encouraging, but also that CRA's Kintyre mine in the 
Canning Basin is also allowed to export, subject to certain conditions, and that Lakeway in eastern Western 
Australia is also able to go ahead, confident in the knowledge that once it spends tens of millions of dollars 
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on exploration and proving up reserves and on other necessary infrastructures to treat the ore. it will be 
allowed to proceed. It has been estimated that during those 25 years Western Australia and the nation were 
denied something like $30b in gross revenues from not being able to export uranium. What did it achieve? 
Nothing. Someone said the other day that the greatest irony of all would be if Australia exported the 
uranium to Indonesia and it came back as a radioactive cloud. If it comes back as a radioactive cloud it 
will have nothing to do with Australia. because if we do not fill that market and take the opportunity that is 
presented to us by a country that will have 200 million people by the third millennium. someone else will. 

Hon Tom Helm: It would not affect you that much; you would still glow in the dark. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: As I have demonstrated. Canada. the United States. South Africa and Namibia 
will fill it. 

Hon Tom Helm: Therefore we should fill it. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: If we can fill that market - and I am not sure that Namibia is a party to the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. but at least we are - and we sell uranium only to countries that meet 
certain criteria. it is far safer for Australia to do it than to have a third world economy export uranium to 
Indonesia. 

Hon John Halden: How safe is Chernobyl? You would not answer that 

Hon Tom Helm: Should Western Australia have a nuclear power station? 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House). if I am allowed to proceed. perhaps I 
might crave the indulgence of those who are interjecting and come to the end of this vexing subject. as they 
see it. There are new boys in Canberra. There is a new philosophy of economic responsibility. It is not 
one based on blind ideology or arrogance. Mr Keating is the only man that I have ever known who could 
look arrogant in the dark. It is a philosophy based on proper economic survey. safety. and workplace 
agreements with which we can proceed -

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Members should allow the member on his feet to proceed. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: There is no such thing as a safe mine. if I can answer Hon Jim Scott through you. 
Mr Deputy President. Somewhere someone will bark his knees. Somewhere someone will be killed. It is 
a tragedy but it is a fact of life. However. will we close down every coal. nickel and gold mine in Australia 
because there is a potential for someone to be killed? The member should not be ridiculous! If we do not 
do it - and do it in the responsible fashion which we insist on with all our exports to various countries. and 
to which we export uranium - someone else will. That is not the only motivating factor. As I said earlier. 
our safeguards and criteria, which must be met by the countries to which we export, are far better than 
those of some third world country in Africa. purely for dollar reasons. should it export uranium to 
Indonesia. I am not suggesting that Indonesia will take those sorts of opportunities, but they exist, as they 
exist with all other minerals. No doubt they exist with uranium as well. 

Of course it is indisputable by anyone with a rational sense of fairness that nuclear power stations, 
notwithstanding Chernobyl. are the most safe. efficient and cost effective in the world. 

Hon J .A. Scott: Unsafe! 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Mr Scott is unsafe. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: He is of sound mind. You are not. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Okay. I will let the Hansard reporter work that one out. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: You are as unstable as a reactor. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I will not react to that. 

With the new boys on the block in Canberra I hope that Western Australia does not dally any longer on the 
exploitation of uranium, and that subject to certain conditions - one of which includes the Nuclear Non
~~liferation Treaty - we export uranium on the basis that I have outlined. As to the nuclear power station, 
It IS ~e that it is not politically correct for me to say that Australia should have a nuclear station - so I will 
say It! Australia should have a nuclear power station! It is cost efficient; it is safe; and it delivers 
electricity in some instances throughout the world. if not all. at significantly lower prices to the consumer 
than either coal or oil can do. That was not meant to be a pun, because Cando is one of the best nuclear
fired power stations and it is built in Canada. The Calvert Cliffs nuclear power plant just outside 
Washl.n~ton DC on the shores of Chesapeake Bay can deliver electricity into the Baltimore Gas and 
ElectriCity grid at about 2¢US a kilowatt hour. which is significantly cheaper than any power plant 
operating in Western Australia or Australia at the moment - even hydro, which is very cheap power. The 
nuclear power plant at Chesapeake Bay is in one of the most environmentally sensitive areas in the United 
States. 

Hon J.A. Scott: Three Mile Island! 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I wish Hon Jim Scott were there. 

Chesapeake Bay is one of the most environmentally sensitive areas in the United States. It is not that 
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Calvert Cliffs presents any problems to the population. It is outside Washington DC; it is very close to 
Baltimore, which is the capital of Maryland. The plant presents no problems. It generates 1200 
megawatts of electricity. It was built in the 1970s and produces electricity at a wholesale rate because it 
delivers to the grid at 2¢ a kilowatt hour. Members should compare that with the 10¢ a kilowatt hour 
which is the best we can do in Western Australia. That is wholesale; I do not mention retail. Some of the 
retail prices here go well over 20¢ a kilowatt hour. That was not what I intended to talk about but I thought 
it was appropriate that I address that aspect of the Western Australian economy which has been sorely 
lacking in the past decade or longer. If we include Mr Fraser's tenure in Canberra it has been sadly lacking 
for the past 20 years, and the economy has suffered as a result. The Australian economy generally has 
benefited as a result of the levelling effect Canberra has on revenue reimbursement to the State -

Hon John Halden: We will see how well you do with revenue from the Commonwealth soon. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I am pleased that the Leader of the Opposition has mentioned that subject. 

Hon Kim Chance: I do not think you will be pleased for long. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: We have only one way to go after the appalling fiscal mismanagement of the best 
Treasurer in the world! The next year he received the wooden spoon; he was the worst Treasurer in the 
world, after the Mexican Treasurer. We have not done very well since then. It has been a stop-start 
economy, and we had the recession we had to have. We have had the highest unemployment rate of the 
OECD countries -

Hon John Halden: And the highest growth. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. 

Hon John Halden: We can make a better speech for you! 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! Allow the member to make his own speech. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I intend to do that, Mr Deputy President By any measurement, the current 
account deficit is worrying to all who are even briefly familiar with fiscal subjects, and the foreign debt 
which is fast approaching $200b - at one stage it was over $200b. Given that the conservative parties 
invariably have a record of good management, we can go only one way, and that is up. Federally we are 
faced, as we were when we came to power in this State, with an abysmal financial position. We are 
charged with rectifying more than a decade of federal mismanagement. I have no doubt that we will do it 
Members should look at the so-called balanced Budget, to which Mr Keating refused us Treasury access, to 
prove those figures. It will be something like $8b that we must trim from somewhere over the next three 
years. That is the sort of mismanagement I am talking about. Obviously we will go the only way we can, 
and that is up. 

