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11lrgtslattur Qlnunrtl 
Wednesday, 20 March 1996 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 2.30 pm, and read prayers. 

MOTION - URGENCY 

Workplace Agreements System. DefiCiencies 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): Order! I advise members that I have received the following 
letter, dated 20 March -

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 two decisions handed down last week 
which have graphically illustrated some of the major deficiencies in Western Australia's 
workplace agreements system. 

Yours sincerely 

Alannah MacTiernan MLC. 

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 AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [2.35 pm]: I move -

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

The two decisions to which I refer in my letter both confirm the criticisms that the Opposition has 
repeatedly made in this place of the Workplace Agreements Act and the workplace agreements system in 
Western Australia. They show that the Workplace Agreements Act and its companion legislation have 
failed to deliver an adequate mechanism for the protection of workers in Western Australia. 

The frrst decision was handed down by the Full Bench of the Australian Industrial Relations Commission 
on Thursday. The commission dismissed the appeal made inter alia by the Western Australian Government 
and various private sector employees. The appeal was against a grant by the commission of a federal 
interim award for health workers in Western Australia and South Australia. One of the key arguments used 
by the Western Australian Government in the appeal was that federal award protection was not necessary 
because Western Australia's industrial relations system provided satisfactory industrial regulation and had 
a number of advantages over the federal system. This was argued at considerable length by the 
representatives of the Western Australian Government; however, it was to little avail. The full bench 
unanimously upheld the earlier rejection of those arguments and found that in fact adequate protection did 
not exist in the Western Australian legislation. In making that conclusion it looked in considerable detail at 
the Workplace Agreements Act and the Minimum Conditions of Employment Act. It found, to no surprise, 
that the Acts did not contain a "no disadvantage" test as is found in the federal Act and that the minima in 
the Minimum Conditions of Employment Act fell far short of the protections that are provided under 
awards, whether state or federal. 

It is important to recognise that since we last met the federal coalition has taken a position that agrees with 
that set out by the federal commission. The federal coalition was keen in the recent federal election to say 
that it believed it was necessary for any workplace agreement system to provide for an award safety net so 
the award already in place became the minima before one moved onto workplace agreements. Firstly, we 
have a condemnation by the federal Industrial Relations Commission about the failure of the state 
workplace agreements system to provide a decent minima and safety net. Secondly, the state coalition 
Government falls to be condemned by its federal colleagues who, in their successful attempt to win the 
election, were keen to assure the workers of Australia that a decent safety net would be in place. They said 
to the public of Australia that they would not behave like the Western Australian Government by putting in 
place a supposed safety net that was unsatisfactory. They believe that what is necessary is a safety net 
based on the existing awards. 

Perhaps this is an area that has not been adequately canvassed in the past, but it is one we must give 
attention to: The commission found that there was no mechanism to ensure that consultation took place 
before a workplace agreement was signed. 

Hon Max Evans: How could there be no consultation? 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I will explain to the Minister. I realise he is pretty new to this area. I will set 
out in some detail the case that was reported this morning. Under the federal enterprise bargaining system, 
before an agreement that overrides an award can be registered the federal Industrial Relations Commission 
has an obligation to take a number of steps. It must ensure that the following steps took place in the 
interaction between the employee and the employer: First. the employee was informed about the terms of 
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the agreement; second, the terms of the agreement were explained to the employee; and third, the 
consequences of registration of an enterprise bargain were explained to the employee. The commission 
looked at the equivalent under the ~tate system. Members s~ould bear in mind that. we are trying to work 
out whether the state system proVIdes any adequate protecuon when compared WIth the federal system. 
The commission found that where an agreement is lodged with the commissioner under section 29, the 
Commissioner of Workplace Agreements must satisfy himself or herself that each party to the agreement 
appears to understand his or her rights. That simple phrase "appears to understand his or her rights" is all 
that the Act contains about the test. The federal commission went on to examine a representative of the 
Commissioner of Workplace Agreements. The representative acknowledged that it was a very limited test 
and unlike the federal system, there was no requirement to go into any depth to ensure that the signatories 
und~rstood their agreement It was simply sufficient that they gave an appearance of understanding the 
terms of the agreement. The representative went on to acknowledge that, unlike the federal system, no 
process was set down in the legislation. 

One of the agreements, the subject of this action, was a workplace agreement that had been signed by a 
number of employees at the Returned and Services League's War Veterans Home in Western Australia. I 
remember the Minister for Labour Relations jumping up and down when this agreement was effectively 
overturned by the grant of an interim award. The Minister was pontificating, as is his wont, about how 
outrageous it was that the commission was interfering with the free choice between employees and 
employers. The barrister for the union asked a number of signatories what was in their agreement. It 
became very evident that on a number of significant clauses they had fundamentally misunderstood what 
the agreement was about. First, they thought they could opt out of the agreement if it did not work and that 
at the end of 12 months if they did not like it they could say they were no longer involved in the agreement. 
That clearly was not true under the terms of the agreement. Second, they thought there would be an 
automatic consumer price index increase each year. Again, that was simply not true. All the agreement 
said was that increases in the CPI would be considered as a guide in considering any wage increases. They 
clearly had been duped. Third, they had a clear misunderstanding about the roster system. They thought 
that the roster system put in place under the award still applied. That roster system gave a range of 
minimum protections; for example, there had to be an eight hour break between shifts - quite reasonably 
one would have thought. The award also provided 48 hours' notice of any shift change. That again is 
reasonable, bearing in mind that people have a whole raft of family and social responsibilities they need to 
adjust if shifts are changed. All those were scrapped under the agreement. That was totally misunderstood 
by the signatories to the agreement, who clearly misunderstood a number of important provisions on 
dispute resolution and superannuation. 

The representative of the Commissioner of Workplace Agreements was cross-examined on that matter. 
She agreed that if there had been a misunderstanding of such an order the agreement should not have been 
registered, but it was registered. We know that because it has happened. This case has been fortunate 
enough to be subject to an inordinate amount of scrutiny. We know it is happening all the time. We have 
seen recently in the newspapers a fair amount of publicity about a Thai couple who were subject to a 
workplace agreement which basicalIy rendered them bonded labour. The Commissioner of Workplace 
Agreements was somehow able to satisfy himself that without the assistance of an interpreter and with 
minimal English the couple were able to understand the complex provisions and financial obligations 
incurred under this agreement. That is a complete nonsense. 

In the vast majority of cases there is no personal contact between any member of the staff of the 
Commissioner of Workplace Agreements and a signatory to an agreement. In excess of 42000 workplace 
agreements have been signed. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: It is a new balI game. 

Ho~ ~.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Over 95 per cent of those are individual workplace agreements. From the 
staUStICS I have seen and from the sheer magnitude of the number with which we are dealing, we can safely 
assume that the vast majority of the 42 000 agreements have not been investigated by the Commissioner 
for Workplace Agreements. The standard procedure is basically that an agreement is received and lodged 
at the commissioner's office. Then a letter is sent to the signatory asking, "Is it OK by you? Are you 
happy with it? You have signed it. Are you happy for us to proceed with registration?" Not even the most 
basIC attempt is made to ensure that the person involved has any understanding of the terms and conditions 
of the ~greement, let alone to ensure that he understands what award provisions he has signed. We have 
~~d l1m~ after time of cases where employers are telling young kids, "Don't bother to read the agreement. 
t IS too bIg, and you will not understand it." 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: This also sounds like 1950's rhetoric. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: If the member had bothered to come in earlier he would have heard what I 
h.av~ been saying. Even when the commissioner sends out his agent, the evidence shows that people are 
sIgnmg agreements with profound misunderstanding. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: They are not that silly. 

~o~ A.J:G. MacTIERNAN: Hon Nick Griffiths will be addressing the question of what choice is involved 
car e ~lgnatory to these workplace agreements. I put it to the member that there can be no choice. One 
un~not 10 any way argue that there has been a choice of any nature where a signatory simply does not 

erstand the terms and conditions of an agreement. It is quite clear from the evidence in this case and 
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many other cases that people do not understand their agreements. One of the biggest rorts for which the 
Government specifically provided in this iniquitous legislation is that an agreement needs to be for an 
allegedly specified time but it is acceptable for an employer to say that the agreement will continue 
indefmitely, notwithstanding it is supposed to be for a finite term. It can be until such time as an employer 
decides to renegotiate another agreement and, therefore, people can be locked into agreements indefinitely. 
About 60 cent of the agreements I have seen involve this arrangement Virtually every person to whom I 
have spoken is totally unaware that that is the case. Hon Nick Griffiths will take up another case that will 
show how people are being intimidated. 

HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [2.50 pm]: I listened with interest to the interjection by 
Hon Ross Lightfoot. who said accurately, "It's a new ball game." It is a new ball game in Western 
Australia. ' 

Hon Max Evans: It will be even better with a new Federal Government. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: We know that Mr Howard's real agenda is the same as that which Mr Kierath has 
been delivering to some of the unfortunate workers in Western Australia. 

Hon Max Evans: You have it right. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: As Hon Max Evans points out, I am right. He does not deny it. It is unfortunate 
that his side of politics did not come clean before the last election. We on this side know that the people of 
Western Australia and Australia wanted to believe them. Unfortunately, they were deluded; they were 
conned. When they find out they were conned they will take revenge on that side of politics. The 
Government's majority will be turned around. 

Hon N.F. Moore: Not like in Kalgoorlie! 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Kalgoorlie is another story. We have the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party to 
thank for that result and we are grateful to him. We wish Mr Barnett well in his conspiracies against 
Mr Court. The new ball game -

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! We are supposed to be talking about the motion, not about election results in 
Kalgoorlie. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The new ball game is illustrated by the case of Game v Air Attention Pty Ltd, 
Dullard and Dullard, because that case demonstrates that workers who enter into workplace agreements do 
so without any bargaining power, often out of ignorance, often in the hope and expectation that they are 
getting the award or something better, but often with the unfortunate result that their wages and conditions 
will diminish. One of the unfortunate things about the case of Game v Dullard, if I may refer to it in that 
shorthand way, was that it was very difficult for the worker to prove that he had been dismissed because he 
did not sign a workplace agreement. The great deficiency in the Workplace Agreements Act is that a 
person who is not an employee is given no choice at all, notwithstanding the rhetoric we heard opposite, 
because it is a new ball game. The Act has a section dealing with misinformation and that aspect was dealt 
with in part in the decision. The misinformation there was the comments to the effect that the agreement 
was better than the award. However, if an employer does not make an overt statement along those lines 
and says take it or leave it, that is the end of the matter. The unfortunate thing is that this regime will affect 
the vast majority of employees, if not all, over time because, as we all know, employees frequently change 
their employment 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: The prosecution in Dullard gives the lie to what you are saying. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The honourable member would benefit from reading the decision closely. The 
industrial magistrate made it perfectly clear that in this case the worker had been offered - if "offered" is 
the right word; if "take it other leave it" is really an offer and amounts to a meeting of minds - less than 
award conditions. His observations are contained on page 17 of the decision in which the industrial 
magistrate said -

In my view the evidence of Mr William Game establishes that the award conditions were more 
favourable than the workplace agreement in regard to the basic salary rate which includes -

He then mentioned certain items. He then referred to sick leave, which is a very live issue for many 
workers at the moment. There seems to be a push to have workers notionally cash in their sick leave 
entitlements. That will have a deleterious effect on families down the track. The industrial magistrate also 
said -

The award also provides for sick leave to accumulate in contrast to being paid out each year (at 
the rate of one day for each two days not taken), and it is clear that the award is a bettcr and more 
secure arrangement for most workers -

He meets the other side part of the way by saying -

although I recognise that some individuals might prefer to take cash in hand without regard to any 
future illness. 

That is so. Some people may prefer to take what seems to be a good thing. Unfortunately, those peoplc are 
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somewhat deluded and will end up being substantially worse off. The judgment points out what is 
happening in Western Australia under workplace agreements. It points out that those workers who do not 
have the benefit of the bargaining power of the trade union movement are being forced to get rid of wages 
and conditions which have been fought for over a very long period - in fact, substantially for the last 100 
years. The AIRC decision referred to a few moments ago by Hon Alannah MacTiernan points out that 
under the workplace agreements regime in Western Australia, the hours of work have increased. That is 
very important because people have family responsibilities. Work is a lovely thing and is necessary, but it 
is not all there is to life. People have family responsibilities. The capacity to meet family responsibilities 
because an employer can tell a person when to work, irrespective of what we have understood to be 
civilised behaviour in this society, is something which is occurring more and more in this State under this 
disgraceful regime, a regime which was designed by those opposite with the assistance of their colleagues 
in Victoria. The Minister for Finance well knows that and he smiles and nods in agreement He knows 
that the purpose of the Workplace Agreements Act, notwithstanding his rhetoric and the rhetoric of his 
ministerial colleague sitting on his right, is to diminish the wages and conditions of Western Australians. 
He is smiling about that. He knows that during this period of four and a half years of record economic 
growth, which, given the nature of the market system -

Hon Peter Foss: We have had the biggest wages growth in Australia. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Because of some fine economic policies pursued by the last Government Let me 
teU those opposite who have this great faith in market economics that sooner or later all cycles come to an 
end. When they pursue their market orientation more and more as they will in concert with the current 
occupant of the Lodge - I think he has moved to Kirribilli - the cycle will come to an end sooner and with 
more drastic consequences. The Ministers opposite find it a joke that the wages and salaries and conditions 
of workers in Western Australia will diminish; and they will diminish. 

HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [3.00 pm]: I thank Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan for giving me 20 minutes to look at this matter. I am told we are lucky to get any notice, so I 
am grateful for 20 minutes. 

Hon John Halden: That is not correct. 

Hon MAX EVANS: It was handed in at 12.30 pm, but no-one told us. 

Hon John Halden: That is not our fault. Do not blame us. 

Hon MAX EVANS: I am grateful I was told at 2.10 pm. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! You are using up your 10 minutes. 

Hon MAX EVANS: That is okay, Mr President; I am saying thank you. 

We have listened to two lawyers opposite who make a fortune out of fighting cases in the Industrial 
Relations Commission-

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Neither of us has operated in the Industrial Relations Commission. 

Hon MAX EV ANS: Both members have defended lawyers who have taken cases to the Industrial 
Relations Commission, and that is what lawyers are paid to do. 

The decision with regard to the employee who was threatened with dismissal because he would not sign a 
workplace agreement confirms that the Workplace Agreements Act works, because it states that an 
employee cannot be coerced into signing a workplace agreement. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Do you know that the only reason the worker won the case is that he had a tape 
recording? 

Hon MAX EVANS: I am saying it proves that the Act works. 

Yesterday, I heard a good speech by Mr Michael Chaney from the Business Council of Australia, who said 
that he is looking forward to Western Australia's fine industrial relations legislation being adopted by the 
Federal Government because he believes it is the best legislation in Australia. He hopes the Federal 
Government will take up what we are doing because it is working very well. I can tell members opposite 
that, as an employer of people in a range of government departments, I believe this legislation is the 
greatest th}ng since sliced bread. Employees are now talking about how they can become more efficient 
an? effectIve and how they enjoy their work. I want employees to enjoy getting up in the morning and 
gomg to work. Employees are finding that they are participating, through these workplace agreements, in 
what is going on in the workplace. The wonderful thing about workplace agreements is that employees are 
able to talk about them. In the past, the unions reached an agreement with the employers and the 
emplo,yees ~ere stuck with it and in many cases did not know anything about it. Workers can now have 
some mp~t mto their working conditions, I have heard about one employee who will lose her long service 
leave entIllements under an enterprise bargaining agreement, so she will probably sign a special workplace 
agree~~nt to protect her position. A lot has been achieved by the workplace agreements-enterprise 
~~rmmg system, which did not exist previously. That is being done at the federal level also. The only 
dl ~~ence at the federal leve~ ~s that f!1ore union ,officials are on the bench of the court which makes the 
eclslons, and they make deciSions which they believe are right. 

One morning on the "Business Sunday" program, I heard Mrs Judy Moylan from the Small Business 
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Council, and Senator Schacht, the then federal Minister for Small Business, discuss the unfair dismissal 
legislation, and she kept saying, "Watch your unfair dismissal legislation." Two days later, the Federal 
Government said that it would make changes to that legislation because it was not working. That poor 
Minister had not been told what would happen. That legislation has not been working for a long time. 
Hon Eric Charlton will give some examples of how well our industrial relations legislation is working in 
other departments. It is aimed at improving the workpLace. A good example is sick leave. Many 
departments are now doing deals where people who do not use their sick leave entitlements will receive 
$150 or $200 a year under a workplace agreement. People can decide whether they want to extend their 
working week from 37.5 hours to 39 hours or 40 hours as part of a workplace agreement. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Do you agree that employees should know what is in a workplace agreement 
before they sign it? 

Hon MAX EVANS: They do know. I know that the employees in all my departments have discussed their 
workplace agreement. My departments are small and have only a couple of hundred employees, but they 
know what is going on. 

Hon Tom Helm: You do not know what is going on. 

Hon MAX EVANS: I do know what is going on. 

Hon Tom Helm: You do not know what is going on, comrade, and if you sit down, I will tell you. 

Hon MAX EVANS: I do, comrade. Many of these things are of advantage to both the employees and 
employers. Workplace agreements are making life a lot more fun for the people to whom I talk, because 
they are not controlled by the unions and told they cannot do this or that with demarcations and restrictive 
work practices, which take all of the fun out of their lives. Employees should enjoy going to work. 

I agree that a workplace agreement should be thrown out if an employee has been forced to sign'it, putting 
aside the tape recording. I do not have available to me all the information about the second case to which 
members opposite referred, and I cannot go into that because members opposite have a lot of information 
which I do not have. Many people are negotiating under a workplace agreement to take their long service 
leave in weekly or monthly lots because their children are at school or their wives are working and they are 
not in a position to take three months' long service leave, so they are very pleased to be able to work out 
some alternative. That works very well in the Public Service because normally a person who is away for a 
week or a month does not need to be replaced and the cost can be absorbed under ordinary wages. In 
manufacturing industries, a person who is away for a month may need to be replaced in order to maintain 
productivity. 

The workplace agreements legislation is excellent, and, as was said yesterday, I hope it is adopted far and 
wide so that Australia will be better off. 

HON E.J. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [3.07 pm]: I thank the Minister for 
Finance for suggesting that I make a few comments about this issue. We will never agree with the 
Opposition about the philosophy behind workplace agreements; and this motion is more about philosophy 
than it is about the interests of workers. Members opposite obviously believe that it is in the interests of 
workers to be part of an award system where people are governed by certain rates and conditions and there 
is no flexibility. It is obvious from the arguments that were put by Hon Alannah MacTiernan to highlight 
the problems experienced by the two people whom she mentioned that she does not agree with the 
workplace agreements system because those people have proved that the system is not working. Hon 
Alannah MacTiernan refuses to admit that the system is working. Members opposite want to have all sorts 
of rights for children and for individuals, but they do not believe that individuals in the workplace have the 
right to go outside the arbitration and award system. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: You do not understand the basic argument. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Of course I do not understand Hon Alannah MacTiernan. I have nothing in 
common with Hon Alannah MacTiernan because of the line she takes consistently. The same people 
opposed this legislation; they went to the barricades. For whose benefit did they do that? It was for their 
benefit and the union executive's benefit. They do not care about anyone else. Today I was invited to 
make a few brief comments -

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: No worries at all. I attended the launching of a bus designed to service people 
with disabilities. It was most exhilarating last week and this week when the Government was applauded by 
the Disability Services Commission and people all over Australia for its initiative to put in place a 20 year 
plan to introduce vehicles into our public transport system to provide people with disabilities with proper 
access to public transport. The commission acknowledges that the plan is not something which will simply 
meet the requirements of the disabled community, but that the Government has gone way beyond what was 
sought Surely that should be acknowledged by fair minded people. 

Hon Tom Helm: Will the Minister explain to the House what is relevant about his comments to the 
motion? 

The PRESIDENT: You cannot rise and ask me about that 



[Wednesday, 20 March 1996] 131 

Hon Tom Helm: On a point of order? 

The PRESIDENT: Hon Tom Helm did not raise a point of order; he jumped up and asked whether the 
Minister could do what he was doing. I too am wondering. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I was providing background information concerning my visit to Midland where a 
new vehicle has been put in place by Swan Transit 

Hon AJ.G. MacTieman: We heard that 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Members opposite laugh about people with disabilities. They do not care about 
those people. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I mentioned earlier that I failed to comprehend what the result of the Kalgoorlie 
by-election had to do with this motion. For the same reason, prior to Hon Tom Helm's jumping up, I was 
about to say to the Minister that I fail to see what the launching of the new bus has to do with this motion. 
He may well be able to link it, but he has not done that yet. 

Hon Tom Helm: Waste of time. Get to the issue. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am keeping the order in this place. 

Hon John Halden: And very well. 

