
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Friday, 26 November 2004 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers. 

FITZROY RIVER, DAMMING 
Petition 

MRS C.A. MARTIN (Kimberley) [10.02 am]:  I present the following petition bearing 355 signatures - 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia. 

We the undersigned say that the government of this state should listen to the people of the Kimberley in 
relation to the Damming of the Fitzroy River and the proposal to build a canal or pipeline to the South West 
and Metropolitan Areas of the State.   

We do not want our last wild river destroyed and become another disaster area like the Murray/Darling River, 
this river is a part of our lifestyle and our community, as such we remain completely opposed to any Damming 
of the Fitzroy River.   

We ask the Legislative Assembly to demand that the government cease exhausting country resources, by apply 
a Citicentric approach to City problems that should be logically dealt with locally and not to encroach on our 
lifestyle and our citizenship right to deal with our own community and its needs.   

[See petition No 428.] 

LINEAR ARRAY ENDOSCOPIC SYSTEM 
Petition 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [10.03 am]:  I present the following petition - 

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

We, the undersigned, ask that urgent consideration be given to providing funding towards the 
purchase of a Linear Array Endoscopic System to assist with the diagnosis of cancer patients in 
Western Australia.   

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

The petition bears 520 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

[See petition No 429.] 

WEST AUSTRALIAN JUNIOR MOTOCROSS CLUB 
Petition 

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [10.04 am]:  I present the following petition - 

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

We, the undersigned, say that motorbike racing by the West Australian Junior Motocross Club in Mundaring 
Hills forest at Chidlow, the Home of Heritage - listed Lake Leschenaultia, is no longer a sustainable activity 
here.   

We believe it destroys the amenity of the surrounding area with noise and visual pollution.  We also say 
motorbike racing at Chidlow is at odds with or has a negative impact on the majority of other uses and 
activities promoted in the area, including trekking the Heritage walk trails and cycle paths; plus Leschenaultia 
Conservation Park and Somerville Ecovillage.   

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly request the appropriate authorities to promptly decommission this 
area at Reserve 6203, Old Northam Road, Chidlow, as a motorbike racetrack.   

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



 [ASSEMBLY - Friday, 26 November 2004] 8597 

 

The petition bears 110 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

[See petition No 430.] 

SHERINGTON ROAD, GREENWOOD 
Petition 

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [10.05 am]:  I present the following petition - 

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

We, the undersigned, say Greenwood residents, including children, wish to enjoy peaceful suburban living 
without the unnecessary unwarranted and unlawful activities of a handful of road users with no regard for 
other.   

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly provide for increased police action in Sherington Road, Greenwood 
against the increasing number of reckless and irresponsible speeding motorists before someone in our 
neighbourhood is seriously injured or killed.   

The petition bears 73 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

[See petition No 431.] 

HAYLEY DODD 
Petition 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [10.06 am]:  I present the following petition - 

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

We, the undersigned call for a public inquiry into the conduct of the search and investigation of Hayley Dodd.   

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

The petition bears 863 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

[See petition No 432.] 

TOODYAY ROAD, STRATTON 
Petition 

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [10.07 am]:  I have a petition to present on behalf of the Honourable Michelle 
Roberts, member for Midland, regarding Toodyay Road, Stratton.  Unfortunately, the petition does not conform to the 
standing orders of the Legislative Assembly.   

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [10.06 am]:  I seek leave to table the petition.   

Leave granted.  [See paper No 3102.] 

SEATBELTS IN SCHOOL BUSES 
Petition 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Innaloo) [10.08 am]:  I present the following petition - 

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

We, the undersigned, say: 

The transportation of children on school buses either as “standing passengers” or as seated passenger, 
without a seat belt, presents a real and immanent danger to the safety of all Western Australian school 
children using school buses.   

It is well known that the risk of death or serious injury is increased by a factor of 87% where the occupant of a 
vehicle is not retrained by a seat belt.  School children are being required (not as a matter of choice) to travel 
on school buses, which do not have seat belts fitted to each seat.  Whilst those children travelling in their 
parents’ cars to school are required by law to wear a suitably fastened seat belt or have their parent/s face 
prosecution.   