I did not necessarily want to talk about the three subjects I have delineated tonight. I intended initially to 
talk about people. People should be the reason that we are here. The other things are peripheral in a sense. 
One of the subjects that has always worried me is the number of people in this world. It is a subject that I 
have a look at every now and then. I want to give some examples of population growth throughout the 
world. 

On Friday night I had the pleasure of representing the Government at an official function hosted by the 
Honorary Consul General for Ireland, Mr Michael Nolan. As a result of preparing my own speech, which I 
generally do, I looked at some of the statistics of Ireland. 

Hon John Halden: You mean you bore other than us? How unfair. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I am always flattered because the Leader of the Opposition is often out of the 
Chamber, obviously on urgent parliamentary business; however whenever I speak, he returns. I like that. 
He shows a reasonable amount of acumen in coming back and listening to me. I can sometimes see a look 
of admiration on his face when he looks at me. It is rather unhealthy in a sense because it is not something 
I wish to observe. I do not want to see the Leader of the Opposition looking at me in that manner. It is 
rather disturbing. 

Hon John Halden: I have always thought you were disturbed. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I am; I am disturbed when the Leader of the Opposition looks at me. If the 
Leader of the Opposition could cast his eye downwards towards his bench, I would appreciate it. 

I gathered some statistics on Ireland. I was surprised to find that the population in Ireland peaked in 1841 
to 8.25 million. On an island only slightly larger than 70000 square kilometres I found that rather 
surprising. The population fell dramatically after that due to mass migration to the United States, which in 
part was precipitated by the great potato famines of the preceding decades. The population stablised in 
1941 to less than three million people. Its lowest population was just over two million. It has built up now 
to about 3.5 million people - in a country that is a fraction of the size of Australia. Ireland has a density of 
5,0 persons per square kilometre. The per capita income in Ireland is just over $12000. I give those 
figures because I :-vant to give comparative figures for other selected countries. I am sure that others are 
equall~ absorbed 10 my conversation as is the Leader of the Opposition who will remember the figures I 
have given. 
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If we relate those figures to, say, India and consider then using those comparative reductions, and if one 
assumes that India has one billion people - which it will have by the third millennium - that loss in India 
would have been 750 million people. That may put the figures, in a global sense, in some perspective. If it 
were applied to China, which will have 1.2 billion people by the third millennium, the loss in comparative 
figures would be 800 million people. I find those figures staggering. If we relate the statistics to people 
who are Irish or of Irish extraction domiciled in the United States, which has a population of 260 million, 
we can see where they have gone, because that figure comes out at between 40 million and 50 million 
people. The figures for Australia are even more astounding. Australia, which has a population of 
18 million - although the country is considerably smaller in terms of its European migration - has on a 
percentage basis a far greater number of people - an estimated seven million - who are either Irish or of 
Irish extraction. 

I am something of a person for all seasons. I managed to fmd that I am something of a British half-caste. 
My mother's forebears were Scottish. My father was English, but his mother was Irish and her name was 
Noyes. Someone said that that was not inappropriate for me. I look around here tonight and I can see 
many people looking at me with a warm glow. They obviously have some Irish in them as well; not to 
mention the Leader of the House, Hon Samuel George Ernest Cash, who probably has more direct 
forebears from the Emerald Isle than I do. I was not going to talk about that I was driven to that by some 
on the other side showing me some debating largesse and keeping quiet. 

Where the world is expanding at such a rapid rate and where there are many catastrophes, nonetheless the 
population will exceed 10 billion homo sapiens on this Earth early in the third millennium. That is 
notwithstanding the loss since 1968 of 250 million who have perished from hunger. Most of those 
250 million, as one would guess, were children. I find that a staggering statistical tragedy. Here we are 
worrying about all manner of things that should be relegated well below that which I have just alluded to as 
the most pressing problem in this global village that comprises the world today. 

Further statistics are equally astounding. Every hour there are 11 000 new mouths to feed on earth; every 
hour there are 11 000 new bundles of wriggling humanity that must be fed, clothed, educated, nurtured and 
housed. Aggregated annually, therefore, there are 95 million more people on the globe who need those 
precise attentions. Paradoxically, while we have this looming figure of 10 billion plus by the third 
millennium, the earth loses billions of tonnes of topsoil each year through erosion into the oceans and 
trillions of gallons of fresh water each year that is not replaced. I wonder how much of a catastrophe it 
would take, therefore, to mirror those figures I gave between the potato famine in Ireland - and the 
subsequent dramatic loss of its population from 8.25 million to just over two million at its most 
depopulated state - and India or China. In just two years between 1986 and 1988 the population of the 
world grew to equate to a combined United Kingdom, France and Germany, and that increase occurs every 
two years! I find that situation highly disturbing. 

No doubt some will be surprised that when I was a boy in the late 1930s there were about two billion 
people on earth; there are now well over five billion. In 1928 there were only 120 million people in the 
United States. There are now 260 million people in the United States - and that country has a low birth 
rate, by global standards. Incidentally, the United States mainland has almost precisely the same area of 
land mass as Australia, yet we have 18 million people and the USA has 1 260 million and growing. 

The forebears of homo sapiens, the Australopithenes - there were probably 125000 of them at their peak; 
there are other antecedents, too - existed perhaps four million years ago. Since that time, from our rather 
unattractive antecedents of 125 000 people we have grown into a homo sapiens village of nearly six billion 
souls. The modem homo sapiens, of course, is just a few hundred thousand years old. Agriculture started 
~mly some 10000 years ago, probably between the Tigris and Euphrates valleys in the Middle East. Were 
It not for that I doubt whether we would have reached 250 million people, which was about the population 
of Earth 2000 years ago during the time of Christ By 1650, after Australia had been discovered but well 
before it had been settled and about the time that the United States was settled, about 500 million people 
were on Earth. 

The nations and states cannot continue to go on with the burgeoning population that is so apparent now. 
0!1e way or another nature will resolve the issue. Maybe homo sapiens will have a big hand in it, but it 
will be driven by nature, whether through losses through AIDS or the greenhouse effect, in which weather 
patterns, as in areas such as Israel and Lebanon which were once the granaries of the Roman Empire, will 
change to the point where we have no grain left. I believe about 90 days of stored grain exists throughout 
the world; hence the reason for the record setting prices for wheat. Only a couple of years ago it was hard 
to scratch a living on a small wheat farm. One had to have 3 000 to 5 000 acres to farm wheat 
economically and viably. That is not so today. It is a booming commodity which will probably continue to 
!><>om. Where we have the destruction of the rain forests and the environment so altered through 
mterference by homo sapiens a catastrophe is looming. 