The PRESIDENT: I am having a hard job. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Swan Transit has been criticised by members opposite for endeavouring to give 
people an opportunity to work under a flexible arrangement rather than a gazetted, regimented operation 
such as that under which MetroBus employers are forced to operate. 

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I have decided that I will not get upset with Hon John Halden's irresponsible 
comments because I feel sorry for him. He is out of touch with real people. The people now working for 
Swan Transit, most of whom are previous MetroBus employees, say that the greatest pleasure in working 
for the other operator is that they enjoy flexibility and individuality. They can be themselves. They are not 
being told by a union representative that they must not clean buses because it is not part of the award. 
They no longer have to live with a cloud over their heads everyday because of pressure on them to not be 
themselves. Hon Alannah MacTiernan takes every op~rtunity to denigrate people who want to be part of 
a company that wants to employ people under that fleXIble regime and she will always be opposed to it. 

Two things have come out of the new transport arrangement: If we did not have this flexibility the run 
would not have a bus with access for disabled people. 

Hon John Halden: You announced it three years ago. That is an outrageous fabrication. Were you not 
telling the truth then? 

Hon Kim Chance: It has nothing to do with it. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Is it not sad to see -

Hon John Halden: It is sad to listen to this drivel. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Is it not sad that for the 10 years it was in power the previous Government did not 
implement a program to upgrade transport to encourage more people to use it -

Hon John Halden: You could not lie straight in bed. That is an outrageous remark. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: - except for the Fast Track operation for which it has been congratulated. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am trying to get some order so that the Minister can speak. He will not come 
to order so that I can get some order. The Leader of the Opposition should cease his constant interjections. 
If he does not like what the Minister says, I cannot help it. 

Ho':1 E.J .. CHARLTON: Members opposite hate the truth. It has always been a problem to them. Despite 
see10g disabled people gain access to a special vehicle that was launched today by the private sector - the 
first and .only bus in this operation brought on to be operated by people who are happy to deal with people 
1o. the MIdland area - all we get is ridicule from learned honourable members opposite who were elected to 
thIS ~lace. The new bus is a small example of the flexibility and benefits that will flow to the community. 
That IS a result of the changes that members opposite will not acknowledge. 

Thth e greatest ~set any business has is its work force. W~y would a genuin~, honest company want to harm 
e welfare of Its employees when that would destroy its 1Ocome and make It the loser? 

Hon Kim Chance: We do not know. Ask your mate Len. 

Hon ~J. C~ARLTON: My friend Len has a queue of people wanting to work for him. If it were not for 
the discredIt and denigration of him and his company by members opposite he would be able to employ 
m~ny more people. Members opposite would love to see him unable to employ anybody, except people 
w 0 are under the thumb of a union dictator such as their mate Kelty. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister should come to order when I call order and he should ignore 
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interjections. Hon Kim Chance knows better than to carry on the way he is. The Minister should direct his 
comments to the Chair. I have said to members many times before that they do not have to like what 
people say in this place and they do not have to believe it, but they must listen to it. 

Hon EJ . CHARLTON: I have made my point As I said at the start, members opposite are philosophically 
opposed to the changes. They believe only in a regimented union dictatorship and anything else is 
unacceptable. 

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [3.18 pm]: The Minister missed the first major point. He did 
not refer to the point in the motion about Michael Game, whose employer was found guilty of misleading 
him and trying to use the Workplace Agreements Act in the wrong way. He did not refer to the fact that 
Michael Game's father was Bill Game, the State Secretary of the Electrical Trades Union. He did not refer 
to the fact that, unlike any other employee, Mr Game attended an interview with his boss with a tape 
recorder in his pocket so that he could prove what the boss said. He did not refer to the fact, as we have in 
this place on many occasions, that our objection to workplace agreements is to do with wanting workers to 
have a fair go. If he wanted bus drivers to get a fair go, surely the Minister would have been happy for 
workers to have a choice when they were employed by MetroBus. However, this Minister is obsessed 
because he feels we ridicule him. He is easy to ridicule, but I will not tell members why because it is 
unparliamentary . 

Point of Order 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I ask what the attack on me has to do with the motion. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have no idea. There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon TOM HELM: The Minister brought this matter to the attention of the House; I did not. If the deal 
was so good, the Minister would have left the bus drivers as state employees and given them choices. 
However, he did not want them to have choices; he did not want them to choose whether they should take 
home $100 a week less in their wages. He wanted to privatise the buses, and he has not explained the 
reasons for that. In the past three years he has provided one bus that can be used by disabled people. Some 
sections of that community do not think that bus will fulm the purpose for which it is intended. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: We have ordered 133 of them. 

Hon TOM HELM: If the Minister feels he is being attacked because he is being ridiculed, I just say that it 
is not hard to do. As the Minister for Labour Relations has already told the public of Western Australia, 
the legislation is working because an employer was prosecuted. However, he has not given the reasons for 
the prosecution of the employer. The Minister merely says that employers who do not do the right thing 
will be prosecuted. . 

I think he has a point: We should work towards changing the practices and giving people a beuer go. I 
was part of the campaign of the Australian Council of Trade Unions against CRA Ltd in the Weipa dispute 
last year. When the workers went before the Industrial Relations Tribunal, CRA was the first to say that 
each worker was a valued employee, irrespective of whether that person was an award worker or a contract 
worker. If that is the case, why do those employees not get the same wages and conditions? 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Because they are not prepared to work to the same regulations. 

Hon TOM HELM: CRA said the employees were of equal value. I do not wish to make a fool of Hon Eric 
Charlton, and I suggest that he should not make a fool of himself. The employer, the company that pays 
the wages, CRA, said that each of the employees was of equal value. If that is the case, we argue that those 
employees should be receiving equal pay and conditions. That is not what this coalition Government is on 
about. The only employees who have an advantage in negotiating an agreement are those like Michael 
Game, whose father is a state secretary of a union and is wise to the stunts pulled by some employers, who 
will take a concealed tape recorder into the interview. Only then will there be a level playing field. If that 
does not happen, we can talk only about the exploitation of workers who will be interviewed without any 
representation. 

This Minister, who accuses us of ridiculing him, has told us that this is all about choices. Michael Game 
has just proved that he was not given a choice. He was told to sign or resign. What about a person who is 
applying for a job in a workplace that has individual agreements? This person will be told to sign the 
agreement, otherwise there will be no job. Where are the choices? Do these people get a choice about who 
will represent them? By comparison the employer can involve someone from the Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry of Western Australia or even the union. Will the prospective employees tell the employer that 
they want to bring a representative with them? Of course they will not They want the job. 

To support my point I will refer to a magazine published by the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union. 
It compares the conditions for employees in some industries in New Zealand with those in Australia. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: That is a very unbiased publication! 

Hon TOM HELM: People should agree that it is fair to change work practices. In his contribution the 
Minister raised the issue of demarcation. He should get in touch, get real, get a life. Demarcation does not 
exist now. It did not go as a result of anything the coalition Government did; it went because the Labor 
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Government and the union movement got together and got rid of it - and that is a good thing. Demarcation was not a good practice, and now it has gone. The Minister had to raise it again. Who knows what is going on? 

If change is about better productivity, making the cake iii little bigger so that we all get a larger share, I will be the ftrSt to put up my hand in agreement. Those opposite are wrong if they think the Labor Party does not agree with workplace agreements. We talk about choices. about people having an ability to expand job training and the content of the job; we do not agree with exploitation of the workers. 
The article compares the percentage of workers in New Zealand with collective workplace agreements who had real wage increases in 1993-93 and those in Australia. Individual contracts are rife in New Zealand. John Howard and those opposite have said that they want to go the same way as New Zealand did. The article states that in the manufacturing industry, including the food. textile and clothing, metals engineering and other manufacturing sectors, real wages for workers with collective workplace agreements in New Zealand increased by between 48 per cent and 55 per cent. In Australia the percentage was about 98.5 per cent The productivity in each country was equivalent The workers in the energy industry in New Zealand had real wage increases of 40 per cent, compared with 100 per cent in Australia. In the construction industry the percentage was 50 per cent in New Zealand compared with 93.2 percent in Australia. 

It appears that those opposite have merely reverted to type. They are really talking about improving the profitability of an enterprise and reducing working standards, making things worse for workers, irrespective of whether wages or conditions under individual contracts are involved. If that were not the case, enterprise bargaining agreements could be possible, and if employees wished, unions could speak on their behalf. If people did not want that representation. they could go to other forms of individual contracts. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: Tell us about Hamersley Iron? 
Hon TOM HELM: I can do that because I have been there. When was the last time the member was there? 
Hon B.K. Donaldson: Not very long ago. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! It does not mauer. Let us get on with it. 
Hon TOM HELM: The two towns involving the Hamersley Iron company are going the same way as Pannawonica went. There is no social fabric. The darts teams have gone; the football teams have gone. The people who joined the ACTU campaign -
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: They took away the darts team! Shame! 
Hon TOM HELM: The member may think that is comical because he does not understand it. He might be able to understand if he lived in a mining town. I will bet that he would not want to be stuck in the desert 600 kms from anywhere with nothing to do and with no social life whatsoever. He would not know what it was like to play darts. We are talking about the people who work in those towns who used to have a social life. What are they being offered now? They are getting paid less wages than those who work for the Broken Hill Proprietary Co Ltd. BHP provided an opportunity for employees to enter into individual contracts. CRA wanted to pay different wages to people who are doing the same job. 
HON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [3.29 pm]: Unfortunately. both speakers from the Government have misunderstood the argument that we are putting forward. Obviously it was a little sophisticated for them. I will just take a couple of minutes to explain it again for them. We are not talking ah?~t the virtues of enterprise bargaining versus a centralised wage fixing system, which is what both MIDls~ers were confused about. We are talking about whether the workplace agreement system that we haye 10 this State is an adequate model of enterprise bargaining. I put it to those opposite that on the eVIdence of both these cases, it is not. 
[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.] 

Resumed from 19 March. 

ADDRESS·IN·REPLY 

Motion 

HO~ N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [3.30 pm]: I wish to deal with three areas of policy: The fun~~g of separate representation of children by the Legal Aid Commission as a result of the Re: K decISIon; the progress through this Parliament of legislation dealing with de facto relationships; and the pat~nt lack of progress in implementing the Law Reform Commission's recommendations dealing with poI~ce offences. In commenting on the third area I propose to deal specifically with section 50 of the PolIce A~t. . Hon George Cash will note that I raised that question last year and promised that I would not do SO agam 10 1995. However, it is now 1996 so I am raising it again. . 
The decisi~n of Re: K came from the Full Court of the Family Court of Australia and its correct citation is :?94 FamIly Law Cases at 92-461. The quorum of the full court was Chief Justice Nicholson and Justices O~arty ~d Baker. In this decision the full court laid down guidelines for separate representation of chIldren 10 certain types of cases that had come before the Family Court of Australia and the Family Court 
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of Western Australia I am concerned about the Family Court of Western Australia, which as members 
know is a state court and its operations are governed by the Family Court Act, although its jurisdiction is 
substantially pursuant to the Family Law Act 

The full court was mindful of the paramount role of Parliaments with respect to this issue; namely, that it 
has the potential to involve substantial amounts of money that necessarily come from the public purse. In 
fact, at page 80773 the judges state: 

In the final analysis, the detennination of the issue whether a separate representative should 
always be appointed in contested custody, access and property cases involving children is a 
political one carrying with it as it does considerable finanCial implications. 

They then went on to propose guidelines but pointed out that the guidelines are simply that: They are not 
rigid rules of law and a departure from them would not necessarily vitiate a judgment. They state -

Judges, judicial registrars and registrars should give sufficient reasons for departing when they 
consider a departure is appropriate. 

Similarly, they point out that the guidelines are not meant to be a comprehensive code and that there would 
be a number of occasions when separate representatives would be appointed in circumstances where the 
guidelines do not apply. They also state -

In relation to appointments of separate representatives we consider that the broad general rule is 
that the court will make such appointments when it considers that the child's interests require 
separate representation. 

The judges then go on to deal with the guidelines. This matter is particularly relevant to the State's 
finances, and it is my hope that the Attorney General will make inquiries as to the current state of finances 
in relation to this matter and, in so far as sufficient funds have not been provided, ensure that that situation 
is rectified. This is an opportune moment to do that given the fact that the finance in this area is in part 
state fmance but also federal finance. We now have two new Attorneys General, both from Western 
Australia and each of whom I trust would be conversant with the operations and functions of the Legal Aid 
Commission of Western Australia and this important area relating to the welfare of children who really 
need help. I hope they will do what they can to ameliorate what appears to me to be a very difficult 
position. In fact, when I read budget paper 6 I was drawn to the plight of the Legal Aid Commission. 
Pages 576 and 577 of budget paper 6 of the Program Statements deal with the Legal Aid Commission and 
point out that there is increased demand and need in this important area. However, when it comes to 
providing resources the number of FfEs remains the same; in fact, the estimated expenditure diminishes. 
The bottom line is that there is increased demand but no increase in resources to meet that demand. 

I decided to follow up that issue in the Estimates Committee. I had the opportunity to question the Director 
of the Legal Aid Commission about this matter. At page 208 of the Hansard of the Estimates Committee 
of the Legislative Council last year I asked the following question -

In the financial year just ended, have there been any instances of the Legal Aid Commission not 
being able to provide representation in cases pursuant to Re: K in which a judge has ordered, 
demanded or requested such representation? If that is so, is that due to the under resourcing of the 
Legal Aid Commission? 

The director's response was -

The answer to both questions is yes. From memory, there were eight matters in the Re: K 
category in which the court ordered the appointment of separate representatives and the Legal Aid 
Commission did not provide that. The Commission was forced to prioritise the matters that it 
funded in Re: K, and it is funding only two of the 13 categories articulated by the Full Bench of 
the Federal Court. Recently, one matter that we declined to act in went to trial, and the court 
made some comments on the non-action of the Legal Aid Commission. 

I am sure that the director meant to refer to the Family Court rather than the Federal Court. So, we have 
the Legal Aid Commission, which has a function to provide legal representation in cases of great need and 
where people are clearly impecunious, not being able to carry out its commission to children in the Re: K 
category. I caused a question to be placed on notice in the course of that discussion and it is set out in the 
supplementary information on page 264 of Hansard of the Council Estimates Committee and reads as 
follows -

Two of the 13 categories enumerated by the Full Court have been given priority by the 
commission in respect of Re: K matters. Will the commission spell out the categorisation and 
prioritisation? 

I asked that question because I wanted to place on the record precisely what the commission was doing in 
respect of categorisation and prioritisation. The answer was as follows -

Below are listed the 13 categories articulated by the Federal Court in respect of Re: K matters. 
The commission has given priority to categories I and 6. 

The answer sets out the categories in the same order in which they are referred to in the judgments of the 
family court, notwithstanding what is said in the document to which I referred. I will refer to those 
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categories and in doing so I pose the question: Should the community be funding these cases? I suggest that for the most part it should be and that it is a great tragedy the community as a whole is not doing so to the extent which seems to be required. I am not saying that simply because a judge says that the Government should act, because, as the full court pointed out, essentially it is a political matter. However, some matters are of such importance that the funds should be provided. It is a matter of greater importance than many which occupy the time of this House. I am not denigrating other issues, but I am emphasising the importance that should be placed on this matter. It is a prime function of government and, more to the point, it is a prime function of a civilised society that it should protect the weak:. That view is accepted by people irrespective of their party political background. People can be to the right or left of the Liberal or Labor Party but still accept that the people with the wherewithal have an obligation to assist people in need and should do so. It is a prime Obligation of a society that considers itself civilised to be effectively involved in the protection of others who are not able to protect themselves. 
In that context many children come under the Re: K categories. These children are in need of protection. The first category involves allegations of child abuse, whether physical, sexual or psychological. I suggest it is patently clear that such children need the assistance of the community as a whole and in so far as we fall short of that, we stand condemned. It is very important that the Attorney General ascertain whether there is any shortfall in the funding to prevent any child in that category from not having the appropriate representation. 

Sitting suspended/rom 3.45/04.00 pm 
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I was referring to the need for funding for the first category referred to by the judges of the full court, namely cases involving allegations of child abuse, whether physical, sexual or psychological. I trust all members appreciate that representation should be forthcoming in such cases. It is appropriate that we note the reasons why it is imperative. The court pointed out that in such cases an independent representative had an independent, investigative role, and that the child in any event should have an independent person looking after his or her interests. In such cases the separate representative can fulfil the function of arranging for the collation of expert evidence and presenting that evidence to the court. 

As an aside, the provision of expert evidence in these cases is a drain on the finances of the Legal Aid Commission. These cases can, in relative terms, be very expensive to run. A prime cause of that is the disbursement that is paid to the expert witness. I want to make it clear that I am not talking about heaps of money going to well-paid lawyers. I am talking about the requirement to fund so that children in need can be adequately protected. It would appear that that area is receiving a degree of attention by the Legal Aid Commission because of the prioritisation process. 
The second category involves situations where there is apparent intractable conflict between parents. That, I infer from the observation of the director to the Estimates Committee, is the second category that is at least to some extent being funded by the Legal Aid Commission. As the full court so accurately points out, in such cases the child is very much a pawn in the dispute and is often used as such by one parent or both parents. When that occurs the effects on the child are very bad and remain with the child for life. It is something that should be minimised in so far as we can do so as a community. There are many other categories for which unfortunately it would appear the Legal Aid Commission does not have the funds to provide separate representation. 
Hon Reg Davies: Is that the way the funds are allocated? 
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: No. The Legal Aid Commission has a budget This area has increased in demand since the Re: K decision, which was a 1994 decision of the full court. The demand for the service has increased but the funding has not increased. In addition, if one looks at the overall operations of the Legal Aid Commission, there has been increased demand on services for the representation of people who are accused of criminal matters. In that context, because of the Dietrich decision, there is added potential for a drain on the Legal Aid Commission's finances. Essentially, in this important area of protecting the interests of children who are at risk there is increased demand but unfortunately so far no increased funding to cope with the demand. 
The next area to which the full court refers is where a child is apparently alienated from one parent or both parents. Again that has a similarity to the previous category. I am not saying that every one of that sort of case should be funded, but many cases fall into the category and cry out for funding. 
The next case is where there are real issues of cultural or religious differences affecting the child. The' full court is of the view that in such cases the child is likely to benefit from the services of an independent, ~parate representative, and that the court in such instances may be assisted by the independent, Investigative role of the separate representative and by evidence from an impartial source as to the nature of the cultural differences involved. That is important when we consider the nature of our society as it has developed over the last few decades. 
The fifth category concerns the sexual preference of either parent or both parents or some other person ~aving significant contact with the child where such is likely to impinge upon the child's welfare. The Judgment notes that a particular kind of acrimony arises in such cases. It is important that, frequently, separate recommendations be made because of the court's paramount obligation to make a decision from the viewpoint of a child's best interests. 



136 [COUNCIL] 

The sixth category, to use the words of the court, is as follows -

Where the conduct of either or both of the parents or some other person having significant contact 
with the child is alleged to be anti-social to the extent that it seriously impinges on the child's 
welfare. 

We have spent much time in this House talking about matters concerning sentencing and juvenile crime. 
This issue has the potential to impact on that. The full court notes that such conduct will include cases 
where a background of serious family violence exists. I note that that is a term which extends beyond 
actual physical violence to a history of serious threats or psychological and emotional abuse of one or other 
of the parents or some other person having significant contact with the child. These are not petty matters. 
They are matters of importance where community support is very necessary. 

I foreshadowed that I wanted to cover three areas of policy and I do not want to rush through this because 
of the importance I attach to it. However, I do not propose to go into any great detail on the other 
categories other than for the most part to note them for the record. The seventh category concerns issues of 
significant mental, psychiatric or psychological illness or personality disorder in relation to either party or a 
child or other persons having significant contact with a child. From the answer given by the director to the 
Estimates Committee it seems that that category is not being funded. That is a great tragedy and I trust the 
new Attorneys, state and federal, will work together in this lead up to both the state and federal Budgets to 
resolve this issue. 

The eighth category is any case in which, on the material filed by the parents, neither seems a suitable 
custodian. One of the difficulties of a judge in the Family Court, whether it be the Family Court of 
Western Australia or the Family Court of Australia, is often finding himself or, as with one case at the 
moment, herself being in a position where on all reasonable criteria none of the contestants for the custody 
of the child seems to have the wherewithal to provide proper love and care for the child. That is a great 
tragedy. Perhaps in those circumstances it is important that the community make sure some input is made 
so that the interests of defenceless children can be looked after. 

The ninth category concerns cases where a child of mature years expresses strong views. The tenth 
category covers when one of the parties proposes that the child will be either permanently removed from 
the jurisdiction or permanently removed to such a place within the jurisdiction as to greatly restrict or, for 
all practical purposes, exclude the other party from the possibility of access to the child. The judgment 
notes that such a step has drastic implications for the welfare of the child. 

The eleventh category covers when it is proposed to separate siblings. During the life of this Parliament 
we have debated matters concerning adoption on a number of occasions. Anecdotally, we know that the 
consequences of separating siblings can be tragic. It is important that children in such circumstances have 
their interests protected to the fullest extent. This is an area where it seems that insufficient public funding 
is available to provide appropriate representation. 

The twelfth category concerns custody cases where none of the parties is legally represented. The court's 
view is in firm terms -

In such circumstances we consider it imperative that the child's interests be protected as soon as is 
practicable after the situation becomes apparent. 

It appals me that the situation in the thirteenth category is not dealt with by adequate provision of public 
funding. It concerns applications in the court's welfare jurisdiction relating particularly to the medical 
treatment of children, where the child's interests are not adequately represented by one of the parties. On 
31 October 1995, subsequent to the Estimates Committee hearing, the 1995 annual report of the Legal Aid 
Commission was tabled. In that report the commission referred to many such instances. In doing so, I 
believe it was saying, "Please help; we need more funding. It is time for the State and Federal 
Governments to get together and provide funding to this very important area. We have a job to do. We are 
not able to do it because of financial constraints." At page 4 of the Legal Aid Commission's annual report 
under the heading "Legal Aid Achievements 1994/95" the commission recorded the following 
achievements -

Absorbed in-house substantial increases in case loads as a result of the Re: K decision. 

At page 5-

The impact on Legal Aid of the Re:K decision has been a significant increase in the number of 
grants of legal aid for the separate representation of children. The forecasts made last year in 
respect of the number of appointments of separate representatives for children by the Family 
Court has proven correct. As of May 1995, 139 applications were received. This compared to an 
annual average of 15 such orders prior to the Re:K decision. 

At page 6 under the heading "Director's Report" it reads -

It has been a year dominated by funding considerations that have seen this organisation carry the 
cost of funding 160 separate representations in the Family Court without any supplementary 
funding. The predictions foreshadowed in my report last year have come about. They have come 
about at a mighty cost to Legal Aid staff whose dedication and professionalism in carrying much 
of this burden cannot go unrecognised. It has also come about at great cost to the Legal Aid Fund. 
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The result is that Legal Aid must closely scrutinise its funding priorities if it is to remain within 
budget 

Then again, just to labour the point, at page 22 it reads -

The year saw an increase in the number of grants for legal aid for the separate representation of 
children, both in the Family Court in custody proceedings and the Children's Court in care and 
protection proceedings. 

At page 25 it reads -

The Family Law Section accepted 376 new files in 1994/95. The few files accepted into the 
Family Law Section have been significantly more complex and demanding. There has been a 
greater emphasis on work involving separate representation of children, and a greater number of 
cases handled in the Section have involved complex custody and access disputes. 

I trust I have demonstrated to the House that the funding in this important area needs to be examined as a 
matter or urgency. I encourage both new Attorneys to do so. I trust they will not disappoint me and the 
community when the state Budget and the federal Budget are brought down, because the funding of the 
Legal Aid Commission in this area would appear to be grossly inadequate at present. 

I want to move to the issue of the progression through the Parliament of legislation dealing with de facto 
relationships. Yesterday I asked a question of the Attorney General. I was delighted with his answer. I 
asked when is it intended to introduce legislation relating to de facto relationships and disputes arising out 
of such relationships. I was delighted and somewhat surprised to hear him say that it will be in this session 
of Parliament. I was delighted because I am of the view that such legislation should be progressed. The 
terms of it may be a matter of some controversy, but that can be debated at the appropriate time. I was 
surprised because no mention was made of the issue in His Excellency's speech. As I understand it, in his 
speech the Governor set out the Government's legislative program. However, despite Hon Peter Foss' 
indication that he intended to introduce such legislation it was not mentioned in the Governor's speech. 
Clearly that is an oversight. It is appropriate that I bring that to the attention of the House in the context of 
the question that is before the House. I hope it is merely an oversight, because if it is not it will be a stain 
on the record of the Attorney General, just as the failure to act previously is a stain on the record of the 
Attorney's predecessor. I say that because of what has already occurred in the life of this Parliament. 

Before I continue, I promised Hon Muriel Patterson that I would mention her in the course of my speech. I 
do so because I note that this House set up a select committee to deal with de facto relationships. One of 
its members was Hon Muriel Patterson. The report of the committee is dated October 1990. Therefore, it 
is an issue that has been around for some considerable time so far as this House is concerned. I will look 
briefly at the history of the issue as it has developed through this Parliament. Given that it is now 1996 I 
know I am on safe ground when referring to a debate in another place which occurred on 19 October 1994 
with respect to the cognate debate on the De Facto Relationships Bill 1993 and Administration (De Facto 
Relationships) Amendment Bill 1993. My comments are concerned specifically with the De Facto 
Relationships Bill 1993. I note in that context the former Attorney General said in Hansard at page 5666 
that the issue was beyond party politics. That is a fair observation. This subject and the previous subject 
upon which I have spoken have nothing to do with garnering votes but are about better laws so that people 
in Western Australia can live in a happier place. That is why I hope members of this place and the 
Government will come to the party. This is a non-partisan issue. Hon Cheryl Edwardes is reported at page 
5669 in Hansard of 19 October 1994 as saying-

The issues raised in this legislation are under consideration by the Government, which has been 
through a consultative process with a wide range of people. The introduction of this legislation is 
open to Cabinet and the parliamentary time frame. The fact that the Government will not support 
the Bill is no reflection on its content, but is an indication that the Government will deal with the 
matter in a different way. 

The Hansard goes on to record that the Bill was defeated at the conclusion of the second reading. Those 
comments of Hon Cheryl Edwardes are fair enough, but the matter so far has not progressed much further. 
We note that in the Hansard of 4 April 1995 at page 675 my colleague, the member for Kenwick, 
Dr Watson, asked the Attorney General-

In which week will legislation to provide separating de facto spouses with access to the Family 
Court for property and other disputes be introduced? 

The question was answered -

Legislation dealing with property matters in dispute in de facto relationships will be introduced in 
this year's spring session of Parliament. 

It did not happen. Worse, the Hansard of 26 September 1995 at page 8856 shows that I asked a question of 
Hon Peter Foss in his capacity as Minister representing the Attorney General. I think it was by way of 
follow-up to what Dr Watson had asked the Attorney General in another place. It is question No 773, 
which I asked in three parts. I will deal with only the first two. I asked -

(1) When is it intended to introduce legislation relating to de facto relationships and disputes 
arising from such relationships? 
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(2) If such legislation will not be introduced in 1995, why is that so? 

I received an answer to the question and that response is the reason for my concern about the omission in 
the Governor's speech. The answer states-

(1) It is intended to introduce the De Facto Relationships (Property) Bill in the Parliament in 
the current session, subject to any amendments to that Bill which may need to be 
incorporated as a result of reforms to family law presently under consideration by the 
Federal Parliament. 

(2) Not applicable. 

Notwithstanding that response, nothing transpired. I asked my question yesterday - and I am not 
challenging the bona fides of the Minister - but I am very concerned that the matter was omitted from the 
Governor's speech. 

Hon George Cash knows that I regret raising this third issue very much. I gave him my word about a year 
ago that I would not raise this issue during 1995. He understands the issue very well indeed, but 
unfortunately his colleague in another place does not seem to understand it at all. 

Hon Kim Chance: How often is that the case? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I do not want to compare intellects, but Hon George Cash knows that I hold him in 
very high esteem. I will not comment on others. Last year I spoke about the Law Reform Commission's 
project No 85, which is a report from the commission dealing with Police Act offences. I went through the 
history of the matter in some detail. I refer members to the Hansard of 6 April 1995. My speech occupied 
much of page 899, pages 890 and 891, and the first part of page 892. The history of this issue has a 
similarity to that of the de facto relationships issue. Last year I harked back to what I had asked the year 
before and I pointed out that I asked a question on 27 September 1994 -

(1) What is the current timetable for changes to the Police Act? 

(2) What are the reasons for the continuing delay? 

The response by the Minister for Police was as follows -

(1)-(2) Cabinet has recently approved proposed amendments to the Police Act to enable the 
drafting of a Summary Offences Bill and other legislative amendments in respect of 
police offences and powers. This is. the first major reform of the Police Act, which is 
over 100 years old. Following the report of the Law Reform Commission further 
discussion was necessary between various agencies on the report's recommendations. 

The proposal is being progressed as a matter of priority within this Government's law 
and order legislative program. 

This was a matter of priority in 1994, yet in 1996 we still have not seen it and it is not mentioned in the 
Governor's speech. So much for the priorities relating to law and order. This is another link with the de 
facto relationship issue. I can accept what Hon Peter Foss says from time to time aixmt the holistic nature 
of government, but the fact that the Minister for Police has done nothing about it is a reflection on the 
Government. I am sorry, but members opposite will just have to wear that. I pointed out that I asked a 
question on 13 December 1994 about why the review of the Police Act was taking so long given the 
straightforward recommendations of the Law Reform Commission. Again, the response provided by the 
Minister for Police was as follows - . 

Drafting instructions for the proposed legislation have been completed and will soon be referred to 
parliamentary counsel for drafting of the Bills -

And these are the words that worry me -

It is intended that the new legislation will be introduced in the next parliamentary session. 

That was 1994 and, just as is the case with the de facto relationship issue, it did not happen. There is no 
mention of it in His Excellency's speech and I have a great concern that it will not happen. Again, it 
should not be a matter of great controversy; there are no votes in it for the Labor Party, the Liberal Party, 
the National Party or even the Greens or the Independent Liberals; it is a matter of providing better 
government and being responsible in the performance of one's duties. 

The Police Act was amended last year. There is no difficulty in amending that Act and we do not have to 
wait for a summary offences Act. The Police Act was amended last year and there should not be any 
difficulty in amending section 50 of that Act so that the wording sits squarely with what the Law Reform 
Commission recommends. I am not aware that that recommendation has been the subject of adverse 
comment. If it has I would be obliged to hear that comment so that I can give it consideration. However, 
the issue can be the subject of a very short Bill that can be given very speedy passage. 

Hon George Cash: Are you aware of the United Kingdom Police and Criminal Evidence Act? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I am a member of the Select Committee on Western Australian Police Service and 
one of its reports last year -

Hon George Cash: The reason I ask is that attached to that legislation are very specific guidelines. I was 
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going to invite your views on whether you saw them as worthy of consideration. I think it is a very good 
Act; it is very clear about what is required when police officers take certain action. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The Police and Criminal Evidence Act of the United Kingdom has a number of 
very serious deficiencies. We have a clear recommendation from our Law Reform Commission on a 
number of matters, but specifically section 50 of the Police Act. There should be no impediment to 
bringing forward a Bill to amend the Police Act to deal with that section, which has been the subject of 
many abuses of power. I do not think we should wait to try to make the world absolutely perfect when we 
see that something is patently wrong. We would operate better as a Parliament if, when we see an injustice 
occurring - and although we do not want everything on an ad hoc basis - we do not wait forever and a day 
to correct everything. I trust that later in the session Han Derrick Tomlinson and I will have the 
opportunity to say what we have done about trying to get matters right. We can always improve things, 
and we do not have to wait for perfection when there is a clear case for improvement If Hon George Cash 
had given me some notice of his interjection I would have been very pleased to deal with the Police and 
Criminal Evidence Act. I am not being critical of him in that - he was making a constructive suggestion. 

Hon George Cash: I am happy to talk about it later. ~ 
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I look forward to a debate on these matters. The sooner that happens the better. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [4.40 pm]: I am pleased to support the motion moved by Hon Barry 
House in response to the speech made by His Excellency the Governor, Major General Jeffery. I welcome 
to the Parliament the member-elect for the state seat of Kalgoorlie, Megan Anwyl, as I believe some of my 
colleagues have already done. I was privileged to do some work with Megan, and I am sure that the people 
of Kalgoorlie will be extremely well represented by that member; and judging by the quality of that 
member, so also will the Parliament of Western Australia be well served. I pay tribute to the former 
member for Kalgoorlie, Hon Ian Taylor, who as the member for Kalgoorlie, as a Minister, as a former 
Deputy Premier, and as a former Leader of the Opposition, and despite his relative youth - he celebrated his 
birthday a couple of days ago and turned 47 - made a huge contribution to the way in which the State's 
economy operated and also to the way in which the Parliament of Western Australia was conducted, 
because I am sure all members would agree that at all times he conducted himself as a fair and honourable 
gentleman. I wish him well in his retirement, although I have a feeling that his retirement from public life 
will be short lived. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: For how long was he a member? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Going on 16 years; certainly 15 years. 

I, like Hon Ross Lightfoot, acknowledge the election of the new Federal coalition Government. I do not 
believe we can make that acknowledgment without acknowledging also the stunning swing in political 
opinion that has occurred in this nation. I, like Hon Ross Lightfoot, hope also that the spirit of relative 
goodwill which exists currently between the new Government and the members of the former Government, 
the new Opposition, will continue in the interests of all Australians. We are entering a new era. I believe 
that certainly the leaders, and also the bulk, of the major parties, and, indeed, the minor parties - one could 
say we are being led by the minor parties in this matter - have well and truly got the message that the 
Australian people are sick of the bickering which the media has presented to them from both the State and 
Federal Parliaments. The opinion which the Australian people have of our Parliaments is not necessarily 
justified, because they see only the tip of the iceberg, and certainly the media, and perhaps even the general 
population, have little interest in the vast number of occasions when we do concur and work together. 
Nonetheless, the concentration of media time, focused as it is particularly on question time in the Federal 
Parliament, could well give the Australian public the view that all we do is fight. 

~aving acknowledged that, there is something of a change in attitude in at least the Federal Parliament, and 
10 the next year there will be some stark divisions between the new Government and the new Opposition as 
the new Government seeks to introduce its agenda and enforce what it claims to be its mandate. I do not 
subscribe to the view that there is little effective difference between the two major parties in either the 
Commonwealth or State jurisdictions. I believe those differences may have become a little more 
sOl?h.isticated, if not a little more subtle, as both parties have moved toward the middle ground of political 
opInIon. Nonetheless, there are stark differences, and those differences are never more acute than in the 
field of industrial relations. There will be some bitter divisions as the new Government moves to 
!mplement its policies. While the Federal coalition Government may claim that its huge majority does give 
lt a substantial mandate to proceed with its plan to introduce legislation which will enable the marketplace 
to playa greater part in ruling wages policy, there is reason to urge caution; and I believe it is as legitimate 
to urge caution from this State Parliament as it is from anywhere else. Firstly, we have to question whether 
a ~andate does exist on this issue. The AGB McNair survey that was published in The Age on 17 January 
thiS year revealed that 63 per cent of Australians did not believe John Howard's guarantee that no workers' 
eam
tha 

~ngs would fall, and about 28 per cent did believe it. Therefore, it would be reasonable for us to claim 

th 
t If a mandate does exist on this matter, it was given by the 28 per cent of the people who did believe 

at guarantee. 

Secondly, I do not see how any of us will benefit from the application of market theory to the labour 
m~ket. The words that Bill Kelty from the Australian Council of Trade Unions used prior to the election, 
w.lch were used against him and, indeed, against the Australian Labor Party, because they were largely 
misunderstood _ 
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Hon 1.0. MacLean: He said them pretty clearly. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes, and I hope that I can represent what he said as clearly, and I will try to explain 

why I am saying this. When one reads Bill Kelty's words in the Press, there is no inflection. It is rather 

like reading Hansard; one cannot tell whether we are smiling. I am not suggesting that Kelty was smiling 

when he said those words, but he was reported fairly selectively, certainly in some of the Eastern States 

newspapers which I read at the time. I had the advantage of seeing Kelty on television when he made that 

statement - it seemed to me to be unedited television coverage - and I felt that I got the inflection fairly 

clearly. When he said that as a trade union boss he would feel quite comfortable with wage claims of 

10 per cent. 20 per cent or 30 per cent, I do not think he was indicating - this is where I believe the media 

got it wrong - that that was his desired position. He was indicating that if we go back to market theory with 

regard to how the labour market will operate, that will be the only choice that the trade union movement 

will have. If we do not have a wages and incomes policy we will go back to the dark days, to the 1970s, 

when there was only one reality for an employer, an employee or a representative of employees to act - the 

survival of the fittest We will have one or the other, and there will be no grey area in between. We will 

either have some kind of accord, some kind of wages and incomes policy, which we have had now for 

12 years or we will have the law of the jungle. 

Hon J.D. MacLean: Kelty said it was all out war. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: He may have; I do not remember his comment I do not doubt Hon lain MacLean; 

however, I do not think he was saying that this was his preferred position. Kelty was pointing to that as an 

outcome of moving away from a wages and incomes policy. It is certainly not an outcome the union 

movement would prefer. The union movement has shown that its preference is for a wages and incomes 

policy like the accord, though not necessarily a replica of the accord if that does not fit the coalition's 

policy. However, it would be something of that nature, some process by which the tripartite group - the 

employers, employees and the Government - could sit down and work out what the rules of the game 

would be. 

The 1970s do not seem a long time ago to people of our age; however, it is a while ago. We must cast our 

minds back 25 years now to remember just what industrial conditions were like in the seventies. It is 

sometimes a sobering experience to do that. I most certainly remember what things were like in the 

seventies and what was accepted as normal industrial behaviour. It was behaviour on both sides of the 

fence that all of us would find deplorable now. In the absence of some stepping stone into the market 

economy that is what we are bound for. If Mr Kelty shocked and disappointed some people in putting it 

the way he did, I am sure he would be the first to apologise, but he was saying no more than the truth 

because the truth will contain shocks and disappointment for a great many people. I do not wish the 

coalition Government any harm in its attempt to introduce its mandate. I certainly do not wish the 

Australian people any harm from the outcome of that. However, we are bound for harm if we ignore what 

Kelty said. We need to think seriously about the consequences of moving into any labour relations system 

which does not accept that unions have a consultative role. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: The member's namesake, the federal Leader of the Opposition, was very gracious 

with his comments about John Howard. Is there any chance of your taking that position here? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Not at all. In harking back to the seventies the issues to consider are who gets hurt 

and who wins. We do not have to think very long about the outcome. The winners on the employee side 

are those unions which are best able to defend their members, and generally that means the larger and more 

militant unions. Whether union membership falls will always be irrelevant to those unions which operate 

in the key industries - the Transport Workers Union, the Maritime Workers Union and the Amalgamated 

Metal Workers Union. Under any system at all those key, very strong unions will always bring in greater 

benefits for their members than the weaker unions. Similarly, on the employers' side, companies like CRA 

Ltd and Broken Hill Proprietary Co Ltd will be able to negotiate effective agreements with their employees 

and will do reasonably well. I am concerned about the little employer, because in any application of the 

law of the jungle the little employer will always be the one who cops it one way or the other. He will either 

cop it directly from the wage claims which are forced on him by big and powerful unions having an effect 

on the marketplace or he will cop the higher costs which are fed down to him by the larger employers who 

have already given in to those wage demands and are passing their costs down the line. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Where would you put Dollar Sweets on that equation? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Probably at the lower end. Dollar Sweets was an unusual case. I do not know much 

about what happened to Dollar Sweets after Mr Costello's involvement in it, but I do know what happened 

at Mudginberri Abattoir, which was the icon of the new right. Mudginberri Abattoir was a successful and 

thriving business that went down the drain. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Why? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: It did not understand the realities of the time. Mudginberri was a classic example of 

a law of the jungle, where the biggest animals from both sides came out and mauled each other to death. 

The Australasian Meat Industry Employees Union went down to the extent of $1.3m as a result of its 

involvement in Mudginberri. The owners of the abattoir went bankrupt I did not want to raise this issue, 

but that is a pretty classic example of what can go wrong in the law of the jungle. Under an accord process 

Mudginberri would never have happened. 



[Wednesday, 20 March 1996] 141 

Hon 1.0. MacLean interjected. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: I understand Mudginberri very well. I was involved in an employer organisation at 
the time and we followed the issue extremely closely indeed. Mr Pendarvis, the principal of Mudginberri, 
spoke to us on a number of occasions. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Which team were you in at that time? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I had no personal involvement, however I had an intellectual interest in what was 
happening. 
Hon EJ. Charlton: Was Mr Chance on the same team as when he loaded the live sheep ship? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let Hon Kim Chance get a word in edgewise. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Thank you, Mr President, I needed to stop for a drink of water anyway. 

Having followed that issue at close range, and having acknowledged there was something iconic about 
Mudginberri and the Dollar Sweets episode, which launched the political career of the now federal 
Treasurer Peter Costello, who was then a lawyer, it is an example of what should not happen, and what 
probably would not have happened if we had had some kind of wages and incomes accord. 