I sound like a doomsdayman. I do not want to be in a position of influence and look back and say that I did 
not try. Even though this is the State of Western Australia with 1.8 million people, with a relatively small 
ecthr0nomy and a relatively small Parliament House in a great country, I feel we can influence people perhaps 

ough the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, because whereas in 1850 there were one billion 
~p~e. there are now nearly six billion, as I have said. Sometimes I think perhaps the experimental 
cahclVlrus or something like that which affects homo sapiens will happen. It is not something I encourage 
or endorse. 
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Hon I.D. MacLean: It looks as though it has affected the other side of the Chamber. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I am pleased to see that a staunch supporter of mine in the form of Hon Jim Scott 

is still fmnly glued to his seat. 

Hon J.A. Scott I am a Green. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Hon Jim Green I should have said. 

Given some of the statistics with respect to Ireland, its greatest and cheapest export is its people. I want to 

give some comparative statistics, as I warned you, Me Deputy President, that I would, with respect to other 

countries that are close to Australia either geographically or in a traditional sense. Indonesia of course is in 

the former category. Although Ireland has a per capita income of over $12 000, Indonesia, notwithstanding 

its population of approaching 200 million souls, has a per capita income of only $730. There is quite a 

difference between Indonesia and Ireland. Indonesia has a density of over 100 people per square kilometre. 

I gave the density of Ireland at 50 people per square kilometre at the 3.5 million population of today. 

Although we think that Ireland has a population density which is busting at the seams, it is only half that of 

Indonesia. Indonesia's population is expected to be 200 million by the turn of the century, and it doubles 

every 43 years. By the time some of us in this Chamber - and I hope one of them is me but I doubt it -

reach the end of our natural lives, Indonesia's population will have doubled to 400 million people. What 

disturbs me, besides the human loss in these large populations, is the jealous and envious way in which 

they will be eyeing this big island of Australia, which is very, very empty in comparison with countries like 

Indonesia. We have a responsibility to ensure that we utilise this island continent in the best possible 

fashion. Given that responsibility, it is time we were a little more explicit and showed that responsibility. 

To move onto the United States, I have already given members some statistics. The United States 

population density per square kilometre is about half again that of Ireland at about 27 people per square 

kilometre. Although its population density is only half that of Ireland, the United States has a per capita 

income over double at $25 000. The United Kingdom has a population of almost 60 million. That of 

course will be increased as a result of the recent announcement by the United Kingdom Government that it 

proposes to take all British passport holders from the islands and territories of Hong Kong when it is ceded 

back to China next year. Therefore, that population will blowout. However, the astounding thing about 

the United Kingdom is that it has a population density per square kilometre of 240 people as opposed to 

Ireland, which has a population density of 50 per square kilometre. Britain's population is nearly five 

times the density of Ireland. Britain's per capita income is $17 000 to $18 000, which is about the same as 

that of Australia. I mention Indonesia particularly in respect of a catastrophe, if it emulated that of Ireland 

in the middle of the nineteenth century. 

I have some statistics on India. India's population density is about the same as that of the United Kingdom 

at 288 people per square kilometre, but although it has a population density very similar to that of the 

United Kingdom, its per capita income is less than $300. 

Hon J .A. Scott It has a much lower consumption. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Yes, and also it has many subsistence farmers, so quite often figures are 

misleading. If the position in China were analogous to the great depopulation of Ireland in the middle of 

the nineteenth century, it would be devastating with a loss of 800 million people. If one deletes from its 

land mass just two of the autonomous regions, not the half dozen or so that are there but, say, Inner 

Mongolia and Tibet, its area is much smaller than Australia. The 1.2 billion people in China are on a land 

mass which is potentially much smaller than Australia and about 2.5 million square miles or 5.5 million 

square kilometres. 

Once again China has not been averse to showing some armed muscle to the Taiwanese people recently. 

Therefore, we should not think that we have anything out there that will be friendly to us if there should be 

an ecological migration, if I could use that term. If there is an ecological migration, tens of millions of 

people will want to get out of China, India or Indonesia. There is no first prize for guessing which island 

continent they would head for. China has a density of 124, less than half that of the UK. It has a per capita 

income of $380. Incidentally, the birth rate in China is 18.2. We think we can criticise China. It has a low 

birth rate. While the world birth rate is 26 per thousand, China has a birth rate of 18.2. 

Hon B.M. Scott interjected. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I would not encourage anyone to have more than one child today. If they bring 

that child up properly they are doing well. I wonder from time to time where this homo sapiens explosion 

is going and where the food to feed those 11 000 new mouths every hour and those 95 million new people 

every year will come from. I also wonder whether there is a catastrophe around the corner. I can be a little 

more unequivocal than that. There are catastrophes around the corner. How we will weather them I do not 

know. However, I believe that Australia has a major role to play. That major role is not one of dispensing 

migration largesse to all and sundry who wish to come here. I do not believe that this is a multicultural 

country. I believe this is a country that has myriad cultures in it, and there is a distinct difference between 

them. This country is not Asian. In terms of its juxtaposition, it is close to Asia. It is and will always 

remain predominantly one of European background. This Chamber has its origins in Europe. Every one of 

the persons in this room without exception has European origins. Our laws are of European origin. Our 

culture, except for those few minorities, has its roots firmly in Europe. As such, I believe we can show 

some comfort to the rest of the world without interference. One of those comforts d~s not include a 
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migration policy that could be or is incompatible with the people who already reside in this country. I support the Governor's speech. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Helm. 

LICENSED SURVEYORS AMENDMENT BILL 
Second Reading 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Minister for Lands) [10.14 pm]; I move -
That the Bill be now read a second time. 