The pause I urge, and I am not asking anybody here to do anything about it, is predicated on the facts. I 
believe that any person here can look at the facts to determine the benefits of a wages and incomes policy. 
The new Prime Minister, and members opposite occasionally, have told us that New Zealand has done 
extremely well as a result of its adoption of the market driven workplace, and maybe it has. The question 
we need to ask is: Has Australia's performance been better than that of New Zealand's because of 
Australia's use of the accord? For evidence that that is the case I refer to a document which my friend and 
colleague Hon Tom Helm referred to earlier, a publication of the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union 
of Australia titled "At the Crossroads". 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Before question time, I mentioned that there is some evidence that Australia's 
economic performance has outdone that of New Zealand in the time that Australia has operated under a 
wages and prices policy that we know as the accord. I was about to refer to a document entitled "Australia 
at the crossroads", a publication of the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union. Despite the fact that it is 
a slim booklet, it is a somewhat rich resource of information on this matter. There are three tables on page 
13 of that document to which I want to refer. It is headed by a comment sourced to John Howard which he 
made on the ABC program "AM" on 9 November 1994. He said that the reason New Zealand is doing a lot 
better than Australia and the reason we had this huge foreign debt and are going back to the problems of 
the 1980s is that we have not freed the domestic economy and the big roadblock to that freeing is industrial 
relations. I am sure John Howard genuinely believes that; perhaps members opposite may even believe 
that It is a reasonable ideological position for a conservative party to adopt. The problem is it is not 
supported by the facts. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: It was instituted by Roger Douglas of the Labor Party. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I am talking about the comments made by John Howard. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTieman: The reforms we are criticising are not the reforms introduced by Roger Douglas. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: There are three key economic performance indicators graphed on this page. If 
members wish I will be happy to make a copy of it available to them. The three indicators are first, real 
average weekly total earnings; that is, the comparison between Australia and New Zealand using the index 
of February 1990 as 100. This is effectively workers' take home pay in Australia and New Zealand. It is 
for the period 1990 to 1995 inclusive. I have to describe the New Zealand graph to members. Beginning 
from the level of 100, it fell in 1991, rose reasonably sharply in 1992, levelled out through the entire period 
of 1993 and 1994 and then fell in 1995. Workers' real take home pay in New Zealand fell in 1995. The 
end result is New Zealand's index is back to 100 again. That underlines those figures which were recently 
9uoted by Hon Tom Helm. By contrast, in Australia the workers' take home pay, starting from the same 
md~x of 100 in February 1990, rose at the same level as New Zealand's steepest rise throughout the entire 
pen<?d of 1991 and 1992 from 100 to 104, levelled out during 1993 at 104, rose above 106 in 1994 and 
contmued to rise to 107 in 1995. So while New Zealand's index has shown a modest rise and then a 
decline, in Australia that index has continued to rise. 

However, what members opposite may find even more interesting is the figures for hourly labour 
productivity between New Zealand and Australia. Beginning from an index of 100 in 1989-1990 - the 
mdex is based on the February 1990 figure which is 100 • again in 1991 New Zealand's hourly labour 
productivity fell to an index of 99. It rose again fairly sharply to 1991-92 then more moderately through 
1992-93 and 1993-94 and indeed modestly up to 1995. By contrast Australia's rise has been steeper and 
faster. The rise in productivity in Australia has out performed New Zealand considerably. The end result 
at ~e end of the five years is that New Zealand rose from an index of 100 to 104 and Australia rose from 
an mdex of 100 to 108. The hourly productivity increase of Australian workers over the period of the 
accord has been double that of New Zealand workers. 

Let us have a look at levels of foreign debt, the other key indicator that was mentioned in John Howard's 



142 [COUNCIL] 

speech on "AM". Expressing net foreign debt as a percentage of gross domestic product and using the base 
year of 1993, Australia's net foreign debt was 41.5 per cent of GDP, a worryingly high figure. New 
Zealand's foreign debt at the same time was 61.6 per cent of its GDP. By 1995, two years later, Australia's 
net foreign debt as a percentage of GDP had fallen to 27.3 per cent - that is, from a figure of 41.5 down to 
27.3 - while New Zealand's also had fallen - one has to give credit where it is due - but was still at 37.9 per 
cent, a little over 10 per cent more than Australia's. Members opposite may feel that these figures are 
taken out of context and may not have confidence in the figures. I am not asking them to have that 
However, the figures give good reason for members opposite to ask their own questions about what is 
shown here because unless we truly understand the direction we are headed in, we will make some dreadful 
mistakes. 

I am not saying these things to criticise anybody because this is not a matter in the control of members 
opposite as state members of Parliament. However, we need to understand what we are going into here and 
we need to understand that very well. Again, I am not making these points as any form of gratuitous 
criticism. They are observations that have to be made if we are to understand where we are going. We are 
at the crossroads and from the point of view of members opposite, politically that is good because they can 
see new horizons opening up and they can see how they might be able to implement what they believe are 
better policies. Nobody will begrudge them that. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Do you think New Zealand is a better nation economically than it was five years ago? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. Each of those indicators would indicate that that is correct 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Do you think Australia is a better country economically than it was five years ago? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes, much better. I have spent five minutes explaining that to the Minister. Each 
economy has improved, but Australia's has improved by a significantly greater proportion. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: The only thing that has improved in Australia is that the foreign debt has got bigger. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I am disappointed that is what the Minister thinks. Perhaps he should spend a little 
more time with his economic advisers, because that is not the case. 

Hon I.D. MacLean interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I do not know whether some members understand what foreign debt is and who is 
responsible for it. It seems to me to be trite to have to explain this to people in the responsible positions of 
members of Parliament, and particularly members of the governing party. The responsibility that the 
Federal Government has for our foreign debt is less than 5 per cent. If members opposite do not 
understand that, we are in for a more difficult time than we could ever imagine. 

I want to change the subject completely. No doubt members opposite will be pleased about that. I am 
sorry this part of my address ended the way it did. I can only suggest to members that if they do not agree 
with me and if they think those figures might not be entirely kosher they should ask their people to check 
the figures and come up with figures that they have confidence in, to ensure that what I am saying is not 
right. On the balance of the information I have in front of me, the bulk of which is sourced from agencies 
such as the Australian Bureau of Statistics, the Department of Industrial Relations, and the Australian 
Treasury - very reasonable sources - if members are not confident they should check the figures because 
there are dangers out there of which they may not be aware. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: The Budget states that the interest outlay is $lOb on the public debt which is about 
$lOOb. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: The member is aware that even with the net public debt the Commonwealth does not 
playa large part. Local government, for example, is a much bigger part. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: In the last budget papers there was a $ lOb outlay for interest. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: It seems to be a very high interest bill. It would seem to be greater than the debt 
itself. Members may be confused about net debt and gross debt. An interest payment can be offset in 
another account but it is not taken into account if one looks only at one set of accounts. One needs to be 
very careful because one may easily fall into the trap of assessing gross debt when one thinks one is 
looking at net debt. I do not want to go into that too deeply, but it appears to represent an interest figure 
greater than the debt itself. 

Hon M.D. Nixon interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Some reserves we would not think were federal government reserves are expressed 
as government reserves. It is a complex question. I do not think I need to go into it. The member 
understands that better than I do. 

I wish to change the subject completely and speak about a topic that has been concerning me for some 
time; that is, the means by which the rabbit calicivirus was introduced into Australia, the virus itself and its 
nature, its propagation and the attitude of the Western Australian Government to its coordinated release in 
this State. The rabbit calicivirus first became known to scientists about 1984. The virus kills some 90 per 
cent of its host species. It was first observed in Europe. It spread rapidly to China and crossed that 
continent in that decade. There are reasons to be concerned about what this virus can do, but first I want to 
go through the process of how it got here. Rather than testing the virus in China, where it should have been 
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done, or in the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation facility at Montpellier in 
Southern France, primary testing was done on the virus on Wardang Island, 4 kIn from the coastline of 
mainland South Austrnlia. The inevitable happened and there was an escape of this highly contagious and 
deadly virus. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Deadly to rabbits? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. Allow me to speak about the nature of the calicivirus without going too far into 
the science of it There are five known genotypes of the calicivirus. It is an RNA type virus as distinct 
from a DNA virus. It is easy for an RNA virus to mutate, unlike a DNA virus which is slower to mutate 
although it is known to mutate. Of the five genotypes of calicivirus of which rabbit calicivirus is one, 
every other genotype is capable of crossing from one species to another. Four of the five known genotypes 
of calicivirus are now known to cross from one species to another even though in one case it took 30 years 
to determine whether it could. That was discovered from 30 years of close observation of domestic 
animals in the United States. Finally it was accepted that the virus that caused swine fever-like symptoms 
was capable of crossing to bovine animals. Of the five known genotypes, three affect humans. One could 
say it is one of the hallmarks of calicivirus that it is highly mobile across species. The sea lion virus, for 
example, one of the genotypes, can cross freely into fish on one side of the scale and into humans on the 
other. 

CSIRO told us that because of extensive testing - although how the testing of a minute immunology on 
28 different animals could be described as extensive, I do not know - there is no possible chance that this 
form of virus will ever cross species. The next week we found out that one of the 28 species into which 
was made minute exploratory injections of the virus - that is, the kiwi bird - had shown up with antibodies. 
This was just after CSIRO gave us an assurance. CSIRO is an organisation I have known and trusted for 
many years, but I am beginning to think that CSIRO is doing nothing more than protecting itself from 
criticism over its appalling handling of this dangerous virus. I was grossly dissatisfied with the former 
Labor Government for failing to put in place an urgent investigation of how that virus was able to escape to 
the mainland, and why it was being subject to primary testing so close to the Australian mainland when so 
little was known about it. 

Hon J.A. Scott: Were the procedures changed? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I have heard that no undertaking was given in that regard. I do not believe we will 
see undertakings in that regard until there is an investigation. I am not even aware that an investigation is 
being put in place to determine what went wrong, although I must accept the possibility that there may be 
one. 

We are looking here at what I have described as a dangerous virus. Hon Derrick Tomlinson suggested by 
way of interjection that it may be dangerous only to rabbits. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I was asking you to clarify the matter - that is, whether it was a deadly virus. As 
you have established, it caused death in 95 per cent of the host The host is always rabbits and it is deadly 
to them. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I will run through the comments of one or two other people who are far more 
qualified than I to speak on virology. The first document is from the Department of Clinical Veterinary 
Medicine at the University of Cambridge. I think it is a reasonably reputable source. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: Did the bunny club put out this information? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: It has no facsimile header on it. It is addressed to Mrs Margaret Wegner and signed 
by Professor L.B. Jeffcott. The third point reads -

These viruses will cause a dramatic 80-90% drop in numbers in the short term -

He is commenting on the release of the virus in the Australian rabbit population. 

- but things will return to 'normal' in a matter of a few years. The new generations will be 
resistant to the virus. 

That is what happened with the myxoma virus. 

The whole strntegy is fallacious unless it is combined with the introduction of a new predator to 
redress the equilibrium. This itself is very unpredictable. The sterility inducing vaccines are a 
much better solution because the affected animals continue to compete for resources over a 
prolonged period. However, in the absence of a predator, things will get out of hand eventually. 

The last sentence really struck me. 

Release of exotic pathogens is an inherently risky undertaking. 

My second reference is the Centre for Paediatric Research in Norfolk, Virginia which writes -

My comments are as follows: 

1. The fact that the rabbit calicivirus is killing 90% of rabbits is a clue that this agent is new 
to rabbits. The rabbit population could not survive if 90% mortality was the routine 
outcome of exposure. We don't know from which species the virus arose. I will say that 
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I don't think the rabbit haemorrhagic disease calicivirus release will work in Australia, or 
anywhere. Genetically resistant and immune rabbit populations will arise and repopulate 
the same areas unless a "second hit" mechanism is used to eliminate them. 

2. The close proximity of rabbits to other mammals, and other families, increases the 
possibility of transmission of the agent to species other than rabbits. One scenario would 
be the consumption of a sick rabbit by a dog. In this instance, one could expect an 
inoculum to the dog far exceeding that used in the CSIRO experiments. Because 
inoculum is an important determinant of outcome of exposure, barriers to infection that 
might have been apparent in experimental settings may be overcome in wild exposures. 

3. All caliciviruses share some common genomic features. We anticipate that those 
common features will result in common utilization of replicative mechanisms in the host 
cell. We know already that some calicivirus strains can replicate in a wide range of hosts. 
This suggests the possibility that a virus like the rabbit haemorrhagic disease calicivirus at 
a minimum will be able to replicate in livers or other tissues from mammals other than 
rabbits. 

I want people to understand what are the important points. First, science did not know about this genomic 
strain until 1984. It is an unknown strain in modem scientific research. Secondly, when a virus kills 
90 per cent of its hosts there are all kinds of logical, let alone scientific, reasons to believe that is not the 
original host because logic decrees that if a virus kills that many of the animal which is currently its host, it 
is probably a disease from across species' borders. It may be from another mammal species or even a 
marine source, just as the sea lion virus can go between terrestrial and marine life - another form of 
calicivirus. I am not saying that other mammals would be threatened by calicivirus, or if they were it 
would have the same deadly effect. I am not suggesting we could see an outbreak of influenza coming 
from it. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: The evidence says it will not. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: There is reason for pause to find out the nature of this virus before we go around 
spreading it. The answer from the Minister for Primary Industry during questions yesterday was that it is 
already on the mainland. There is already reason to consider that antibodies have appeared in one other 
animal, the Kiwi. Are we to believe that as it is already in the mainland that does not matter? I find that 
difficult to accept. The Minister and I are not far apart on many of the reasons that are driving what he is 
doing. 

Clearly some irresponsible people in the Eastern States have arranged a disorganised form of spreading the 
disease. I am told even in The Land newspaper that dead rabbits affected by the calicivirus are being 
advertised at $100 a pair. The fact that it appeared so quickly in south eastern Queensland suggests it was 
taken there by people rather than rabbits. I have been told a few things - admittedly it is verbal 
information; I have no proof - that in some patches in the Flinders ranges close to the original infestation 
where it has been active for months the rabbits are entirely healthy. Despite their being in close proximity 
all around a station or farm where the calicivirus has wiped out all the animals in that area, healthy rabbits 
are still in that area. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That hearsay is rather dangerous. I accept what you say as bona fide in your belief, 
but it is not even anecdotal; it is pure hearsay. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: It is anecdotal; I have been told in the first person by observers of that phenomenon. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: It must be introduced in the autumn rather than in the spring because the rabbits 
build an immune system very quickly. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I thank Hon Bruce Donaldson because he raises another point. I was convinced in 
the early stages of hearing about this disease that it was necessary, in view of the breeding season and in 
view of the fact that there is an immune period in the youngest rabbit kittens of about six or eight weeks, to 
knock out the rabbit population and thus introduce the virus in sympathy with the rabbits' breeding season; 
that is, before very young rabbits come along. The reason is that the young rabbits would survive and 
many would then inherit some form of immunity. We have heard since that up to 70 per cent of rabbit 
kittens up to six or eight weeks are dying. Not only is the reason for the coordinated release in question, 
but also we are confronted with what seems to be a scientific fact which is entirely different from what we 
were presented with by the people who are ultimately responsible for bringing this virus into Australia. 
Again, an element of anecdotal evidence is there. I say that so that members can be guarded about the way 
they receive that information. However, it must be questioned. 

I do not think we are hearing a level of questioning on this issue that we are entitled to hear. 

Hon W.N. Stretch: Have you been briefed by the veterinarian associations? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Much of the information I have reviewed has come from the laboratory for 
calicivirus studies which is a veterinary school of the State University of Oregon. Some of the information 
has come from the Hospital of the Kings' Daughters in Norfolk, Virginia, which is not veterinary. 
Dr Alvin Smith from Oregon State University has been a primary source along with Dr David Matson. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: What is Smith's discipline? 
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Hon KIM CHANCE: He is a veterinarian. 

Sitting suspended/rom 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I was asked by Hon Ross Lightfoot to give the name of the veterinary surgeon who 
provided us with most of the information. I am quite happy to do that When I have referred to Oregon 
State University I have referred to the college of veterinary medicine of that university. The person who 
has provided the information from that source is Dr Alvin W. Smith DVM, PhD, the professor of that unit 
When I have referred to the Children's Hospital of the King's Daughters in Norfolk, Virginia, I have 
referred to Dr David O. Matson MD, PhD, associate professor of paediatrics, microbiology and 
immunology. I am quite happy to provide postal addresses, etc, should members wish them. 

We do have cause to be concerned about the introduction of calicivirus, not so much in the sense that it is 
certain that some things will occur. I certainly urge caution in the judgments we may make about the effect 
of this virus. The dangers are not necessarily there. I do not wish to be seen to be urging panic among 
people when it is probably not needed. Nonetheless, I do not think we can afford to be blase about the way 
we introduce exotic pathogens into this country or any form of virological, animal or plant life. If we have 
not learnt in the 200 years we have occupied this continent about the enormous cost from the importation 
of any form of agency, be it animal, plant or virological, we will never learn anything at all. The 
importation of the European rabbit over the years has cost us literally billions of dollars. When we are 
talking about something like a virus we need to be especially careful. One can eradicate a plant with 
enough cost, time and effort, and so it is with an animal, but with a virus, forget it! 

We have recently unwittingly, not deliberately as far as I know, been the target of yet another virus. I refer 
to the parvo virus, which affects our best friends, the dogs. Ten or 15 years ago it hit this country like a 
storm and swept from one end to another in a matter of weeks. In the process it killed tens of thousands of 
dogs before we had a chance to access a vaccine for the disease. I do not know how the parvo virus entered 
the country, but its spread was sudden and deadly. To play around with a virus we know very little about, 
such as the calicivirus, is to take a dreadful risk. 

Hon Murray Montgomery: The point is, it is already there. We really have a problem. How are we 
dealing with it? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I thank Hon Murray Montgomery. I was about to move on to that. We have heard 
from many people charged with the protection of agriculture in Australia generally, not just our Minister 
for Primary Industry, the argument put so succinctly by Hon Murray Montgomery. It is here; it is loose; 
and in places it is spreading like wildfire. The first thing we need to know is how is this disease spread. It 
is highly contagious. Is it spread, as is myxomatosis, by vectors such as sand flies, fleas or whatever, or is 
it highly contagious and spread by touching? The rabbit is a highly gregarious animal which lives in 
communities which interact. We do not know the answer to that question. Effectively the early evidence 
from Wardang Island was that where infected and non-infected rabbits were kept in very, very close 
proximity but securely separated the disease did not spread. It led researchers to conclude that on Wardang 
Island there was no vector and the only way it was transmitted was by one rabbit touching another. Once 
the disease got onto the mainland, by whatever means, its spread was so fast it was felt that there had to be 
a vector, such as a flea. We do not know the answer to that. We need to know the answer and we need to 
know - and this is important from the perspective of Western Australia - that if the disease is on the 
mainland, does it mean that is has to travel eventually to Western Australia; will it cross the Nullarbor? As 
we all know, the Nullarbor is heavily infested with rabbits. We can conclude that ultimately it would cross 
the Nullarbor, but we need to know how quickly it would cross. We need to know whether by any means 
we could put in a rabbit-free buffer. We need to know whether that could slow or prevent the spread of the 
disease. A rabbit free buffer could be quite easily established by aerial baiting with 10-80. It would be 
expensive, but technically it is quite achievable. 

I ~ not being critical of those in primary industry who are urging the rapid release of this disease. The 
SCientific facts are not well known by primary producers and there is no doubt that they are suffering 
economic losses due to the rabbit population. In the broader sense the environment suffers an even greater 
loss. Anyone familiar with the Nullarbor and the Eyre Highway region would know of the devastation, 
particularly in the area of Cocklebiddy where there is not one tree still alive. The trees are dead for one 
reason: They were ringbarked by rabbits. The potential for rabbits to go on causing major environmental 
damage is very high. The rabbit is the greatest environmental hazard facing that central Australian region. 
I do not discount the cost to Australia of the rabbit. However, if we move ahead without a thorough 
knowledge of what we are doing and if it were to be shown that this virus is transmittable into the herds 
and flocks on which our country relies for so much of its income, an excessive rabbit population could well 
be the very least of our worries. I am asking that we urge caution on our planners in this area and that we 
~ to. buy as much time as we can to learn as much as we can about this virus before we are panicked into 
thmkmg that it will come here anyway and we might as well spread it now. If certain things arc discovered 
about this virus we may want to delay that evil moment for as long as we can. I hope that that is not the 
cas~ and I am very sincere in hoping that the calicivirus will ultimately be seen as the saviour of Australian 
agnculture and our environment. If that does not happen and the worst scenario occurs, we will live to 
regret that for a very long time. 

b
It appe~s that I have only 58 seconds left in which to speak. I would like to raise another subject tonight 

ut obViously I will not have sufficient time to do so. 
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Hon Tom Stephens: I could move for an extension. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: The honourable member could, but I do not think government members would be 
prepared to support such a motion given that I wish to talk about the critical shortage of abattoir space, 
particularly for sheep being killed for the export market. We have a situation about which the Government 
was adequately warned in 1993 when we debated the relevant Bill. Everything the Opposition predicted 
has come to pass. Western Australian farmers are currently suffering significant economic loss as a result 
of the closure of Robb Jetty. 

[Resolved, that the member's time be extended.] 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I am very grateful to the House for that leave and to Hon Tom Stephens for seeking 
it. In recognition of that, I undertake that I will not speak for more than 10 minutes. ' 

In 1993 we considered the Meat Industry Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill, which dealt with the 
mechanisms required to wind down the Robb Jetty abattoir. I do not need to go through in great detail the 
warnings that the Opposition gave at that time. We warned that if we closed the service abattoir that was 
providing a large part of Western Australia's export kill facility for sheep, Western Australian sheep 
producers would ultimately face a net shortage of kill space, and that would be to the cost of the industry. 
This issue was debated on 9 December 1993. At that time the Government stated that there was no need to 
worry about the warnings because there would be, and in fact there had been, a coalition promise during 
the election campaign to replace Robb Jetty with a high tech abattoir of modem construction that would 
step in where the relatively inefficient Robb Jetty had left off. That has not happened and people have been 
put in a position similar to that faced by the extremely angry farmer who rang me last night. This farmer is 
a large and efficient producer in the Merredin region to whom the sheep industry probably does not mean a 
great deal in terms of his income - probably 85 per cent of his income would come from the grain industry. 
Nonetheless, he still regards the sheep industry as important to the region. This farmer is angry because 
with one line of 1 200 wether lambs he has lost $6 000 as a result of the lack of killing facilities in Western 
Australia. He stands to lose probably $20 000 or $25 000 by the time he eventually unloads this one line of 
sheep. 

Hon W.N. Stretch: Is he in a selling program now? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. He initially listed the sheep for sale with the Western Australian Meat 
Marketing Corporation through Elders. The corporation said that an officer would inspect the sheep on a 
fixed date. The farmer then received a call putting off the inspection date for two weeks and then another 
call putting it off for a month. At that stage he had to shear the lambs, so he had a loss in skin value - the 
low wool value from a merino lamb shorn at this time of year would not even cover the cost of the 
shearing - and as a result the losses compounded. The quoted price of the carcass fell from $2 per kilogram 
to $1.70 per kg and he is now having to feed the lambs to maintain their condition. They are getting older 
and scruffier and ultimately he will be left with a commodity that he will not be able to sell. In fact, he will 
not be able to sell the last of them until June because, if we were to call the Meat Marketing Corporation 
today seeking a kill appointment, we would be told it would not be available until June. That is the extent 
of the backlog that has piled up because we have such inadequate kill facilities. His option is to cut his 
losses now and to send the sheep to Midland where he will get about $17 per head. The sheep had 
originally been valued on the basis of standing prices at $43 per head. We are now starting to quantify the 
extent of his losses. In the meantime, he has to feed and provide water for these sheep, which should have 
had their throats cut over a month ago. He will get rid of some of them, but he is looking at holding the last 
of them until June. 

That is not a good outcome, but the only warnings that I gave in the 1993 debate were about the spring 
flush, when huge numbers start to pour into the abattoirs. We are now in late summer, running into 
autumn, and traditionally this is the tIme when abattoir activity is at its lowest, yet the demand for abattoir 
space is still exceeding the supply. It has occurred so severely this year - to be fair, it did not really happen 
in the last two years - because the live exporters, the people who take increasing numbers of lambs out of 
Australia for the live trade in the Middle East, did not buy this year. They did not buy for one of two 
reasons. The first of those reasons, and the one that I am more inclined to believe, is that the live export 
companies thought they would have a go at manipulating the Western Australian market - we all know they 
are still buying from New Zealand - by forcing down prices and then buying in large numbers when people 
had no choice but to sell to them at their quoted price of around $22. The second reason is that local 
politics in the Middle East - which can be convoluted, to use moderate language - have meant that the 
orders from the buying countries have not gone out. Because we have limited kill space, we have put 
ourselves in a position where our market can be manipulated by a handful of exporters and where we now 
rely almost entirely on the live sheep trade to keep our market balanced, healthy and fluid. 

Hon M.D. Nixon: Is the problem due to lack of kill space or lack of market demand? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: It is certainly due to lack of kill space, because I understand from wholesalers that it 
is relatively easy to move the product. 

Last night, Hon Bob Thomas gave us the example of lambs being sent live all the way from the south coast 
region to Murray Bridge in South Australia to find an abattoir. This is not the first time that has happened, 
but the difference is that when it happened previously, we used to blame, or perhaps others used to blame -
I am not looking directly at Hon Murray Nixon - the existence of the regulated lamb market in Western 
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Australia. That might be a reasonable criticism, but that regulation has essentially gone since the 
legislation was passed in 1993. The reason that those lambs are being killed in South Australia now is the 
absolute shortage of kill space and the failure of this Government to ensure the construction of a new high
tech abattoir. 

Hon Murray Montgomery: In 1994 and 1995, those animals were shipped to the Eastern States anyway, 
even though there was a winding down of the Meat Marketing Corporation, so this is not the first time it 
has happened. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I recognise that I am not saying that the winding up of orderly marketing is the 
issue, because I do not believe it is. The issue is the availability of kill space. I think we agree, because I 
did point to the fact that the problem did not really occur in the last two years, simply because those surplus 
sheep were taken off the market by the live sheep exports. So far this year, the live sheep exports have 
been curtailed sharply, I suspect for one of the two reasons I hypothecated. 

I thank members for giving me the opportunity of raising this matter and I look forward to discussing it 
with members opposite outside the House, because this issue needs to be resolved. I am surprised it was 
not brought at least to my attention until recently. I understand that the people one would expect to raise 
the matter - the Western Australian Livestock Salesmen's Association - are reluctant to politicise it, and 
that is fair enough. I am also reluctant to politicise it, but we had an undertaking from the Government, 
and the Government failed to deliver on that undertaking. I believe the Government has made an absolute 
hash of this matter. The Government was warned that it would probably face these consequences, and it 
has taken, admittedly, almost three years for that to occur. 

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) [7.58 pm]: Mr President, I am glad that you have given 
me the call, and I am pleased that your records state accurately that I have not yet spoken in this Address
in-Reply debate to the Governor's speech. I appreciate that the media have run some private comment I 
made in an aside to a colleague as though that were somehow my Address-in-Reply response. It was not, 
and I now take this opportunity of responding at some length to the Governor's speech. I do want to say 
some things about the Governor's speech, which is, as we are all aware, written for him by the Government 
of the day and outlines the Government's legislative program for the life of this session of Parliament. 
Those comments may not be quite as pithy as the aside I made to my colleague, and they may take a little 
more concentration on the part of the Government because they will be a little longer, but I hope the 
Government and the media will take note of those important comments. 

The Governor's speech refers to the resignation of my colleague Ian Taylor from the state seat of 
Kalgoorlie. I join the Governor and other members of this House in paying tribute to our former leader, 
Deputy Premier and Minister, with whom I had the pleasure of working in my capacity as Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Minister for State Development. Ian Taylor has been a close friend, and I had the great 
pleasure of working with him during his political career in this place, and subsequent to his resignation of 
assisting him with his campaign for the federal seat of Kalgoorlie. To this point, his aspirations for election 
to the Federal Parliament have not been successful, but I see in the Press that there may be a rerun of that 
contest, and I look forward to seeing Hon Ian Taylor take his rightful place as the member for the federal 
seat of Kalgoorlie at the earliest opportunity. Mr Taylor has been replaced in this Parliament by a capable 
colleague in Megan Anwyl who, I am sure, will serve the people of the Kalgoorlie area and the goldfields 
very well. 

In the address delivered by the Governor to this Chamber for the Government no reference was made, as 
far as I could spot, to education issues. I want to take the opportunity of dwelling on some of those issues 
for a moment. This week the Leader of the Opposition, Jim McGinty, released a document which details 
the broken promises of the Richard Court years to this point. One of those promises that is worth 
reminding members of is the promise to focus on quality, highly motivated teachers. However, in contrast 
to that promise, the Court Government has presided over the greatest period of industrial unrest and low 
morale in the history of the Western Australian teaching profession. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: We still have good quality and motivated teachers. 

Hon ~OM STEPHENS: We do, and that is the precise point I am trying to make. In the period members 
OppoSIte have been in government, the coalition Government has placed teachers' morale at risk and 
dIsturbed the system of government education operating in this State. Instead of delivering on that election 
promise to the people of Western Australia, the Government has in many areas reversed the quality that 
was available by way of the range of education facilities and the move to retain teachers, for instance, in 
remote and regional. non-metropolitan areas of Western Australia. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson: Over 500 graduate teachers are looking for a job at the moment. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Bruce Donaldson should not distract me. 

~on B.K. Donaldson: The people that Hon Tom Stephens reckoned would walk out of the system are still 
In the system. 

Hon I.D. MacLean: As a matter of fact we have attracted more teachers. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: If members sit tight and hold onto their seats they will have the opportunity to 
respond, otherwise they might find themselves on the list of people who have already spokcn on this 
dcbate, and they might not get another crack at it. 
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Some of the promises in the coalition's education policy document of 1993 included the provision of 
quality, highly motivated teachers, upgraded salaries, country service bonuses, easier access to part time 
teaching, appointments and substantial scholarships to attract top students into the teaching profession to 
help address the current dissatisfaction prevalent in the teaching service. Instead the Court Government 
has presided over a period of extraordinary industrial unrest and low teacher morale. Far from addressing 
the current dissatisfaction the Government has created the greatest level of teacher dissatisfaction ever 
experienced within the State, with the Government pressing workplace agreements on teachers. Although 
remote country service bonuses have been provided there has been no universal country service bonus, no 
introduction or evolution of a scholarship in teacher training, and a reluctance to provide increased part 
time work. That is just the start of it. 

Recently I became aware that far from retaining experienced teachers in regional and remote areas of 
Western Australia we are seeing evidence emerging to the contrary. As a result of the loss of permanent 
status availability for teachers and uncertainty over subsequent options for transfers many experienced 
teachers have been discouraged from applying for positions in regional areas and remote schools. This is 
despite the recently announced remuneration package for some of these schools. It would appear that the 
Government urgently needs to tackle this issue. Increasingly we are seeing in non-metropolitan schools the 
phenomenon of appointing recently graduated teachers in the teacher rating of six out of 15. This is 
causing a crisis in staff management that is reported from the top of the State to the bottom. We are not 
seeing experienced teachers applying for or, in many cases, staying on in these schools. This is alarming. I 
have asked the Minister for Education to assess the data on this issue and to come forward rapidly with 
programs and initiatives that will tackle that specific issue. 

Among the young teachers who have arrived and those teachers who are staying in these remote and 
regional areas are many dedicated people. However, as well as that youthfulness, energy and dedication, 
the remote, regional, non-metropolitan parts of this State deserve to have the value that comes to education 
from experience. Although many experienced teachers operate within the schools of my own electorate, 
they are not enough. In some particular areas, such as tackling the issues of Aboriginal education, there is 
a real need to complement the energy that comes from the young graduates of the teacher training 
programs with the older, more experienced teachers. That has not been adequately addressed and is 
causing systemic problems throughout the non-metropolitan parts of Western Australia. The issue is 
complex. I do not believe there is any rapid solution to it. However, it seems certain that in the three years 
in which the Education portfolio was presided over by a Minister who should have known and foreseen the 
size of the problem, this issue was not tackled adequately. It requires that the Government tackle the whole 
issue of permanency for teachers in our schools, and it must be tackled quickly. 

Another issue has emerged within my electorate that I started to tackle today in a question to the Leader of 
the House in his capacity as the Minister assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management. 

Hon George Cash: I have asked for an answer to be available tomorrow. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Leader of the House has undertaken to address that. I wanted to go into more 
detail on that question, because it is significant and needs a good deal of energy on the part of this State 
Government from not only the Public Sector Management portfolio, but also the Education portfolio. This 
is the issue of the superhighway and the access to the Internet for the students of regional and remote areas 
of this State. Too easily will these students be left by the wayside of this information superhighway. We 
need to keep in mind that the current Internet access rate is $9 per hour. That rate applies to regional and 
remote school users; however, it is combined with an STD connection rate in some areas of $27 per hour, 
effectively taking the Internet out of the price range for schools already struggling with severe budgetary 
constraints. 

The last Federal Labor Government introduced a national initiative for a flat tariff of $5 an hour for 
Internet access to post-secondary students across Australia, and it was a great initiative. However, now it 
urgently needs to be extended to all country students at all levels - primary, secondary and tertiary. That is 
one way of reducing significantly the cost of Internet access. I have taken the opportunity of writing to the 
new federal Minister for Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs, Senator Vanstone, 
requesting that all regional and remote schools, both government and non-government, receive the same 
Internet access rate of $5. 

That tackles plugging into the Internet gateway, without addressing the question of the telecommunications 
cost associated with access through Telstra Corporation Ltd or Optus Communications, which are very 
prohibitive for students, school communities and other users in the remote areas of this State who are 
endeavouring to gain access to the Internet. We need an urgent response by the State Government, through 
both the Education Department and the Public Sector Management Office whose telecommunications unit 
has been working on establishing a corporate data network. That network will ensure the State 
Government has a network available to its departments and agencies that will reduce the cost of access to 
facilities on the information superhighway, such as the Internet. I understand there is a prospect that 
government schools will be among the beneficiaries of initiatives in that area. Hopefully that will soon 
provide dramatic benefits for government school users. I urge the Government to move rapidly to ensure 
the network is up and running and available to those government schools. 

At the same time, I put to the State Government the argument that within the education system at primary 
and secondary level in non-metropolitan parts of the State, the non-government school sector also needs to 
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have the benefit of access to this corporate data network. School communities from the top to the bottom of the State will be able to get equitable, just and fair access to the network at a reasonable price. That will mean the students in the remote parts of Australia can benefit from this communications revolution. 
The Internet is poised to make a very significant contribution to both Australian commerce and industry. Any school leavers of the future who are unfamiliar with the technology or the skills required to use the Internet and related computer systems very likely will be at a distinct disadvantage when trying to enter the job market Already the students in remote, regional, and non-metropolitan areas in Western Australia are at a disadvantage. It would be a travesty if, as a State, we did not urgently respond to the needs of those students to ensure that Internet access is available to their school communities, both government and nongovernment. The Internet represents a very important technological breakthrough that for the first time in history reduces the tyranny of distance when it comes to the classroom in the school environment, the tyranny that has significantly and adversely impacted on the quality of education to students in these areas. 
Students in the bush have always operated at a disadvantage, and this technology provides an opportunity to reverse that situation. In all too many cases young people in the country, in response to that disadvantage, have been removed from the family environment at very crucial times during their development simply to ensure access to quality education. The Internet is one of the environments in remote areas that provides a counterbalance to that move away from families to education in the metropolitan area. The Internet is a very effective research and information access tool. Therefore, access to it becomes a valuable first step towards sparing country parents the financial cost and personal trauma of sending their children away to schools in metropolitan areas. 
The concept of a fair go that is dear to the hearts of all Australians surely must apply to equal opportunity in education, regardless of location. Because that is a cornerstone of the Australian way of life, it should be within the wit of this State Government to ensure access to this information superhighway through the network that is being established by the State Government's telecommunications unit It is essential that all regional and remote area students be given the same affordable access to this new technology as that enjoyed by their city counterparts. I look forward to the promised response of Minister Cash to the question that he so kindly invited me to position with him today. 
I am also concerned to see the difficulties for school communities in my electorate in attracting qualified teachers in the manual arts programs. These days those teachers are called design and technology teachers. In the past they were referred to as manual arts teachers and sometimes, disparagingly, as the sheddies, those who typically operated in a shed at the back of the schools but who undertook a vital function to make available manual arts programs for students who wished to enter into that type of education. Increasingly they have become a highly qualified, professional group of teachers who more typically go by the name of design and technology teachers. The range of educational programs provided by those teachers to school communities is very extensive and significant to any community. It is very alarming indeed to find that these teachers have now become increasingly scarce within our school communities, to the point where they cannot be replaced. This year in my electorate five schools have been deprived of a manual arts teacher program because no teachers can be found for love or money, and that is alarming. 
The Wyndham District High School has a well set up manual arts classroom, which was positioned by the previous Labor Government and locked up at the beginning of the year because this State Government has not been able to keep up the supply of the manual arts teachers that are needed by the government school system in this State. That school now has faced the circumstance that it never wanted to see: A well equipped, expensive manual arts classroom has been put in mothballs and is not available to the school community because no manual arts teacher is available for 1996. Even worse is that that experience is repeated in a number of schools - in as many as five schools in my own electorate and I am told in other schools throughout Western Australia. 
Hon Tom Helm: They took the manual arts classroom away in Wiluna. 
Hon TOM STEPHENS: That might be the Government's way of saving it from the embarrassment of not being able to operate the classrooms in the absence of manual arts teachers. In other schools in my electorate where manual arts teachers have indicated that they will leave their school communities at the end of this year, the communities have had to come to terms with the fact that the Government has not been ~ble to deliver a system which guarantees the replacement of those teachers. No initiatives have been mtroduced by the State Government to respond to this crisis of the absence of trained manual arts teachers. I ~m ~old that some school communities have taken the extraordinary, but in their view necessary, step of brIngmg into the school environment untrained people to fill the role of manual arts teachers. That places thost: school communities at some risk because training for teachers in this area provides a range of skills that Improve the safety of the manual arts area and ensure that the risk to the teachers and the students when dealing with expensive and dangerous equipment is minimised. 
I urge the former Minister for Education in this State to apologise for what he has allowed to occur in the school srs.tem in a range of areas, including this one. In his present capacity as Minister for Employment and T~lmng I call on him to attend quickly to this failure over which he has presided. The higher educ~tlOn system of Western Australia has not ensured that an increasing number of positions are available to .tr~In new recruits in this area of industrial arts, design and technology. Additionally, I call on the new MInIster for Education, Colin Barnett, to move quickly to fix the problems caused by his predecessor, who neglected the school system in many ways. Under Minister Moore many problems emerged. Minister 
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Barnett must now ensure that every effort is made to repair the damage that has been done in this area as 
well as many others. He must redouble the departmental effort to locate trained teachers who are prepared 
to work in the manual arts classrooms of the Western Australian government school system, particularly at 
schools in my electorate - the regional and remote schools in Western Australia. It may be necessary to 
recruit teachers from other parts of Australia or beyond to meet this immediate crisis in 1996, and certainly 
in 1997. From wherever they are to be recruited, they must be recruited and our schools must be provided 
with the opportunities and benefits of manual arts programs when required. These classrooms, in many 
cases so lavishly established by the Government of which I was proud to be a part, must be reopened and 
the students once again provided with this important opportunity for education. 

The State Government may have the capacity to bring rapidly from industry people who have the 
appropriate skills and who could be given retraining to provide teacher support in these manual arts areas 
where the need is greatest There may be people anxiously awaiting retraining in employment that would 
make them eminently suitable to get into these classrooms. All they need is the protection of a basic 
teacher qualification or education to ensure that the advantage to the school environment is maximised and 
that any risks of injury or danger that would otherwise occur by positioning untrained people in these 
classrooms are minimised. The Government must ensure that the appropriate institutions of higher 
education, such as Curtin University of Technology, are encouraged to increase the number of places for 
people to train in this field. The Minister must locate the problem and ensure that it is fixed rapidly. If 
representations must be made to the new Federal Government to increase the finances available to the 
higher education establishments of Western Australia so these training programs for manual arts teachers 
are increased, he should get on with it in double quick time. 

I am increasingly concerned about reports suggesting that in the education systems of Australia one in four 
Australian students leave primary school with severe writing and spelling problems. Reports indicate a 
significant ongoing problem associated with the teaching of literacy in schools. I am particularly 
concerned to see that systems of education that have been experimented with over the years have not 
delivered the goods for the Australian school population. Increasingly, students fall through the literacy 
programs that have been adopted recently in school communities. It appears that schools have been 
permitted to maintain this whole of language approach to the teaching of literacy to the exclusion of the 
teaching of phonics for students in early primary education. That has left up to a third of students 
floundering in the area of literacy. It is clear from the current analysis of the recent past that we must 
tackle this problem quickly. It is no longer acceptable for literacy programs to operate in our schools to the 
exclusion of the teaching of phonics. It was that direct instruction approach to teaching that was 
characteristic of the education systems to which all members in this Chamber were exposed and that 
guaranteed that people of our educational experiences had the basics of literacy. The phenomenon did not 
exist whereby many students fell through the system, unable to come through it with the basics necessary 
for reading, writing and spelling. That direct instruction approach has not been available recently in the 
school systems of Australia and beyond because of the popUlarity of the whole of language approach and 
the exclusion of the teaching of phonics, a phonetics based approach to teaching literacy. It is essential that 
the Western Australian Education Department ensure that the teaching of phonics becomes a compulsory 
part of any literacy program, and that we do not leave our students exposed to simply any school program 
that relies entirely on a whole of language approach to the teaching of literacy. It is an issue which is 
relevant to all the school communities. 