The Licensed Surveyors Act 1909 was established to protect the government and public interest in the definition of land through the licensing of surveyors and the setting of survey standards. Similar legislation has been enacted in all States and reciprocal arrangements exist to permit a licensed surveyor registered in one State to practice in any Australian State or Territory and New Zealand. 
The effects of surveying activities are not immediately obvious. Since they may be latent in their implications there can be a considerable time gap between offence and result Further, the layman is not expected to know the statutory requirements of survey practice and therefore may not be offended by shoddy workmanship or non-conformity with accepted practice or statutory provisions. The licensing of surveyors ensures that they are both qualified and competent to undertake surveys and to satisfy their obligations to the client, the public and the State. This legislation aims to provide a high level of confidence and security in the cadastral system and the land development process on which society in Australia relies. The legislation has in the past been effective in protecting these societal interests as evidenced by the low level of litigation over land boundaries. The Act, however, is in need of amendment to allow it to meet the needs of modem society. 
In 1987, Cabinet approved the drafting of a new Surveyors Act to implement a number of the recommendations of a Functional Review Committee and to take into account the requirements of the Land Surveyors' Licensing Board and the wishes of the survey profession. Concepts proposed for the new Act led to disagreement within the industry. I have received a report from the Department of Land Administration outlining the contentious issues and the progress toward resolving those issues. In the meantime, the Land Surveyors' Licensing Board has experienced difficulty in administering the existing Act to meet its obligations to the State. In addition, the Government's public sector reform program in relation to the lodging of surveys in the Department of Land Administration is dependent on successful implementation of periodic practising certificates. The amendments included in this Bill are urgent and cannot await the outcome of the development of a new Surveyors Act. The amendments have been discussed with the profession through the Institution of Surveyors Australia, Western Australia Division and the Consulting Surveyors, Western Australia. 
This Bill provides for amendments in four areas. In summary these include -
(1) Amending the definition of "Authorised Survey" to include surveys re-establishing boundaries previously marked as authorised surveys. 
(2) Modernising disciplinary processes, charges and penalties. 
(3) Introducing periodically renewable practising certificates for licensed surveyors undertaking authorised surveys to ensure continued public confidence in the currency of surveyors' knowledge. 

(4) Providing indemnity from personal liability for members and officers of the Land Surveyors' Licensing Board in the performance of their duties. 
It is appropriate to explain each of these areas separately. Firstly I refer to the definition of authorised surveys. The Act defines an authorised survey as "A survey of land authorised or required -
(a) under any Act dealing with the alienation, leasing, and occupation of Crown lands, or under the Transfer of Land Act, 1893, or any other Act affecting titles to land; or 
(b) by the proprietor, lessee, or mortgagee under any Act affecting titles to land." 
This definition is to be amended to include surveys that re-establish boundaries previously established by an authorised survey. There has been common interpretation that this definition did not cover surveys reestablishing boundaries previously marked as authorised surveys. This had led to the situation where many of these surveys are performed by non-licensed surveyors or by licensed surveyors at a standard below those specified for authorised surveys. These practices are resulting in the public being disadvantaged through poor legal boundary definition and a gradual deterioration of the cadastral infrastructure. The amendments also include, in the definition of an authorised survey, plans resulting from the physical survey. 

Turning to operational matters, there is a need to modernise the disciplinary provisions of the Act. The charg~s and penalties are outmoded. The amendments proposed in this Bill provide for charges and penaltles applicable to modem practice. Disciplinary action will now be available against a surveyor who falsely or negligently signs any document required or authorised under any law to be certified by a licensed 
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surveyor. Incompetence will also be subject to disciplinary action. The Act does not provide any 
mechanism for appeal against a decision of the board in a disciplinary case. This Bill has provision for a 
surveyor aggrieved by a decision of the board to appeal to the District Court. Penalties for offences by 
non-licensed persons have been increased. They were last set in 1976 and are inadequate to deter 
unqualified individuals or corporations from illegally offering services to the public. 

I refer now to the introduction of practising certificates. Currently the board, having examined a candidate 
and registered a person as a licensed surveyor legally entitled to carry out authorised surveys, has no 
further review of that surveyor's competence unless he or she is charged with an offence. Western 
Australia is one of only two States that have perpetual registration. This has led to the situation where 
licensed surveyors may have chosen alternative career paths but are still entitled to practise. The licence 
has also been recognised as a qualification in fields of surveying other than authorised surveys. The Bill 
provides for licensed surveyors who intend to conduct authorised surveys to obtain a practising certificate. 
The issue and renewal of such practising certificates should be linked to continuing education 
requirements. This will ensure that public confidence in the knowledge and skills of a licensed surveyor 
and the integrity of the property boundary system is maintained. The Bill provides the flexibility for a 
licensed surveyor to renew a practising certificate for periods of up to three years. 

This Government's public sector reform process has returned to the surveyor the full responsibility for the 
correctness of survey plans submitted to the registering agencies. A key factor in the implementation of 
this reform is the necessity for the Land Surveyors' Licensing Board to be able to review the competence 
of practising surveyors and require continual improvement in their knowledge and skills. These 
amendments also make provision for the board to issue certificates of recognition to retired surveyors who 
are no longer practising. To ensure that a means of redress is available to the public, it is desirable that the 
renewal of a practisin~ certificate also be conditional on evidence that the surveyor is practising under the 
protection of indemmty insurance or equivalent. The Bill enables the board, with the approval of the 
Governor, to make regulations for that purpose. 

I refer finally to indemnity for board members and officers. The Act allows the board to institute, carry on, 
prosecute and defend any action, complaint or proceedings. This Bill proposes to give board members and 
officers acting in good faith in the execution of their duties under the Act on behalf of the Government, 
protection from personal liability and legal action. The board, in performing its duties, often acts as a 
quasi-judicial body, and in order for members and officers to effectively perform these duties they should 
not be subject to the threat of individual legal action. The proposed amendments to the Licensed Surveyors 
Act will enable the Land Surveyors' Licensing Board to fulfil its obligations to the community and 
promote continued public confidence in the licensing of surveyors. 

I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Helm. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE • ORDINARY 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.23 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn. 

Adjournment Debate - Nuclear Energy Industry 

HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.23 pm]: I was interested to listen to the speech by Hon 
Ross Lightfoot, who has constantly promoted the nuclear energy industry in this State. I am not sure what 
his interest is in promoting that industry. However, I am concerned that the current Federal Government is 
proposing to remove what is called the three mines policy, which has been described as a very silly policy 
because one cannot have three mines and not have uranium exports. However, that was not the original 
intention of the three mines policy. That is a misinterpretation of that policy. That was to be an interim 
policy until those mines phased out their current export requirements. The idea was that the industry would 
be phased out until it ceased to exist. 

Hon Ross Lightfoot said that nuclear energy is the safest and cheapest form of energy. That is completely 
fallacious. An article by Rob Edwards in the 2 March 1996 issue of New Scientist refers to part of the 
Russian experience and states -

ICEBERGS contaminated with radioactivity from nuclear waste dumped in Russia could end up 
poisoning fish in the North Atlantic, warns a leading Norwegian scientist. The movement of 
frozen radioactive particles long distances across the Arctic suggests that risks to human health 
from Russian waste may have been underestimated. 

It refers to Per Strand, a senior research scientist from the Norwegian Radiation Protection Authority, and 
states -

Strand points out that since the 1950s the former Soviet Union has dumped 17 reactors and other 
assorted radioactive rubbish into the Kara Sea on the assumption that it would affect only the sea 
itself and waters to the east, neither of which are rich in fish. Unfortunately, although the 
prevailing sea currents flow eastwards, satellite photographs show that drift ice is blown in the 
opposite direction, where the fish are much more plentiful. ... 
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According to Strand, there are over 7000 petabecquerels (7000 x 1015 becquerels) of nuclear 
waste in waterways and on land around the northwest coast of Russia. The total release of 
caesium-137, the main radionuclide from the Chernobyl accident, was about 40 petabecquerels. 

Therefore, a huge amount of radioactive waste is sitting in the seas to the north of Russia and is drifting 
with the drift ice into fishing areas. That will obviously have a detrimental effect. The article states also -

"The Russians admit that they have problems with their nuclear waste. This is one of the major 
legacies of the Cold War which no one has had to come to terms with before." 

There are 4000 petabecquerels from the Russian reprocessing plant at Chelyabinsk behind a darn 
in Lake Karachai. The lake drains into the River Ob, which also receives discharges from another 
reprocessing plant at Tomsk, before it runs into the Kara Sea. A third reprocessing plant at 
Krasnoyarsk discharges directly into the Yenisey river, which ends in the Kara Sea. 

The two rivers supply about a third of the total freshwater input into the Arctic basin. They join 
the sea at the very places where drift ice fonns each autumn. According to Russian scientists, the 
two rivers transport between 20 and 30 million tonnes of sediment to the sea every year. There 
are a further 2500 petabecquerels contained in radioactive waste and spent fuel from 140 defunct 
submarine reactors stored at military bases around the coast In addition there are 500 
petabecquerels of waste at Murmansk from nuclear-powered icebreakers. 

All that, however, does not include the reactors and other waste dumped, often in shallow bays, 
around the edge of the Kara Sea. A joint Russian-Norwegian study reveals that radioactivity is 
leaking from the dumped reactors and is contaminating nearby sediments. Levels of caesium-137 
at one dumping site at an inlet off the east coast of Novaya Zemlya are up to 2000 times as high as 
levels in the open sea. 

Nuclear waste is not safe. The nuclear industry is not safe. It is life threatening for the whole of this 
planet. We in this State must think very seriously before we send nuclear fuel to Indonesia, which is 
planning to put about 12 reactors along one of the most earthquake and volcanic prone areas of the planet 
That area is just to the north of this country. It is absolute nonsense for Hon Ross Lightfoot to say that 
there is no risk. There is a very serious risk. Any person in this House who does not take that risk 
seriously is letting down the people of this State, because we are looking at the potential end of life in this 
part of the world. If half a dozen Chernobyl-type accidents occurred in Indonesia we in Western Australia 
would be in big trouble. 

Hon Tom Helm: If it were Australian/Canadian it would be safe. If it's Canadian it is a problem. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: The logic put forward by Hon Ross Lightfoot is that it is no different from Canadian 
waste. When the Federal Liberal Government - I did not hear too much from Western Australian Liberal 
parliamentarians, although I may be wrong - complained about the French nuclear tests to the north of 
Australia -

Hon Kim Chance: Certainly not the Liberal candidate for the state seat of Kalgoorlie. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: - it seems those tests somehow had no link with the uranium industry. They seemed to 
think that somehow those bombs were separate from that weaponry. 

Hon Tom Helm: That was French Canadian; that is different again! 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: If we are to have a true moral voice in getting rid of nuclear weapons in this world we 
cannot supply the fuel to make them. It would be an absolute nonsense and it would be morally corrupt. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: Convince Canada. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: We would not convince Canada if we sold that fuel. We would be like Judas; we would 
be selling our souls for a handful of dollars. It would be one thing if this were economically sensible, but it 
would be economically stupid. Hon Ross Lightfoot is wrong. When we take the disposal of nuclear power 
plants into account, as happened in Russia, without considering the environmental problems it causes, the 
cost of nuclear energy would rise to around 18¢ to 22¢ a unit In Australia people are trying to work on 
areas such as renewable energy in the fonn of solar cells for as low as 4¢ a unit. In the United States 
people are talking about producing that energy for l¢ a unit. The sale of that technology to nearby 
Indonesia would return us far more economically in the long tenn and provide us with far more security 
t!tan nuclear energy. The nuclear energy industry is a nonsense. It is morally bankrupt and it threatens the 
hfe of the whole of mankind. It is a stupid industry and anyone who wants to be involved is morally 
corrupt and economically stupid. 

Adjournment Debate - Executive Service and Reporting Provided to Chamber 

HON. J.A. COWDELL (South West) [10.33 pm]: I bring to the attention of the Chamber the totally 
un.~tIsfactory nature of the reporting procedure by the Executive to this Chamber. I pay attention when 
MInIsters table papers in this Chamber and from time to time I call for copies of those papers. Today I 
called for copies of two papers. I think the position of the Legislature is exemplified by the two papers I 
called for. One was the annual report of the Commissioner for Workplace Agreements. It was obviously a 
wonderful, original glossy report that contained many photographs, colours and pie charts. That is fine 
except we did not receive the colour version. We received a photocopy from parliamentary services down 
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in the Capita Building. Therefore, of course, we cannot make sense of any of the graphs which are colour 

coded in five or six different colours. No doubt all the glossy versions are everywhere throughout the 

public service, for which I am sure we have appropriated inordinate funds. Nonetheless, we were given a 

photocopy of a report and cannot make sense of most of the graphs. 

I also called for a copy of the Peel Health Services annual report, although I did not initially realise it was 

the annual report. I read in it that the Government was pursuing a policy of collocation and so on that was 

abandoned long ago by this Government. I turned to the relevant page and found that quite reasonably the 

report reached the Minister for Health on 30 August 1995. That was two months after the end of the 

[mancial year and I want to know why it took six and a half months for that report to make its way down 

the Terrace to this Chamber. These are far from isolated instances. The Executive must examine the 

quality of the service and reporting it provides to the Legislature. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.36 pm 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - RED TINGLE TREES, 
W ALPOLE-NORNALUP NATIONAL PARK, BURN-OFFS 

Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for the Environment: 

Why did the Deparunent of Conservation and Land Management ignore the advice of Grant 
Wardell-Johnson, CALM's sole senior authority on the ecology of red tingles, and proceed with 
burn-offs in the Walpole-Nornalup National Park in the vicinity of Mt Clare? 