In recent months I reached the conclusion that so many of the problems associated with the teaching of 
literacy to Aboriginal students in my electorate are as a consequence of the failure of the systems which 
have been applied in the schools. Clearly, the whole of language approach which has had some application 
to two-thirds of the general population appears to have had minimal success in the Aboriginal school 
population of this State. We find that the generation which has just gone through the school system has 
illustrated a dramatic drop in literacy skills in comparison with the preceding generations. It is an 
absolutely alarming problem and it extends throughout this State. Aboriginal parents who were fortunate 
enough to be educated at the same time as most of the members in this place and who benefited from the 
education programs picked up the necessary literacy skills. However, today young Aboriginal children 
front up to an education system and even with its new approach have had limited success. I am not 
suggesting this is a partisan approach. 

Hon N.F. Moore: I am thinking of which program you are talking about. I am sure the member is aware of 
the First Steps program. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am aware of what is described as the whole of language approach. Teachers 
moved away from phonics and phonetics -

Hon B.M. Scott: That is not in the First Steps program. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I hope that a phonetics and a phonics approach to the teaching of literacy is now 
compulsory . 

Hon B.M. Scott It is part of our current policy. The only thing I know that is compulsory is that children 
attend school. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: As part of the teaching of literacy in schools the detail to the whole of language 
approach has, from my observations and the information I have obtained in recent months, created a 
problem which will be ongoing if we do not return to a phonics and phonetics approach to the teaching of 
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literacy. It can operate alongside a whole of language approach, but it should not be allowed to be 
dropped. 

Hon I.D. MacLean: There needs to be an advanced approach. It is unfair that children in grades 2 and 3 
are expected to be able to spell like adults. There must be a balanced approach where at the junior level 
children are encouraged to look at the proper use of words and their proper structure. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am arguing for a balanced approach whereby no school is allowed, regardless of 
what experiment it wishes to undertake, to exclude the teaching of phonics and phonetics. We must not let 
one-third of this State's children fall through the system. They must have adequate reading, writing and 
literacy skills. 

Hon B.M. Scott: Do you realise that we are exporting the First Steps program? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I understand the member's point and I will not argue it When Hon George Cash, 
Hon Norman Moore and I were in Ottawa we met with a schoolteacher who subsequently visited this State. 
She asked me whether I would facilitate her exposure to that program. Minister Moore assisted in ensuring 
that she had access to it. There could be advantages from this program of which I am not aware. However, 
we must make sure that it is compulsory to take a phonics and phonetics approach in the teaching of 
literacy. After all, it is the approach which my generation benefited from. I know I sound like an 
education conservative. 

Hon N.F. Moore: I do not believe what you are saying. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am absolutely alarmed by what I am seeing. 

Hon N.F. Moore: You are right to be alarmed but the First Steps strategy has been successful in 
overcoming the problems you identify. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The alarm has sparked me into putting a question on the Notice Paper to the 
Minister for Education on this issue. My alarm comes from personal experience with young students who 
come from outside the government school system. My observation of the education system which is 
available to my Aboriginal constituents also alarms me. In so many instances these children do not have 
the skills that their parents have. It is a staggering indictment of the education system and I want the 
situation reversed as quickly as possible. 

Hon N.F. Moore: It is being reversed. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I will be closely scrutinising this issue. 

Hon N.F. Moore: It was one of your Ministers who commissioned the First Steps program and I am told it 
is successful, in particular for Aboriginal students. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I will be looking forward to some information about its success. In the early part 
of my parliamentary career I was a constant critic of the government school system. Recently I visited a 
number of government schools in the Kimberley and I realised that my criticism was no longer 
contemporary and that the system in the area of Aboriginal education had improved during the time the 
Labor Party was in office. I was aware of what the system was like in the early 1980s and when I had a 
good look at the system in the early 1990s I realised there had been some advances and that is a source of 
pleasure to me. However, I fear that there is still much to be done in the teaching of literacy to all the 
students in this State, including the Aboriginal students in my electorate. 

Another broken promise of the current coalition Government is in the area of health care. It is an area 
which did not attract much comment in the Governor's address to this House. I understand that the 
Government does not have very much to report on in the area of health and hospital expenditure. Clearly, 
the Government should be embarrassed by its failure to tackle the health care system in accordance with its 
promises. One of its broken promises was made in February 1993 by the then shadow Minister for Health, 
Kevin Minson -

"It is the Coalition's intention to maintain health expenditure. Indeed the current elective surgery 
waiting list demands that expenditure be at least maintained" ... 

In the 1994195 budget health expenditure fell by 1.4 per cent in real terms and in the 1995196 
budget it has been cut again by four per cent in real terms. 

~ffectively, two Budgets took $IOOm out of the State's public hospitals which had a very dramatic impact 
mdeed on the services. The coalition health policy of 1993 promised -

We will ... rid the health system of waiting lists. 

It went on quoting comments of Richard Court, then Leader of the Opposition, in The Australian of II 
January -

Public hospital waiting lists would be slashed and the health system reorganised under a coalition 
Government in Western Australia . .. 

Thos~ promises were broken by the Government. W A has been lagging behind in reducing waiting lists as 
pr~n:llsed? and the wait for elective surgery is longer than in any other Slate. The national average for 
Wallmg time is 2.3 months. In WA the average waiting time is 3.3 months. Another promise that the 
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coalition made was to restructure the wheatbelt hospitals into multifunction health centres for a range of 
health care services. That was the coalition health promise for the wheatbelt in February 1993. Our leader, 
Jim McGinty's report on broken promises says this has not happened. Hon Kim Chance is able to speak 
more about the wheatbelt contemporary situation than I. However, I suspect that what was promised has 
not been delivered - indeed, the promise has been broken. 

The health care crisis is gripping Western Australia. Recently, the Court Government, having bled the 
health care system dry with a very callous approach to cost cutting, with the election just a year away, 
arrived like a white knight with a miracle cure for the health care system. I am not a man of this 
persuasion; however, Hon Phil Lockyer would understand the next pugilist image. It seems to me to be a 
bit like Mike Tyson offering to pay Frank Bruno's cab fare home after their recent title fight. It is a pugilist 
image of a Government that has just bashed up the health care system - . 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: It is better than taking him to court. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The health care system having been hit around the ears by the Court Government 
is about to be given $81m. I asked the Minister as recently as today and before that, yesterday, what funds 
will be allocated to the hospitals in our State. The response was that it has not been worked out yet. The 
Government does not know what funds are going where and it does not know when it will be able to tell 
anyone. That is not an adequate way of indicating an appropriation of $81m to spend on the system that 
the Government has just effectively bled dry of its capacity to deliver to the health care needs of the 
Western Australian community. Once again, I ask the Minister for Health to provide details of the 
hospitals to which these funds will be allocated and, particularly, which hospitals in my electorate will 
receive increases in funding. Which nursing posts and health care centres will be the beneficiaries of this 
money? 

I am very apprehensive that we will see a repeat performance of the last three years, at least in regard to 
most of my electorate; that is, the local health care services in the remote areas of the Mining and Pastoral 
Region will be short-changed. I fear that the funds will be funnelled into the metropolitan hospitals and the 
regional hospitals of the Liberal held electorate, in an effort to shore up its support, in much the same way 
that Minister Moore ensured that the funds for covered assembly areas were allocated to electorates held by 
Liberals or marginal Liberal held seats. 

Hon N.F. Moore: That is because there was hardly a school in Labor held seats that did not have one. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I can point to many schools in the Minister's electorate that needed covered 
assembly areas. However, just because the Minister's electorate is safe Labor territory, from the top to the 
bottom of it, while he was the Minister he persisted in a program of neglecting the needs of the schools in 
his area. 

Hon N.F. Moore: That is not true. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Minister knows it is true. 

Hon N.F. Moore: When you discover the eastern part of your electorate, go and have a look. Have a look 
at Kalgoorlie. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: One of the biggest education issues in the recent by-election in Kalgoorlie was the 
neglect that he perpetrated in the period that he was Minister for Education. It was the single largest issue 
in that by-election. The Government had to take the new Minister for Education to try to solve the 
problems. 

Hon N.F. Moore interjected. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: That was the Government's promise of 1993, prior to the last state election. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am sorry to have been distracted by this discredited former Minister for the 
Environment. 

Hon N.F. Moore: At least I survived for more than three months. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am looking forward to a longer career as a Minister in the next McGinty 
Government. 

Hon N.F. Moore: After Saturday's by-election, Mr McGinty will never be Premier. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: A win is a win. We are looking forward to winning the Treasury benches at the 
next state election. If the policies of the Minister's period as Minister for Education persist. that result will 
be guaranteed at the next state election. 

That brings me to the end of the comments I wanted to make in this debate. Those comments were more 
lengthy than the reported comments made during the opening of Parliament by the Governor. The 
comments were worked on in preparation of my reply to the Governor's speech, with some effort on my 
part to ensure that issues of concern to the people of my electorate were raised in this House, before the 
Government and before the Western Australian community, as is my obligation. I hope that the media sees 
that p~ of ~ts job is ensuring the affairs of this House are reported fairly. Fortunately, there are systems 
here which, if the gallery is not full, enable people to listen to the comments of members in their rooms. 
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Hon P.H. Lockyer: It was empty the moment you got up. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Like all of Mr Lockyer's claims, it has to be juxtaposed with an observation of the 
facts. The gallery was empty when I arrived and it stayed empty while I have been speaking because they 
have been glued to their speakers and hanging on every word. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: They are in the bar seeking solace. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I hope that all members will join with me in saying that when members come into 
this place and raise issues of concern, the media coverage will recognise that these issues are of concern to 
the wider electorate and that they should be reported. They should not only report funny incidents, 
mistakes made by members, or an overheard aside. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: Are you embarrassed about it? Have you apologised to the gentleman who made the 
speech? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I was not referring to the Governor. I made an aside to a colleague and it <;hould 
not have been reported. The words should not have been picked up but they were. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer interjected. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Phil Lockyer has been the cause of most of my media coverage throughout 
my parliamentary career -

Hon P.H. Lockyer: And you mine. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Most of my media coverage as a member of Parliament has been to do with funny 
incidents, trite incidents, incidents of no personal consequence or of any concern to the people of my 
electorate. I have spent 14 years working on a range of issues of concern to the people of my electorate 
and rarely, if ever, are those issues the subject of media attention. 

Hon N.F. Moore: Get in a long queue! 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: That does not mean that I should not make the complaint. 

Hon N.F. Moore: I have agreed with you twice. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The former Minister for Education agrees with me now; I wish he had agreed 
earlier. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: The editors will tell you what sells newspapers. Reporting your speeches would send 
the circulations of The West Australian and the Sunday Times disastrously low. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I do not agree with the member's assessment. If that is the assessment of the 
editor of The West Australian the editor should think again. I know that some of these issues are of vital 
concern to the people of my electorate. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I have not been able to utilise any gimmick - and no-one has done anything 
extraordinary in the process of my contribution to this debate - other than make a contribution that is of 
importance to the electorate that I share with Hon Norman Moore and Hon Phil Lockyer. The people of 
our electorate are concerned about these issues. Now that I have brought them to the attention of the 
House, and effectively to the attention of the Government and the media, I hope the media will take the 
opportunity of reporting what went on tonight during my contribution to the House. I hope it reports on the 
contribution of the member who spoke before me on an issue of importance in this Address-in-Reply and 
the member who speaks after me, if his star has not been overshadowed by the two illustrious speakers 
before him. The media has a responsibility not to debase this place. 

I will wear what happened to me on opening day. It was my mistake. fairly copped perhaps, or unfairly; 
but I was copped. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: The Australian referred to you as hapless. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: However I was referred to, it happened. I have made my Address-in-Reply 
speech on issues about which I am concerned, as are other people in my electorate. I have done my job as 
a parliamentary representative in this democratic process in Western Australia. A flower of democracy is 
this Parliament, or it should be, and eventually it will become so when it arrives at its full flowering as a 
democratic institution. In the meantime it is the best thing we have. Too easily snuffed out are the 
democracies of the international community. Nothing better is available to the peoples of the world than 
this democratic process. The process needs to be covered. We need to be better at our jobs and better at 
articulating our case so that we can make issues more relevant to the media. so that the media, in tum, can 
make the issues intelligible to the electorate. However, it is a multifaceted approach in which the media 
has obligations as well. I hope that the media can join with us all in rising to the challenges of making this 
democratic system work so that this place is held in some regard by the community, and so that it can 
attract and continue to attract people who will work for the benefit of Western Australia. That is why I 
make a plea tonight to the media. There is much of value about this place and it deserves to be reported. 
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Hon P.H. Lockyer: You have been flogging this topic for years. Suddenly you have become a statesman 
and all behind you is forgotten. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Phil Lockyer is unfair. I am a great believer in parliamentary democracy. I 
am a great believer in Parliament. I want a better Parliament. I want a more democratic one. I would 
prefer a Parliament with an upper House that we had a chance of winning -

Hon Barry House: You want only two lower House seats in Mining and Pastoral! 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I believe in the full democratic processes emerging in Western Australia. I am 
not a critic of the parliamentary system. There is nothing better. I am a parliamentarian. I believe in it. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: The Hansard reporter should just read your old speeches. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: In his old age Hon Phil Lockyer is getting Alzheimer's disease. He cannot 
remember that I have always said that I am committed to this system. I want others, including the media, 
to recognise that we need to get on with the task of ensuring that this system is valued and respected and of 
use to the people of Western Australia. 

HON MJ. CRIDDLE (AgriCultural) [8.55 pm]: I think I have followed Hon Tom Stephens on a few 
occasions in this Parliament. I must do it yet again. 

Hon Tom Stephens: The best wine is kept until last 

Hon MJ. CRIDDLE: I appreciated the address by the Governor, Major General Michael Jeffery, at the 
opening of the fourth session of the Thirty-fourth Parliament I thank him for the contribution he made to 
my electorate when he visited with his wife. His visit was very much appreciated. He carried out his 
duties in an admirable manner. I had the opportunity to ~o to Government House with a delegation of 
Indian wool representatives who came to Western Austraha. We enjoyed the opportunity to meet those 
people in the Governor's presence. He made them very welcome. Those visitors had the opportunity to 
travel throughout the wool growing area and familiarise themselves with it That will do a lot of good for 
trade overseas. It is an area that should be developed. The group came out at the invitation of the wool 
strategy group set up by Hon Monty House. It has been used to lift the profile of Western Australian wool 
to the level of wool in the Eastern States. The wool strategy group has pointed to the quality and 
preparation of the clip, which was necessary. It has brought together members of the processing and 
manufacturing industry so that there has been some cooperation between these people. It is unfortunate 
that the wool industry is in such dire straits currently. 

I want to concentrate this evening on some of the moneymaking enterprises in this State rather than those 
which are talked about constantly in this place. I refer here to expenditure and the need for it. I want to 
concentrate on the bright side for a start and refer to the wheat and grain industry, then perhaps I will cover 
the wool industry. I went to the showgrounds today and I was a bit depressed when I left the W A Farmers 
Federation Conference because there are not too many bright stars on the horizon in that area. I will touch 
on a few matters and point to the cooperation needed between industry groups to get the industry back on 
its feet. I should also bring members up to date on the skeleton weed problem in the wheatbelt. Finally I 
will tum to the horticulture industry in the Agricultural Region, particularly through the northern wheatbelt, 
where a great possibility exists for horticulture, aquaculture and floriculture. Perhaps Hon Phil Lockyer 
may not agree but there is an opportunity for some development which might fall into line with the 
opportunities in his region. Perhaps we could get a good export industry going, which would be of great 
benefit, bearing in mind that South East Asia is just off our northern shores. 

First, I congratulate the incoming coalition Federal Government, Prime Minister John Howard and his 
deputy, Tim Fisher. They have a big task ahead of them. The country needs a change of direction. We 
need to return to the idea that if we can get out and earn some money, other things will flow from that. It 
will be a change of direction but that is what is needed. We should give people the opportunity to promote 
free enterprise and to develop opportunities in various industries. 

Yesterday in The Australian I read with interest that John Anderson, the new Primary Industries Minister, 
promised to kick-start rural reform. In doing so he identified the wool industry, an industry in deep 
trouble. He said that the wool industry is particularly vulnerable and appeared unable to recover from the 
collapse of the reserve price scheme. 

Some people would say we were a bit greedy and perhaps the reserve price scheme was the best strategy at 
the time. That is in the past and we must now refocus. He says that he is very concerned about the divided 
nature of the industry. That is what I referred to in my opening remarks. I have attended conferences of 
both the Pastoralists and Graziers Association and the Western Australian Farmers Federation. They have 
different ideas about the dispersal of the stockpile. The 187 ()()() bales are dispersed every quarter. They 
should focus on one strategy and get on with that dispersal to get rid of the stockpile as soon as possible. 
The industry must be made profitable and the only way to do that is to rid ourselves of the stOCkpile. 

~ool is in very low demand throughout the world at present. If people in the Eastern States where the dry 
IS still in place do not get some bright horizons in a year or two, things will look bleak. In addressing the 
Western Australian Farmers Federation conference, Bob Richardson, the Chief Executive Officer of Wool 
International since 1994, said that in the short term we are looking at a very weak market. The industry 
across the board looks as though it is in strife. There are excessive tops of 30 million kg in Europe and 
excessive yams in Japan. Demand for the spring is limited. Although much of the blame has been placed 
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with China, its demand has dropped by only about 11 per cent in the past seven months. The take in Japan has decreased by about 45 per cent That whole area is in trouble. 
The price decline in the fine wools is due mainly to the economies in countries throughout the world. A high turn off of hunger-fine wool has put pressure on the industry because the percentage of fine wool has been greater. Only 12 months ago, in March 1995, the price of clean wool was 700¢/kg. The price hit a low of 557¢ clean recently, which is the lowest for about 10 years. With the prediction of the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics at 700¢ - that seems a long way from possibility - and Wool International talking about 600¢, a great discrepancy can be seen in those figures. Probably Wool International is close to the mark. 
We have got rid of only 59000 bales in this quarter compared with the required turn-off of 187000 bales. We are getting very close to a market situation where the wool will have to be sold at spot price. When the forward market goes below the spot price we will be in trouble. Fortunately, many of the best sales have been where we hold the highest amount of wool; that is in the 22 to 24 micron and carting wools area. Those wools are the best sellers at present Bearing in mind we have a year's supply of those wools in the stockpile, it is good to see that they are at least going into the market. It might have been a good idea to expend some money on getting rid of the stockpile into the system to continue the chain of tops and yarns. We need to get the wool onto the shelves. If we do not keep that chain going and lose the process, it will be very difficult to get it back. Some of the other fibres are producing garments suitable for the same uses. In the colder climates they can now make very lightweight garments which are particularly suitable for skiing and cool climates which can be wrapped up and put into a pocket. The big bulky, woollen jumpers are not so much needed these days. 
The debt of Wool International has reduced from $2.7b to $1.2b. With the removal of the wool tax promised during the election by both parties, it looks as though it will be 1998 before the debt is removed. With the interest rate for that debt at 7.6 per cent, which is very good compared with what we paid three or four years ago, and an operating budget of $96m the debt is likely to be eroded by 1998. We will be getting very close then to the removal of the stockpile or at least to its reaching a minimal size. From that point of view things are looking quite good. We just need to raise the price of wool and revitalise competition. The only way to do that is to remove the stockpile. It is possible that the best thing we can do is remove some of the wool required by legislation from the stockpile into the system and take advantage of it after it gets onto the shelf. Wool is being promoted when it is not available for purchase. I have been to shops around Perth - I am sure people have in other parts of the country - and it is just not available to be bought. If the product is not on the shelf, with all the promotion in the world, nothing will be achieved. 
If we lost the industry in Western Australia, we would face great difficulty. The meat industry is doing reasonably well at present. Hon Kim Chance has touched on the slaughter problem with the abattoirs. Wool was a $6b industry five or six years ago, and is now down to $3b, but it is still one of our greatest export earners. People seem to forget that It has been suggested that the sheep flock will drop below 30 million in Western Australia. Many of those are being mated with crossbreeds. That is a big worry. The impact across the board for the industry is that many of the small businesses will come under pressure. Shearers will also come under pressure and the whole fabric of the wool industry will suffer. I note with interest that in some places there has been talk of stopping the export of live sheep and cattle. That would be the straw that breaks the camel's back. Conditions on some of the ships now being used to carry live freight have brought losses down to about 2 per cent Reference has been made to air-conditioned ships. I spoke to a fellow who sells pellets for the sheep to eat on their journey - they are produced near Katanning - who said that three ships are air-conditioned. That is good news and can only be good value regarding the standard of the stock when they are shipped to other countries. 
As I said earlier, the main concern is the impact on small business throughout the area. I touched on some of the reforms that John Anderson was talking about making in the grains industry with marketing arrangements and the export monopoly for the Australian Wheat Board. The one thing that everybody in the wheatbelt talks about is the single desk seller status of the Australian Wheat Board. Many reports have been presented on the value of single desk seller status. A Booz Allen report said that the advantage was only $2 a tonne. Just recently a Canadian report on single desk seller status suggested that the advantage was in the area of $13 a tonne. Rice growers in the Eastern States say it is in the area of $40 a tonne. The advantages stem from lower interest rates and better organised shipping right across the board. Great advantages arise from having a single desk seller status. 
The other request from country people is for a grower control board, and many people will have heard this before. If one has a grower control board and if one wants a person to work and the person is no good one can ftre him or her. If one is stuck with a person on the board one really has a problem. One can have a grower controlled board with a couple of experts on it but one needs the opportunity to get out of the system those people who have put the industry in jeopardy. Some people in the wool industry would be mor~ than agreeable to that sort of suggestion. The other point with the Australian Wheat Board is the pool~ng system, which guarantees the quality control of the grains used. Across the markets people want quailly 3?d they want the quality they pay for. It is one of the big advantages of a pooling system and one of the thmgs regularly mentioned in the country. 
The wh~t industry is in a very strong position. At the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource ~onomlcs conference Robert Rees pointed out that grain supplies arc the tightest they have been for years. Western Australia has had a very good year this year producing some 6.5 million tonnes and 
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Australia 17 million tonnes of wheat We look like exporting something like 12.5 million tonnes. 
Multiplying that by an average of about $240 a tonne shows that Western Australia looks like benefiting to 
the tune of about $1.5b, which is very good for the industry. It has brought about a huge requirement for 
machinery, certainly for tractors, seeders and sprayers, and that has given small businesses throughout the 
country a real shot in the arm. At the Outlook '96 Conference the Chairman of the Australian Wheat 
Board, Trevor Rugge, estimated that next year's return was likely to be about $200 a tonne. That is the 
best ever prediction. The price now is probably about $240. Australia has become one of the most market 
oriented countries. That comes from the pooling system we have now. The world market is sophisticated 
and we are ideally situated with our wheat marketing system to understand the needs of the customer and 
accurately communicate these back to the growers. Australia places itself in an excellent position to 
provide a continuous supply of quality wheats which specifically meet customer requirements. Once again, 
that reflects back on the pooling system. Bearing in mind that Western Australia exports 95 per cent of its 
wheat, of the 6.5m tonnes this year about only 250000 tonnes of grain is kept locally, so we benefit greatly 
from overseas income. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon MJ. CRIDDLE: It would be of great benefit to us, but I do not know that one would see the Federal 
Government agreeing with that 