(2) What is the extent of the consequent damage to red tingle trees in the park? 

(3) Did Mr Wardell-Johnson resign from CALM because the authority was ignoring his advice on the 
best management of red tingle forest areas? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 
That question contains a number of statements and I am not aware whether they are true. I will investigate 
them and give the member an answer. 

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS LEGISLATION - DRAFT LEGISLATION PREPARED 
BY MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS 

13. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

In view of undertakings given by the Premier in the wake of the controversy surrounding the "second 
wave" of industrial relations legislation that no further industrial relations legislation would be introduced 
during this Parliament without the general agreement of major stakeholders -

(1) Is the Premier aware that the Minister for Labour Relations has prepared draft legislation that is an 
enactment of his construction industry code of practice? 

(2) Is the Premier aware that the introduction of such legislation is not supported by relevant unions 
or by many construction companies? 

(3) Will the Premier honour his undertaking and ensure that no such legislation is introduced in this 
session of Parliament? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the Premier in the following terms -

(1) Yes. 

(2) The Premier has had a discussion with the Secretary of the Trades and Labor Council. 

(3) The Premier's undertaking was in respect of legislation emanating from the Fielding review of 
Western Australian labour relations legislation. 

PORT KENNEDY - FIRE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

14. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Emergency 
Services: 

I refer the Minister to the recent destructive fires at Port Kennedy. 

(1) Is it a condition of the fire management plan for Port Kennedy that a heavy attack firefIghting 
vehicle be provided and stationed at Port Kennedy? 

(2) If this has been done, who was responsible for purchasing this vehicle and where in the Port 
Kennedy area is this vehicle stationed? 

(3) If this has not been done, why not, and when will that condition be met? 

(4) Are the fire hydrants at Port Kennedy fully operational and supplied with an adequate water 
supply for fuefighting purposes? 

(5) Who paid for the installation of those hydrants? 

(6) Will fuefighters be trained to protect important ecosystems as well as property on the Port 
Kennedy development area? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I th~nk the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for Emergency Services has 
adVIsed me in the following terms -

(1) The Port Kennedy Fire Management Committee has yet to finalise the requirements of fue 
a~pliances for the Port Kennedy area. The W A Fire Brigades Board will provide a fire station 
WIth a volunteer crew at Secret Harbour. 

(2) ~e Port Kennedy Fire Management Committee is arranging appliances for the area. The station 
SIte has not yet been determined. 
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(6) 
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The appliances required for the Port Kennedy site are being negotiated between the Port Kennedy 

Fire Management Committee and the developer. 

Four fire hydrants have been installed in Port Kennedy Drive and are believed to be operational. 

We know that they are installed; however. the officer has not had an opportunity to check whether 

they are operational. The water supply should be adequate from those hydrants. 

The Port Kennedy developer paid for the hydrants. 

The frrefighters responsible for the Port Kennedy area will receive instruction in dealing with 

environmentally sensitive areas and structural frrefighting from the relevant authorities they 

represent. 

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - $50 THIRD PARTY 
INSURANCE PREMIUM 

15. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 

(1) How much money has the third party insurance premium raised since its inception? 

(2) For how much longer is it envisaged that this premium will be levied? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Since its inception in August 1993 to 29 February 1996. $134 296 515 has been collected as a 

result of the $50 third party insurance premium. 

(2) The $50 forms part of the overall premium amount. Section 3T of the Motor Vehicle (Third Party 

Insurance) Act requires that the premium be reviewed at least once a year, taking into account any 

surplus or deficit. It is anticipated that the third party insurance premium for 1996-97 will be 

announced prior to 1 July 1996. Section 3T(I) of the Act states -

At least once in each financial year, the Commission shall make an assessment of the 

extent to which in the next following financial year the premium income of the 

Commission as estimated on the basis of existing scales of premiums, together with other 

income expected to be received under and for the purposes of this Act by the 

Commission, would be likely to be sufficient to meet claims arising and costs and other 

expenses estimated to be incurred in that financial year under this Act (whether expected 

to be actually paid in that year or not), due account being taken also of the accumulated 

surplus or deficit, if any, which is expected to exist at the commencement of the next 

following financial year. 

It is important that we take into consideration that this State had a deficit of $330m at the start of 

the year. The premium had to be set to cover that deficit and loss of investments. 

Hon John Halden: Is that an actuarial deficit? 

Hon MAX EVANS: No. The excess of liabilities over assets was $330m. That was the losses on all the 

investment funds. An amount of $791m was put to Holmes a Court, who lost over $300m on the Bell 

shares plus more on some property deal. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING - CENTRAL OFFICE STAFF 

EMPLOYMENT FIGURES 

16. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Employment and Training: 

How many staff were employed in the head office of the Department of Training as at -

(1) January 1994; 

(2) January 1995; and 

(3) January 1996? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(3) A thorough analysis was completed of the Department of Training's central office staffing profile 

in December 1995. The following is the result for November 1993, 1994 and 1995, and it is not 

expected that the department's establishment varies substantially enough between November and 

January of the subsequent year to warrant a further analysis being undertaken for January of each 

year. Given that such analysis is very resource intensive, it would take some time to research and 

collate the information sought 

The figures are as follows: November 1993, 348; November 1994, 397 - includes State 

Employment and Skills Development Authority staff who relocated; and November 1995,311 -

excludes staff and functions devolved to T AFE colleges. 
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FIRE BRIGADES - GERALDTON FIRE STATION 
Staffing Problem 
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17. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Emergency 
Services: 

(1) Has the member for Geraldton contacted the Minister about the issue of understaffing and non
replacement of staff who are sick or on leave from the Geraldton Fire Station? 

(2) Can Geraldton people now have confidence that this longstanding problem will finally be 
addressed by the Minister and the Fire Brigades Board as a result of the member for Geraldton's 
representation in support of earlier approaches by the Opposition? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Geraldton is one staff member less as the officer was transferred to another station earlier this 
month. A leading firefighter will be recruited as soon as practicable. It must be remembered that 
the use of volunteer firefighters to support permanent staff at the regional towns of Geraldton, 
Albany, Bunbury, Northam and Kalgoorlie IS and has been a longstanding operational strategy. 
The volunteer contingent of the above towns has been maintained for that purpose. 