Other grains that have done very well this year include malting barley at 750 000 tonnes. Bear in mind that 
all these grains are selling at record prices at close to $250 a tonne. Feed barley at 360 000 tonnes is $198 
a tonne. These very good prices would put pressure on anybody trying to fatten stock and put it through 
the food process. Some of those types of feeders will find it difficult to buy grain and tum off stock. 
Lupins are one of the grains for which the grain pool has developed a market over the past 20 years. The 
860 000 tonnes of lupins in the system is of great benefit. We produce 100 000 tonnes of canola. Certainly 
Davidson Industries uses locally about 12000 tonnes. It has developed an industry here, and local 
processing can only benefit local people. 

Other smaller pulses of the legumes, like alvis lupins, chick peas, spiel peas and faber beans, are bringing 
to those white lupins another dimension and adding another dimension to farming right across the 
wheatbelt, because they will grow on the heavier soils and complete the rotation. That is why the sheep 
industry is coming back. Other pulses are going into the system and adding to the rotation so that farmers 
are able to rotate wheat and lupins, wheat and chick peas or wheat and faber beans. It is adding another 
dimension to the farming industry. 

Hon B.M. Scott interjected. 

Hon MJ. CRIDDLE: Many people eat faber beans. Some of the field peas and chick peas are sold to 
India. Certainly Kabuli chick peas are sold to India and used extensively. The local grain pool this year 
took delivery of 2.2 million tonnes of grain, which is a very good return. It has done extremely well. 

I will touch on some of the local identities in the wheatbelt who are trying to do the right thing by Western 
Australian wheat growers. People like Leon Riley from the Premium Wheatgrowers Association have 
struggled over a long time to gain recognition from the Australian Wheat Board for prime head, which has 
a premium of about $30 a tonne. He has high protein grain which is used in quality bread and noodles. 
High protein wheat has a lot of dough. Just recently I went to a meeting at the Commonwealth Scientific 
and Industrial Research Organisation in Western Australia at the request of Leon Riley to meet with Jim 
Peacock, the chief of plant industries in the CSIRO. I had a really interesting day. Jim Peacock was made 
a Companion of the Order of Australia in 1994 for his study into molecular biology and his teachings on 
science. They have made some very exciting breakthroughs with regard to protein in wheat. The right 
protein in wheat goes back to the variety of wheat. He is relating that to the protein itself. It does not in 
every case have to be a very high protein, but it may be just the protein to add to the elasticity of the dough. 

Hon B.M. Scott interjected. 

Hon MJ. CRIDDLE: That is what we are all looking at. The premium is about $30 a tonne. Therefore, it 
is essential to give Western Australian producers the opportunity to get into that market. It is one of the 
very exciting advancements I have seen in the grains industry for quite some time. Leon Riley has also run 
a competition for premium wheat growers. On 29 March at Salmon Gums they will present their prizes for 
the winners of those premium wheats. 

John Hawkins has done a lot of work with the noodles industry. He has battled for a long time to get a 
noodle factory started in Western Australia. He has been to Japan and gathered all the information he 
could possibly obtain. He is certainly doing the right thing by the industry and trying to get a local industry 
and plant going here. There is a noodle factory at Fremantle and I saw its product on shelves in Japan 
when I visited Hyogo with a sister state relations group. It is a good product, is well received and is the 
cheapest brand of noodles on the shelves. It is good to see it there. 

I mentioned problems with skeleton weed in the Narembeen shire. Members will be aware that I produced 
a report about the skeleton weed problem last year and I believe all of the 11 recommendations made have 
been acted upon. We had a good season last year and some of the better searching mechanisms put in place 
uncovered a lot more weed this year. There are 78 new quarantine properties compared with 34 last year 
and the area searched increased from 48 000 to 66 000 hectares. There are many other blowouts in 
numbers and the infested area has increased from 247 ha to 650 ha. When a particular area is identified as 
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infected there may be one plant but 20 metres surrounding that plant is included. so it is not quite true to 
say that the whole area is infected. The search area in Narembeen shire will have to be increased next year 
by 10 000 hat and that will require a great deal of effort. Farmers in that area will have to take more 
responsibility for finding the weed and organising some of the searches because it will be an extremely 
difficult situation. The third recommendation made in the report was that the onus be placed on the 
farmers to organise the searches themselves. A few farmers have not taken on that responsibility and they 
will have to be warned that the situation must be kept under control. otherwise the Narembeen area will be 
a disaster. About 70 per cent of the farmers in the Narembeen shire have infestations of skeleton weed on 
their properties. That has been a severe blowout; there has always been a big infestation in that area. but it 
must be kept under control. Machinery going out of the area must be checked because we do not want the 
weeds transported out of the area. We also must be careful in shifting grain out of the area. 

Hon Tom Helm: Is assistance available to farmers to keep the weed under control? 

Hon MJ. CRIDDLE: Farmers contribute IO¢ per tonne of grain. which contributes about $Im per annum 
to this program. One of the recommendations was to have contractors search those areas. This year 2 500 
ha was contracted and next year that area may have to be increased quite considerably. That has been 
taken into consideration. 

Hon Tom Helm: Is it contained now? 

Hon MJ. CRIDDLE: No. it is not contained. It is still developing and. as I pointed out. the infestation 
increased from 240 ha last year to 650 ha this year. The blowout occurred this year because it was a 
particularly good year for rain. The farmers were very pleased about that, so we will not knock the rain. 
However. the situation must be monitored and kept in control. 

Some of the machines used in searches did not travel slowly enough. The new machines are more efficient 
and travel at an optimum speed of 18 kilometres per hour. The better the crop. the more slowly the 
machinery must move and the process is more effective if the finds are done from a header. A lot of work 
has been done in relation to research. Chemicals have been tested in South Australia in a real farm 
situation where the skeleton weed is a lot thicker. That has not been done here, but this coming year we 
will look at putting two patches into the research program to see if we can identify ways to use chemicals 
and remove the weed in a crop. This could involve the use of chemicals such as Lontre!. On 2 and 3 April 
a very comprehensive workshop will be held in the area involving the Skeleton Weed Advisory Committee 
and the local community. This will provide a chance for the locals to look at where they are going and to 
develop some strategies for the coming year. 

There are opportunities for horticulture in the northern wheatbelt area and places such as Gingin and down 
as far as Beverley have an opportunity to develop in this field. About 18 months ago I was asked by the 
media in the Geraldton area about the development of local horticulture. floriculture and aquaculture 
industries and whether such developments would be viable. The crucial issue in developing such industries 
is the consistency of water supply and quality. and without that we cannot guarantee that these industries 
will succeed. It is no good setting up an industry if there is not a consistent supply. It would be terrible for 
people to set up these industries and then have them collapse. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi mentioned horticulture, water and so on yesterday and said that there is litLle 
infrastructure. That is the last thing that we want to happen in this area. I instigated what is now known as 
the mid-west ground water steering committee, which comprises the four shires in the area - Northampton, 
Chapman Valley, Irwin and Mingenew. Agriculture Western Australia is also involved, the Mid-West 
Development Commission CEO, Wayne Morgan. is the chairman. and Kim Griffin from the Water and 
Rivers Commission and Cameron Westerway from the Fisheries Commission are also members. There are 
currently six aquaculture operators in the area. The latest regulations allow for these people to get on with 
the job. Some of them are taking up that opportunity and getting on with the job. The plan is to have 
15 people rather than the six who are there at present. It covers one hectare at present and there is a 
possibility that it will cover up to 20 ha. 

The horticultural industry is looking at going to 120 ha with the 22 growers who are there at present, and at 
crops such as rockmelon and citrus fruits. and it is well known that a large amount of tomatoes are 
produced in that area. Floriculture is just starting to develop. It covers about 10 ha at present, and there is 
a possibility that that will increase to around 100 ha. We could develop a good industry if we could take 
advan~ge of all of these opportunities, not necessarily on a broad scale but with small enterprises across 
~e regIOn. To that end. a survey has been done of what is known as the Northampton block, which 
m~ludes part of the Shire of Chapman Valley down to the Shire of Irwin, and is an area of about 50000 ha. 
lt IS a very difficult area because of the fractured granite. It also has Jurassic sedimentary rock, sand plain 
and alluvial soil in the riverbed. 

~e problem with this area is that only 25 per cent of the bores are monitored, and not many of them are 
licensed, so :-ve do not know what water is coming out of it. It is probably necessary for a hydrologist to 
look at the situation. It is possible to do a geophysical survey, but that must be related to the bores so that 
the people who go into the area know exactly what opportunities exist. There has been a lot of Lalk about 
salt map aerial surveys. Those surveys are great, but they must be related to a series of bores so that we 
~now exacLly what is under the ground. That survey is very expensive. It costs about $5 per hectare, so if 
I~ were to go. ahead in that area, we would be looking at $250 000, which is certainly big bickies. The Irwin 
flver was dnlled last year by the geological survey department in the area east of Dongara at Milo Road 
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near Strawberry Bridge, and there are some good prospects there, but it is on the property of a big 
landholder. The landholders should be required to provide funding for the survey, because they are the 
ones who will receive the benefits. We should introduce a commercial element into the survey process so 
that the people who will receive the benefits put up the money to get the results. 

The ground water management plan for the Arrowsmith area was completed last November. There is some 
200 million kilolitres of water in that area per year, and when we bear in mind that a big enterprise such as 
a steel mill uses about 8 million kilolitres of water, we can see the opportunity for people to develop such 
enterprises in that area. 

Horticulture will almost certainly be complemented by the developments that have been made in regard to 
air freight out of Perth Airport. There is now an air freight company which flies out of Auckland and gets 
half of its cargo there and the other half from Perth. A second aircraft was providing that service also, and 
although it has stopped at present, I understand it will start again shortly. That provides opportunities for 
the horticultural and fishing industries to get their produce to places like Singapore in peak condition, 
which is what the people in South East Asia want, and thereby receive the maximum value for their 
produce. There is 200 tonnes of spare freight capacity on the aircraft that fly to Denpasar Airport, where 
the Minister for Transport, in conjunction with the people there, has set up a freezer, and there is an 
opportunity for freight to go from Denpasar and about 70 other destinations that link into that airport. That 
may be futuristic thinking, but that is what we should be looking at. 

I thank members for the opportunity to bring these matters to the attention of the House. There is no doubt 
that the region will benefit greatly if we allow these industries to develop. I am pleased that the changes 
that have been made to Agriculture Western Australia have meant that people are now returning to the 
Agricultural Region rather than leaving it. Another reason that people are moving back to the country is 
the excellent sporting and other facilities that now exist. We need to ensure that our health and education 
facilities are kept up to scratch, as I am sure they will be. There is a great future for the Agricultural 
Region. 

HON VAL FERGUSON (East Metropolitan) [9.36 pm]: I want to deal with an area which has created a 
great deal of difficulty for some families and individuals in the East Metropolitan Region; that is, the 
splitting of the State Energy Commission of Western Australia into what we now know as AlintaGas and 
Western Power. Western Power's staff were experienced in explaining changes in its policy. They 
listened to customers' complaints and concerns about their energy bills, budget cards and customer service. 
Western Power also listened to and worked with community groups to assist its customers to overcome any 
problems with their bills or payment arrangements. Western Power's accountability to its customers and 
the Government was evident. 

The same cannot be said for AlintaGas. Following the problems that arose with the creation of AlintaGas, 
its accountability to its customers and to the community groups which assist its customers has been greatly 
lacking. For example, many SECW A customers made a fortnightly payment to SECW A by direct deposit. 
However, after the split of SECWA, customers were not aware, because they were not advised, that they 
had to change their arrangements and organise their direct deposits to cover their two energy bills. 
AlintaGas did not respond to questions from the community groups which were acting on behalf of its 
customers. AlintaGas had many problems with its computers involving customer accounts. Some of its 
customers did not receive bills for three to five months. Other customers who paid by direct deposit were 
not advised that they were in arrears with AlintaGas but in credit with Western Power. These problems did 
not come to light until late 1995, when AlintaGas issued disconnection notices to customers who had been 
paying their electricity bill by direct deposit. The community groups were again approached to assist 
customers who had received disconnection notices. The attitude of the AlintaGas staff was amazing. They 
did not regard it as their problem that people who had been paying Western Power by direct deposit were in 
credit with that organisation but were in arrears with AlintaGas. Again, community groups had to advocate 
on behalf of a number of customers of those two corporations and insist on arrangements so that credits 
with Western Power could be transferred to AlintaGas to payoff gas bill arrears. 

Another area in which customers needed assistance was families and individuals who got into arrears. 
Community groups had to negotiate on customers' behalf for reasonable repayment arrangements. Low 
income earners or social security recipients were put under great stress during these periods. AlintaGas 
lacks accountability to its customers. The Government needs to be accountable and Ministers and 
departments must draft legislation and policies that will have a positive impact on the lives of Western 
Australia families and individuals. 

The Government introduced legislation that would have a negative impact on people's lives. This was the 
industrial relations legislation that allowed employers to exploit people by offering low wages and poor 
conditions on a take it or no job basis. The Government brought in this legislation for a number of reasons, 
one being to bypass the unions. However, many people now being exploited by employers are not 
members of unions. Many of these people turned to community groups for assistance, particularly when 
they realised that their voluntary workplace agreements were exploitive or the conditions offered were far 
too harsh. Some people were threatened with the sack or forced to resign if they did not sign the 
agreement. The Government needs to educate the community to increase their awareness of voluntary 
workplace agreements. Resources and staff also need to be provided to assist employees with quick 
resolutions of their complaints. The inspectorate branch of the Department of Productivity and Labour 
Relations has a backlog of cases. To be accountable the Government needs to increase staff resources to 
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enable complaints to be dealt with quickly. This would also relieve the strain on community groups which 
lack industrial expertise but are expected to assist these individuals and families who have a great many 
problems. 

I take this opportunity to support our electorate officers in their negotiations for an enterprise bargain 
agreement. It is time that the changes in their duties were recognised. They have progressed from 
electorate secretaries to valuable personal assistants. Without their support it would be impossible for 
members of Parliament to carry out all their electoral commitments. The complexities of electorate 
officers' duties have increased significantly. The skills to cope with many of the changes in their duties 
have had to be developed over the years as no formal training has been provided. I can remember the days 
when there were no electorate officers and members' offices were located in Parliament House. At that 
time there was a typist pool of four to six women to type for members. Around 1973 the Tonkin 
Government agreed to allow members to open offices in their electorates. As I have already said, since that 
time the work in electorate offices has changed dramatically. The role of members of Parliament has 
changed and they have received many increases in salary to accommodate this change. It is not reasonable 
to believe that electorate officers are the only members of staff who have not increased their productivity. 
Electorate officers had a name change in 1987 in recognition of their changing duties, an increase in 
productivity and the change in the complexity of their duties. As members of Parliament we all know that 
our electorate officers not only carry out secretarial duties such as answering phones, making 
appointments, typing letters but also they deal with more complex issues such as attending to sometimes 
irate or distressed constituents while members are absent from their electorate offices. Members were 
asked to submit a letter of support for their staff. To date support has come from across the political 
spectrum. Members who have not yet submitted their letter of support should do so. 

We often hear through the media about the negative actions of our young people. We rarely hear of the 
positive and good actions which far outnumber the negatives. They are just not reported by the media. I 
would like to make mention of the Bassendean Town Council's junior council. This council provides an 
opportunity for young people between the ages of 12 and 20 to make a positive contribution to the Town of 
Bassendean. The junior council was formed in May 1991 and comprises 10 young people who each serve 
a two year term. Some continuity is allowed as every year only half the council is replaced, allowing 
another five young people to be on the council with the five from the previous year. The role of the junior 
council is to act as an adviser to the Bassendean Town Council in youth affairs and other issues of interest 
and concern to young people, and to develop programs which are of interest to people in the community. 
Since 1991 the junior council has made many contributions to the Town of Bassendean. It coordinated the 
Clean-up Australia day campaign in Bassendean in 1993, 1994, 1995 and 1996. In conjunction with the 
Bassendean Rotary Club it held three blood donor days in Bassendean and sponsored two young people to 
attend sail training excursions on the Leeuwin sail training ship. It has assisted the council with a public 
consultative meeting for the Anzac Terrace reserve redevelopment by providing activities for children and 
input into the consultative process. It recently helped to set up the Back to Sandy Beach picnic day and ran 
free canoe rides. It has conducted junior and senior discos. It instigated and managed the successful urban 
art project at Ashfield Reserve with the Bassendean Volunteer Fire Brigade. The junior council gives talks 
to all local primary schools about the council. It has organised a questionnaire for local high schools on the 
needs and wants of young people. It provides ideas and recommendations to the council recreation officer 
about the recreational needs and wants of young people. During the 1992 Australia Day celebrations the 
junior council organised and presented games for children. It was involved in having the town council 
install a much needed traffic crossover at Success Hill Reserve. It assisted the Australia Day Council and 
Keep Australia Beautiful Council with the distribution and promotion of clean up bags for the sky show. 
The junior council has also been trying to develop the metropolitan network of junior councils. I believe 
this is the only junior council operating in East Metropolitan Region, although I understand that the Swan 
Shire is looking at a similar project. 

I will now take the opportunity to speak about the Lockridge Youth Service for Tom Butler. The 
Aboriginal art project recently undertaken by the Lockridge Youth Service was on display at the Midland 
Enterprise Centre. This art project was under the guidance of John and Alma Toomath, who are well 
known artists in the Aboriginal dot painting technique. As well as the art on display, two bus stops in 
Lockridge have been brought to life with murals painted by the young people involved in the youth service. 
The Lockridge Youth Service has much to be proud of. It has been operating for nearly 10 years. Much of 
th~ ~redit for this work goes to Tom Butler, to my electorate officer Vivienne Howard, and .also to Roy 
y.'llhams, who has been the coordinator of the service for five years. I am told by people In the youth 
!ndustry that this is something of a record. Five years may not seem like a long time to some, but in an 
mdustry of many traumas I can assure members it is a very long time to remain with the same service. 