The station officer has the ability to hold back or call back permanent staff on overtime should a 
situation warrant this action. The overtime and relieving budget for the Geraldton station 
increased from the 1994-95 figure of $32 300 to $39 500 during the 1995-96 financial year. In 
addition, the establishment of mutual aid arrangements between emergency services organisations 
has enabled the officer in charge of the Geraldton station to request assistance from other 
volunteer bush fire brigades or Western Australian volunteer fire brigades if necessary. 

GOLD ROYALTY - INTRODUCTION PLANS 

18. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

Will the Premier give a commitment that, should a coalition Government be re-elected, it will not introduce 
a royalty on gold mining in its next term of office? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Premier has advised me in the following terms -

As the Premier stated last week the Government has no plans to introduce a gold royalty. Before the last 
election the Premier stated that he would not give a commitment not to increase taxes or charges. The 
position is the same today. 

HOSPITALS - KIMBERLEY 
Funding Arrangements 

19. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister representing the Minister for Health: 

(1) What funds have been given to each of the following Kimberley hospitals in my electorate, as a 
result of the decision of the State Government to inject $81m between March and 30 June into the 
health system of W A -

(a) Kununurra; 

(b) Wyndham; 

(c) Halls Creek; 

(d) Fitzroy Crossing; 

(e) Derby; and 

(f) Broome? 

(2) For what purpose have these funds been allocated in each case? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(2) Details of funding arrangements to individual hospitals have not yet been determined. 

WESTRAIL - PROSPECTOR TRAIN SERVICE 
Kalgoorlie-Perth Changes 

20. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the Minister's answer to question 3 of questions without notice last Thursday regarding the 
cancellation of the Friday afternoon Prospector service. 
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(1) How many submissions were received from the people of KaIgoorlie indicating that they wanted 

the Friday afternoon Prospector service to be cancelled? 

(2) What form did these submissions take? 

(3) Were any submissions made for the retention of the service? 

(4) If so, how many? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1)-(4) I obviously do not have that information today. When we came to Government a number of 

complaints were made about timetables, for both Westrail coaches and passenger trains. As a 

consequence of a review of the timetables conducted throughout Westrail' s operations changes 

were made. I said last Thursday that the request came from people in Kalgoorlie. I do not know 

what Westrail's official system has with regard to submissions, applications or whatever. I do 

know two things: First, Westrail has advised me that it intended to make changes because of the 

demands being made on it. Second, I was approached by individuals and the taxi industry in 

Kalgoorlie and was told that they had received continual complaints because of the Friday 

timetable of the Prospector. Changes were made on that basis. 

I will obtain relevant information from Westrail and pass it to the member. As I have said over 

the last couple of weeks since this has been brought to my attention and as requested by the 

Liberal Party candidate during her campaign, a review of the schedules will be carried out 

Everybody will be given an opportunity to submit a preference. Preferred times vary. Concerns 

and complaints were raised about the mid-afternoon Prospector service not giving people enough 

time to do what they wanted to do. That is the main reason the time was changed. We have had a 

16 per cent increase in the patronage of the Prospector. I do not understand why people keep 

trying to talk down the Prospector service and saying that the Government is working to do away 

with it. We have had a significant increase in the use of the service. We have bought 10 new 

coaches and put on extra trains. 

Hon Bob Thomas: How many coaches have you got now? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: We have 21, the same as we had before, but we have replaced some with five star 

coaches and changed the timetable to interact with the trains around the State. 

WESTRAIL - PROSPECTOR TRAIN SERVICE 
Kalgoorlie-Perth Changes 

21. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport: 

What precise steps were taken to survey the opinions of people of KaIgoorlie and/or travellers on the 

Prospector with regard to any proposed or implemented changes to the service, in particular the 

cancellation of the Friday afternoon Prospector express service? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

This is best answered by the fact that 16 per cent more people are using the Prospector. When the derelict 

Labor Party was in government it refused Westrail's request to upgrade the railway. It did not put any 

money into it; it neglected the whole of the Westrail system, deregulated the area and closed down railway 

lines. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: It did not buy one new locomotive during its time in office. Since we have come 

into government we have ordered 24 new locomotives, bought 10 new road coaches and put on a service to 

Northam. Members opposite should hang their heads in shame and apologise to the people of Kalgoorlie 

for ratting on them over the years. 

PORT KENNEDY LAND CONSERVATION DISTRICT COMMITIEE - PORT KENNEDY 

SEA RESCUE GROUP, PREMISES 

22. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Lands: 

I refer the Minister to question 4 of questions without notice of 14 March 1996 -

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Port Kennedy Land Conservation District Committee occupies a 

small portion of LandCorp land near Port Kennedy because it was evicted from its premises at 

Port Kennedy by officers of his department? 

(2) Is the Minister aware that the Port Kennedy LCDC and the Port Kennedy sea rescue service 

provide valuable voluntary services to the community? 

(3) Is the Minister aware of coalition commitments to the LCDC and the sea rescue service that 

accommodation would be provided for them and that the Ministry for Planning specifically 

offered them the site on LandCorp land in 1993? 
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Will the Minister please intervene to override this action by LandCorp or provide a suitable 
alternative site for the LCDC and sea rescue service on public land at Port Kennedy? 

(5) If not, why not? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) The removal of unauthorised structures from Port Kennedy occurred pursuant to part 3 of the Port 
Kennedy Development Agreement Act 1992. In discharging its duties in respect of the Act, the 
Department of Land Administration oversaw the relocation of the Port Kennedy Land 
Conservation District Committee's properties to an alternative site. 

(2) 

(3)-(5) 

23. 

(1) 

I understand that sea rescue services for the area are also provided by the Rockingham sea rescue 
group and that access - including that for the Port Kennedy sea rescue group - to the beach has 
been limited; hence there is no reduction in service to the community. 

I am not aware of the specific coalition commitments to which the member is referring. As 
previously stated, if he is prepared to give me a copy of the Hansard to which he refers, I will 
endeavour to provide a response. However, the Government of the day made certain 
commitments regarding accommodation for the LCDC and the sea rescue service during the 
debate on the Port Kennedy Development Agreement Bill 1992 which were not carried through to 
the legislation. As a result the Port Kennedy Development Agreement Act does not provide for 
specific groups. The site now owned by LandCorp was offered by the Ministry for Planning to the 
LCDC and the sea rescue service for temporary occupation only. 

WESTRAIL - PROSPECTOR TRAIN SERVICE 
Kalgoorlie-Perth Changes 

Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport: 

Has there been an increase in the patronage of the Prospector service to and from Kalgoorlie since 
the Friday afternoon express service was axed? 