I congratulate Kim Beazley on his new position as leader of the federal Labor Party. I have known Kim for 
many years. I worked with him in the party office when he was in his early twenties and he was acting as 
~e State Secretary while the late Joe Chamberlain was on sick leave. I then had the honour of working as 
hiS ~!ectoral officer for nearly 10 years. I believe a lot of doors were opened for me because I held that 
position. Working with Kim meant many opportunities were presented to me. Kim's shadow ministry 
lnc~udes Bob McMullan, also one of my former employers; Stephen Smith, with whom I have worked at 
v~ous lev~ls within the party; and Senator Chris Evans, my employer immediately before my coming into 
thiS place, IS the opposition Whip in the Senate. I am sure that with these people in the team, Kim and the 
shadow Ministry will do well. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Helm. 
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LAPSED BILLS 

Restoration to Notice Paper - Assembly's Message 

Message from the Assembly received and read requesting the Council to resume consideration of the 
following Bills at the stage they had reached in the previous session -

1. Coroners Bill 

2. Education Amendment Bill 

3. Fines, Penalties and Infringement Notices Enforcement Amendment Bill 

4. Guardianship and Administration Amendment Bill 

5. Hospitals and Health Services Amendment Bill 

6. Iron Ore Beneficiation (BHP) Agreement Bill 

7. Iron Ore Direct Reduced Iron (BHP) Agreement Bill 

8. Litter Amendment Bill 

9. Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 

10. Security and Related Activities (Control) Bill 

11. Supreme Court Amendment Bill 

On motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the message be agreed to. 

The Legislative Assembly acquainted accordingly. 

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION· APPOINTMENT 

Assembly's Message 

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

House adjourned at 954 pm 



F 

[Wednesday, 20 March 1996] 161 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

MARGARET & SHANE FOUNDATION INC - AUDITED ACCOUNT RECEIVED BY 
CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Hon A..J.G. MacTiERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading: 33. 

(1) Has the Margaret and Shane Foundation lodged an audited account of moneys and goods collected 
or received in the financial year 1994-95 as required under section 15 of the Charitable 
Collections Act? 

(2) If yes, will the Minister table the report? 

(3) If the account has not been lodged, what action has been taken against the foundation? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(2) The report has been received by the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, which is 
considering it 

MARGARET & SHANE FOUNDATION INC - CONTROLLED MARKETING 
FUNDRAISING AGREEMENT; CROWN SOLICITOR'S ADVICE TO MINISTER 

34. Hon A..J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading: 

In a letter published in the Sunday Times, the Minister for Fair Trading claimed that she had obtained 
verbal advice from the executive officer of the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee and subsequent 
advice from the Crown Solicitor that she did not have the power to act on the strong recommendation of 
the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee not to approve a fundraising agreement between the 
Margaret and Shane Foundation and Controlled Marketing. I ask -

(1) On what date was the verbal advice provided by the executive officer? 

(2) Was any note made by the Minister of that verbal advice? 

(3) If not, why not? 

(4) If yes, will the Minister table such notes? 

(5) On what date was the advice provided by the Crown Solicitor? 

(6) Was the Crown Solicitor's advice written or verbal? 

(7) If the advice was verbal, was any note made by the Minister of that advice? 

(8) Will the Minister table any record of the advice by the Crown Solicitor? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Fair Trading has provided the 
following reply -

(1) The question misquotes the Minister's letter. No verbal advice was provided by the executive 
officer to the Minister. The verbal advice referred to was obtained by the executive officer from 
the solicitor attached to his office. This advice was confirmed at another time by the Crown 
Solicitor's office in relation to another matter. 

(2)-(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

Not applicable. 

23 December 1993. 

It was written advice. 

Not applicable. 

The Crown Solicitor's legal advice is confidential to government. 

CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE - WORTH ,JOHN, 
MEETING WITH ATTORNEY GENERAL, 1993; NEW LEGISLATION PROPOSAL 

35. Hon A..J.G. MacTiERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading: 

(1) Did the Minister for Fair Trading, while Attorney General, meet with the then executive officer of 
the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, Mr John Worth, in March or April of 1993? 

(2) pid the Minister for Fair Trading advise Mr Worth at that meeting that she was intending to 
mtroduce the new charitable collections legislation? 

(3) If yes, why did the Minister then decide not to proceed with that legislation? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I do not have an answer to that question. 
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TAXES AND LICENCES - CREDITED TO CONSOLIDATED FUND 

36. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 

What taxes and licences have been collected by the State Government in this financial year to 29 February? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. Taxes and licences credited to the consolidated fund 
for the eight months ended 29 February 1996 amounted to $1652 677 498. 

REVENUE - FROM TERRITORIAL SOURCES, LAW COURTS, 
DEPARTMffiNTALSOURCES 

37. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 
Until 29 February of this financial year how much revenue has the State Government received from, first, 
territorial sources; second, the law courts; and third, departmental sources? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The revenue from territorial sources amounted to 
$348 271 764; from the law courts, $27355 543; and from departmental sources, $370 943671. 

RABBIT CALICIVIRUS DISEASE - ANTIBODIES IN KIWI BIRDS DISCOVERY 

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

Further to the answer to my question yesterday dealing with rabbit calicivirus antibodies in an animal other 
than a rabbit, I ask -

(1) Is the Minister aware that if a virus is known to be able to infect non-target species, it cannot be 
declared to be an agent organism under the commonwealth Biological Control Act? 

(2) Is the Minister also aware that unless rabbit calicivirus disease is accepted as a biological control 
agent under the legislation, its release is illegal and persons responsible for its release do not have 
the protection of the legislation in the event of subsequent litigation? 

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(2) The discovery of the antibodies in an animal does not necessarily indicate that infection has 
occurred. Further investigations have not supported the view that kiwis are not susceptible to the 
disease. If the release would be advantageous in the control of rabbits and it was considered there 
would be no adverse effects -

Hon John Halden: It would solve our unemployment problem. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I will not bother to finish the answer. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Has the Minister finished? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Yes. 

HOSPITALS - JOONDALUP 
Smith Corporation Ply Ltd. Tender Procedures Review 

39. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Health: 

(1) What steps has the Minister taken to investigate claims by Smith Corporation that correct 
procedures were not followed in the tendering process for the construction of the planned new 
hospital at Joondalup? 

(2) Has Smith Corporation taken out an injunction to stop work: proceeding on the Joondalup health 
campus? 

(3) Has any injunction been taken out on the awarding of the Mandurah hospital, the Peel health 
campus, contract? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) The process has been conducted under the supervision of an independent auditor. In addition, the 
State Supply Commission has conducted a review of the process and concluded that the process 
was fair and legitimate. 

(2)-(3) No. 

FORESTS AND FORESTRY - LINDSAY COUPES 37, 38, LOGGING 

40. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Have forest coupes Lindsay 37 and 38 been logged, or are they currently being logged? 
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(2) If yes, on what dates? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes, Lindsay coupes 37 and 38 have been logged. 

(2) Lindsay coupe 37 commenced in February 1995 and is in the process of being completed. 
Lindsay 38 commenced in September 1995 and is in the process of being completed. 

41. 

(1) 

(2) 

STATESHIPS - CLOSURE COSTS 

Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

Does the Minister now have an answer to a question I asked yesterday regarding the Western 
Australian Coastal Shipping Commission? 

If so, will the Minister now provide the answer? For the benefit of the Minister the question 
stated -

(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 this question. 

(1)-(2) The Western Australian Coastal Shipping Act 1995 has not yet been repealed; consequently, the 
commission is not yet wound up. Irrespective of the progress of the legislation, the wind-down of 
the operation, disposal of assets and the management of surplus staff have progressed to allow the 
closure. As indicated in an earlier reply, the largest component of the cost to wind down 
Stateships has been the termination of the Westpac charter agreement, which was set up under the 
previous Labor Party Government. The termination of this agreement has been negotiated at a net 
cost of $29.9m. The early termination will save the taxpayer around $62m in lease and residual 
payments over leaving the charters to run their full term. Funding of this payout has been by way 
of a loan through the Western Australian Treasury Corporation. In the financial year 1995-96 up 
to 29 February, Stateships met the following costs related to the closure of the organisation -

Loan servicing cost - Westpac termination $1 378000 
Employee payout including superannuation, leave and redundancy $4 975 000 
Contract termination $370 000 
Vessel redelivery costs $918000 
Other $13 000 

In addition to the above costs, certain revenues have been earned due to the closure. These 
revenues to 29 February are -

Container return and disposal 
Sale of assets 

$176000 
$243000 

As the member is aware, the Government has sponsored a north west shipping arrangement to 
provide an alternative transport service to the north west community. This service is provided by 
Union Shipping under the terms of a tender let through the State Supply Commission and utilises 
the vessel MV Sina under a sub-demise charter agreement. Stateships handled the finances of this 
charter and subsidy until February when it was taken over by the Department of Transport. The 
net cost of subsidising this service to February was $1 107 000. To effect an orderly wind-down 
of the operation, arrangements were made for time charters of MV Sina and MV Frank Konechy. 
Ongoing administrative liabilities such as debt servicing, superannuation and staff payments 
continue to be met. Administrative and operating costs which include charter payments for MV 
Sina and MV Roberta lull for 1995-96 up to 29 February are-

Ship operating $6 942 000 
Administrative expenses $2 780000 

As at 19 March 1996, unpaid creditors totalled $483 000, made up of -

Commercial creditors $88 000 
Government creditors $395 000 

As at 19 March unpaid creditors totalled $483000. This figure comprised $88000 for 
commercial creditors and $395 000 for government creditors. 

FUEL LEVY - REVENUE 

42. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 

S.ome. nO.tice of this question has been given. What is the total revenue raised by the 4¢ a litre fuel levy 
SInce Its Introduction? 
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Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I do not have the answer to that question. 

HOSPITALS - NEWMAN 
Funding Allocations 

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

Some notice of this question has been given. 

(1) Has a decision been made yet as to what funds will be allocated to the Newman District Hospital 
as a result of the decision of the State Government to inject $81m between March and June this 
year into the health system of Western Australia? 

(2) If yes, what funds have been allocated and for what purpose? 

(3) If no, when will the funding allocations be made to individual hospitals? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Details of funding arrangements to individual hospitals have not yet been determined. 
Negotiations with hospitals are continuing, and any allocations decided will be made as soon as 
possible. 

SENTENCING LEGISLATION - INTRODUCTION DATE 

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

Will the Attorney General introduce legislation in this session to accommodate the concerns of the Minister 
for Police about lenient sentencing? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I do not introduce legislation to accommodate people's concerns. I introduce legislation which has been 
approved by Cabinet and the party room. This Government has had a process of legislation which deals 
with the concerns of the community about sentencing. Legislation is continuing and I expect there will be 
more legislation prior to the end of the year as approved by Cabinet and the party room to deal with those 
concerns of the community. 

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - $50 THIRD PARTY 
INSURANCE PREMIUM 

45. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance: 

Yesterday in answer to question without notice 15 the Minister provided me with information stating that 
the $50 third party insurance premium had raised $134m since its inception in August 1993. Additionally, 
the Minister advised the House that the premium was justified under section 3T of the Motor Vehicle 
(Third Party Insurance) Act. The Minister then read section 3T to the House. I asked the Minister in 
reference to section 3T(2) whether an assessment of the financial position of the State Government 
Insurance Commission must be made and an increase based on the actuarial report on the fund. 

(1) Was the premium based on an actuarial report and is its continued existence based on actuarial 
requirements? 

(2) If yes, will the Minister table the relevant section of the actuarial report which justifies this 
increase? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) No. 

(3) The actuarial report is obtained under section 3T of the Motor Vehicle (Third Party Insurance) Act 
prior to consideration and assessment of the following year's premium requirements. As the 
report is not a public document, I am not prepared to table it. 

WESTRAIL - RAILWAY ACCIDENT AT HINES HILL 
Ex Gratia Payment to Bush Fire Brigades 

46. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport: 

Will the Minister consider making an ex gratia payment to farmer-funded bush fire brigades to defray the 
costs they incurred in attending the recent railway accident at Hines Hill? 
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Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. Westrail and the National Rail Corporation will host a 
function on 22 March for the members of the volunteer groups who provided assistance following the 
railway accident at Hines Hill. A contribution towards costs incurred by those groups, including bush flre 
brigades, will be made at the function. 

PORT KENNEDY - LANDCORP, LAND DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

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

(1) Does LandCorp plan to develop the land from which the Port Kennedy Land Conservation District 
Committee is being evicted? 

(2) What type of development is planned for the land? 

(3) Will the land be developed solely by LandCorp or in conjunction with a private company? 

(4) If it will be developed in conjunction with a private company, which company is it with, and what 
are the development project management arrangements? 

(5) When will development of the land commence, and when is it expected to be completed? 

(6) Has funding been allocated for this project, and if so,how much? 

(7) What environmental assessments about the development of the land have been or will be made? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) LandCorp is planning to develop land which includes the site from which the Port Kennedy Land 
Conservation District Committee has been requested to vacate. 

(2) 

(3)-(4) 

Residential development. 

The land will be developed as part of a joint venture with the private sector. Day to day project 
management will be undertaken by the private partner reporting to a joint venture committee, 
which includes equal representation by each joint venture partner. An announcement will be 
made shortly on the speciflcs of the joint venture. 

(5) Planning and design for development has commenced. Commencement of construction and 
timing of completion of the development will depend upon demand, but is forecast to commence 
in the coming months and be completed in flve years. 

(6) Funding of development expenditure will be provided by the private sector partner. 

(7) The land is zoned under both the metropolitan region scheme and the local town planning scheme 
for residential development. Surveys have been conducted to identify wetlands and signiflcant 
vegetation for incorporation into the development plan. 

INTERNET - CORPORATE DATA NETWORK 
Accessible lo Non-governmenl School Sector 

48. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister assisting the Minister for Public Sector 
Management: 

I am sure the Minister appreciates the importance of equitable access to the Internet system for students 
throughout the State in regional and remote communities. I understand that the state telecommunications 
unit of the Public Sector Management OffIce is coordinating the establishment of a corporate data network, 
which is for the State Government, and that the Education Department will be a major user, providing 
services including Internet to both learning and administrative ef'vironments for government schools. Will 
the Minister take the necessary steps to ensure that the corporate data network is made available at the 
same time to the non-government school sector in Western Australia which is operating school 
environments throughout the regional and remote areas of Western Australia and to other community 
groups wishing to gain access to this important educational tool, the Internet? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

As the member correctly indicated, I represent the Minister for Public Sector Management in this House. 

Hon Tom Stephens: I thought the Minister's correct title is "Minister assisting the Minister for Public 
Sector Management". 

Hon ~EORGE CASH: The member is right. If the member cares to give me a copy of the rather lengthy 
questIon he read to the House I will be more than happy to make representations to the Minister for Public 
Sector Management along the lines suggested. 

POLICE - SATANISM ALLEGATIONS BY SCOTT GOZENTON, INQUIRIES 

49. Hon REG DAVIES to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Police: 

(1) Have tJ:Ie claims of Satanism alleged by convicted paedophile Scott Gozenton been investigated by 
the pohce? 
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(2) If so, have any charges been laid? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

[COUNCIL] 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -

(1) Yes. 

(2) No. 

(3) Insufficient evidence to substantiate allegations. 

T AFE - COLLEGES 
Administration Staff, Employment Statistics 

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

What was the total number of administration staff employed by all technical and further education colleges 
as of November 1993 and November 1994? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The member has previously asked a similar question 
and I indicated at the time that there are various categories of non-teaching, clerical support and 
management staff at T AFE colleges, and gathering the data is a very resource intensive exercise. I am not 
prepared to devote the very considerable resources which would be required for this task. However, if the 
member has a specific question about a particular college, I will endeavour to provide the information 
sought. 

TAFE - COLLEGES 
Administration Staff, Employment Statistics 

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

The Minister actually provided me with an answer to that question and I wonder whether he will review the 
answer he has just given on the basis that he gave me a full and comprehensive answer to this question last 
year. Would he provide me, if I asked the question again tomorrow, with a suitable answer, which is what 
he did last year? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I do not recall all the questions that were asked of me by Hon John Halden last year. I think there were 
about 3 000 of them, which is a record. It is about 10 times the number asked of any Minister previously. I 
must confess that I do not recall all the answers. I vaguely recall the question being related to a particular 
college, but I might be wrong. As I indicated in my earlier reply tonight, if the member's question relates 
to a particular college it would be a relatively easy exercise to obtain the answer. 

BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY TASK FORCE -
PROSECUTIONS; CONVICTIONS 

52. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) How many prosecutions have been launched as a result of the building industry task force 
investigations? 

(2) Of the defendants involved in such prosecutions, how many are or were -

(a) building companies; 

(b) unincorporated contractors; 

(c) company directors; 

(d) unions; and 

(e) union officials or union employees? 

(3) How many prosecutions have been completed? 

(4) How many convictions have been recorded as a result of these prosecutions? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Thirteen. 

(2) (a) One. Two successful prosecutions against management employees have occurred. 

(b )-( d) None. 

(e) Three. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, DEPARTMENT OF - BGC, HOT MIX 
BATCHING PLANT, STIRLING CRESCENT, HAZELMERE 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for the Environment: 
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53. 
(1) When the Department of Environmental Protection issued a licence to the Buckeridge Group of 

Companies to operate a hot mix batching plant in Stirling Crescent. Hazelmere, did the 
department advise the company that planning approvals were required to be obtained separately? 

(2) Will the Minister table all documents relating to the grant of that licence and to the appeal against 
the level of assessment determined appropriate by the department or the Environmental Protection 
Authority? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

54. 

No; however, upon issue of the works approval at the construction phase - that is, well prior to 
issuing the operational licence - BGC was advised as follows -

This approval allows you to commence construction, however, this does not remove the 
need for necessary approvals from other authorities. 

I will table the appeal decision summary and current licence. Documentation associated with the 
grant of the licence is substantial and can be viewed at the Department of Environment Protection 
or forwarded directly to the member. 

[See paper No 177.] 

Not applicable. 

GRANT, DAVID - COMMUNICATION WITH ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Attorney General: 

On becoming Attorney General when did the Attorney General first speak with Mr David Grant, the former 
Director General of the Ministry of Justice? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I have not spoken to Mr Grant. 

Hon John Halden: That was good communication. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - WALKWAY 
THROUGH TINGLE FOREST, DEATH INQUIRY 

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

(1) Is the Minister aware that a worker was killed while working on a new walkway through the tingle 
forest? 

(2) Has there been a Department of Conservation and Land Management inquiry into the cause of the 
accident? 

(3) Was there any change in the original specifications provided by CALM to tenderers after tenders 
closed? 

(4) If yes, were all tenders given the opportunity to retender on those specifications? 

(5) If not, why not? 

(6) Have any further changes been made to these specifications for the walkway as a result of the 
accident? 

(7) If so, what are they and do they involve any extra cost to CALM or the contractor and what is that 
extra cost? 

(8) What were the prices originally tendered for the work as originally specified giving the name of 
the contractor and the amount tendered? 

(9) What was the amount of the contract finally let and to whom was it let? 

(10) Who was responsible for the original design of the walkway and all modifications subsequently 
made to that design? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 
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(1) Yes. 

(2) CALM has assisted Worksafe Australia's inquiry into the accident and has monitored the 
contractor's actions in complying with Worksafe's instructions. 

(3) There were changes to the scope of works to bring the project into budget 

(4) No. 

(5) An analysis of the tender breakdown showed that the second and third lowest tenderers would still 
not have been compel' ive in comparison with the lowest tenderer. 

(6) Changes to work practices and erection methods have been specified by Worksafe. 

(7) There have been no changes to the specifications which would increase construction cost to 
CALM. 

(8) I will table a chart which indicates all those figures. 

[See paper No 178.] 

(9) $773 130 - future engineering and communications. 

(10) Donaldson and Warn Architects are the project's design consultants. 

SCHOOLS - NORTHAMPTON SENIOR HIGH 
Lack of Classrooms 

56. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 

Is the Minister aware that the education of year 8 students at Northampton Senior High School is being 
seriously compromised by a lack of classrooms, specifically a lack of classrooms dedicated to science 
education, and that this situation exists despite the fact that in 1994 the district superintendent of education, 
Geraldton north, alerted the Education Department to the need for extra classrooms at this school in the 
near future? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The existing accommodation is considered adequate 
for the current level of enrolment at the school. The existing science laboratory should adequately cater for 
the fourth form groups in the secondary part of the school. 

The PRESIDENT: I think it is worth noting that in the last couple of days we have had about 24 questions 
in 30 minutes, which compares favourably with another place. 

Hon John Halden: Mr President, I am glad you said there were 24 questions; there were not 24 answers. 