(2) If there has been an increase, will the Minister quantify the increase? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

I will obtain the specific information on the passenger loading of the Prospector and give it to the member. 

STATES HIPS - WIND-UP PAYMENT 

24. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

(1) How much money has been paid to wind up the Western Australian Coastal Shipping 
Commission? 

(2) To whom has money been paid and what amounts are still owing to outstanding creditors? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. Having only been asked it today, I have not been able 
to get the final advice but I will have a full and accurate answer to the member's question tomorrow. 

WESTRAIL - PROSPECTOR TRAIN SERVICE 
Kalgoorlie-Perth Changes 

25. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister for Transport: 

yvas the Friday afternoon Prospector express service from Kalgoorlie to Perth overbooked on any occasion 
10 the 12 months before it was axed? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

I do not know what problem the Opposition has with this service. The first statement made by the new 
member for Kalgoorlie was that the Government was deliberately downgrading the Prospector service to 
Kalgoorlie with a view to closing it down. Nothing could be further from the truth. I do not know why 
there has been a continual scare campaign for the people of Kalgoorlie about the Prospector. Does 
anybody have any evidence or a belief that this Government will close down the Prospector service? 

Hon Tom Helm: Why don't you answer the question? 

HO!l EJ. CHARLTON: I do not understand any of the questions because members opposite obviously 
beafheved that the Prospector service would continue. They now seem to have trouble with the Friday 

ternoon service. 

Hon Tom Helm: Would you answer the question? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I want to make sure the member gets the full picture and not answer only one line. 

Hon Tom Helm: Was it overbooked or wasn't it overbooked? 
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I have told the member why it was changed. It has nothing to do with being 
overbooked. It was changed because people preferred to have the service at another time. I have given the 
member the full story about the Prospector. Is the only problem that the Opposition has with this that it 
wants a service on Friday afternoon? If that is what it wants, ask me whether I will provide a service on 
Friday afternoon. Members opposite do not know what they want They all seem to be taking a keen 
interest in Kalgoorlie because the Labor Party got a very poor vote on Saturday and they want to get re
elected. 

STATE BUDGET - CONSOLIDATED FUND FORWARD ESTIMATES 
1995-96 TO 1998-99 

Global Provisions/or Future Price and Wage Movements 1995-96. Amount Committed 

26. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 

I have given some notice of the question. The forward estimates for 1995-96 to 1998-99 provide for a 
global provision for future price and wage movements of $60m in 1995-96. 

(1) How much of that money has already been committed for actual prices and wages movements in 
1995-96? 

(2) How many government departments and instrumentalities have already granted their employees 
wage increases in 1995-96, and how many are negotiating such increases? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) The most recent review conducted by the Treasury Department of the $60m global award 
provision indicates that $33 237 of the $60m has been committed. The balance of the provision is 
being held to meet the cost of wage agreements being negotiated and, at this stage, the expectation 
is that the $6Om provision will be fully committed by 30 June 1996. 

(2) I have referred this part of the question to the Minister for Labour Relations for examination. I 
will provide a response to the member as soon as possible. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FRUIT GROWERS ASSOCIATION (INC) - FRUIT 
INDUSTRY INQUIRY; PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT OFFICE REPORT 

27. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Primary Industry: 

Some notice of the question has been given. 

(1) Has the Westem Australian Fruit Growers Association made a request for the release of the Public 
Sector Management Office report on its investigation into allegations made to the Minister by an 
industry delegation? 

(2) Will the Minister for Primary Industry comply with this request? 

(3) Will the Minister provide me with a copy of the report? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2)-(3) After receiving legal advice from the Crown Law Department, a copy of the report will not be 
released. The Western Australian Fruit Growers Association has been advised of this by letter 
dated 14 March 1996. 

SWAN SHIRE COUNCIL - TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No 15 - HAZELMERE 
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT SCHEME 

28. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Planning: 

(1) Has the Minister agreed to the request by the Swan Shire Council to advertise its town planning 
scheme No 15 - Hazelmere industrial development scheme - which the council approved on 20 
September 1995, so that public comment on the scheme can commence? 

(2) If the Minister has, when or will this advertising take this place? 

(3) If he has not, why not? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1)-(3) No. The request by the Swan Shire Council to advertise its town planning scheme No 15 -
Hazelmere industrial development scheme - is being considered by the statutory planning 
committee today, Tuesday, 19 March 1996. A recommendation will then be forwarded to the 
Minister for Planning for his consideration. 

STATE BUDGET - GOVERNMENT CAPITAL ASSET SALES, TOTAL RECEIPTS 
CREDITED TO CONSOLIDATED FUND 

29. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 

Some notice of the question has been given. To 29 February 1996. what has been the total value of state 
government asset sales this financial year? 
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Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

The total receipts from government capital asset sales credited to the consolidated fund to 29 February 
1996 is $661126318. This includes $6OOm from the sale of BankWest which was received on 1 
December 1995 and fully applied towards reduction of Jebt. 

DE FACfO RELATIONSHIPS LEGISLATION - INTRODUCTION DATE 

30. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Attorney General: 

When is it intended to introduce legislation relating to de facto relationships and disputes arising out of 
such relationships? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

In this session of Parliament. 

31. 

(1) 

RABBIT CALICIVIRUS DISEASE - CROSS-INFECfION TESTS 

Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Primary Industry: 

Is the Minister aware that testing has revealed that the rabbit calicivirus disease antibodies were 
found in Kiwi birds which were used in trials to determine the ability of the virus to cross-infect 
other species? 

(2) Will the Minister support more extensive testing to determine the nature of rabbit calicivirus prior 
to authorising its coordinated release in Western Australia? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) No, given that the disease is already prevalent on Australia's mainland. 

McCABE STREET SITE - MOSMAN PARK FORESHORE CLEAN UP DELAY; 
HEALTH DEPARTMENT REPORT ON PUBLIC HEALTH RISK 

32. Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI to the Minister for the Environment: 

Has the Minister's decision to delay the Mosman Park foreshore clean up caused the Health Department's 
assessed report on the health risk to the public to be delayed? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Swan River Trust, the Water and Rivers 
Commission and the Health Department have carried out a careful assessment of the extent of 
contamination on the foreshore at Mosman Park near McCabe Street to determine if any clean up is 
necessary. This has involved considerable additional sampling and chemical analysis. I understand this 
work is being collated and a report will be forwarded to the Environmental Protection Authority. There has 
been no delay to the foreshore clean up as a final decision is yet to be made. The Health Department's 
preliminary advice is that there would be a marginal public health risk if access to the beach were 
increased. 