As such, your petitioners humbly prey that all buses used in the transportation of school children to and from 
school, or used for school excursions: 
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(a) Be required to have a seat belt fitted for each seat on the bus; 

(b) That no child be permitted to travel on a school bus as a “standing passenger”;   

(c) That all children on school buses be required to have their seat belt fastened at all times 
during the journey;   

The petition bears 567 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

[See petition No 433.] 

WOODSIDE MATERNITY HOSPITAL 
Petition 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.09 am]:  I present the following 
petition - 

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

We, the undersigned, oppose the Government’s decision to close Woodside Maternity Hospital.  Woodside is 
the only community hospital for women throughout the southern region and we believe that pre-natal, natal 
and post natal care should remain in the accessible and comfortable surroundings that Woodside Hospital 
enjoys.  

We ask the Government to reconsider their decision to close Woodside and to make available funding for 
Woodside Hospital to maintain the high quality care that patients currently receive. 

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

The petition bears 2 134 signatures of residents, predominantly in that area, and I certify that it conforms to the standing 
orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

[See petition No 434.] 

BILLS 
Assent 

Messages from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following Bills -  

1. Magistrates Court Bill 2003. 

2. Magistrates Court (Civil Proceedings) Bill 2003. 

3. Local Government Amendment Bill 2003. 

4. Forest Products Amendment Bill 2004. 

5. Occupational Safety and Health Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2004. 

6. First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill 2004. 

7. Finance Brokers Control Amendment Bill 2003. 

8. Disability Services Amendment Bill 2004. 

9. Freedom of Information Amendment Bill 2003. 

10. Young Offenders Amendment Bill 2004. 

11. State Administrative Tribunal Bill 2003. 

12. Courts Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2003. 

13. Criminal Appeals Bill 2004. 

14. Health Legislation Amendment Bill 2004. 

15. State Administrative Tribunal (Conferral of Jurisdiction) Amendment and Repeal Bill 2003. 

16. Misuse of Drugs Amendment Bill 2003. 

SOUTH KOREA, VISIT BY PREMIER 
Statement by Premier 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [10.15 am]:  On 16 October 2004 I led a delegation of government and 
industry representatives to South Korea to promote Western Australia’s bid to supply liquefied natural gas to the Korea 
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Gas Corporation.  In September this year, KOGAS invited global suppliers to bid for a contract to supply up to 
six million tones per annum of LNG.  Australia LNG, an arm of the North West Shelf Venture, was chosen as one of 
the five short-listed bidders for the contract.  While in Korea, the delegation was able to meet the following officials to 
press the case for ALNG: Mr Oh Kang-Hyun, President and CEO, KOGAS; Mr Lee Won-Gul, Deputy Minister for 
Energy and Resources, Korean Government; and Mr Maeng Hyung Gyu, Chairman of the National Assembly Standing 
Committee for Commerce, Industry and Resources. 

In making the case, the delegation was given excellent assistance by the Australian Ambassador, His Excellency Colin 
Heseltine, and the Regional Director of the Western Australian Trade and Investment Office in Seoul, Mr Young Yu.  
Their work in supporting Western Australian companies working in Korea is invaluable.  The delegation was received 
very well and there was a clear understanding that our LNG industry is world-class and that Australia and Western 
Australia are desired partners.  President Oh did say, however, that KOGAS would place an emphasis on economic 
factors - most particularly but not solely price - when considering the bids.   

I was also able to meet Kang Chang-Oh, the President of the Pohang Iron and Steel Company, and talk to him about our 
expanding iron ore industry.  President Kang pointed out that POSCO sourced more than 60 per cent of its iron ore from 
Western Australia and security of supply was crucial.  I also addressed a lunchtime meeting arranged by the Western 
Australian Trade and Investment Office.  Attendees included representatives of a wide range of Korean companies with 
trade and investment links to WA.  Mr Kim Jin-Pyo, a member of the National Assembly and former Deputy Prime 
Minister and Minister for Finance and Economy, also spoke at the lunch. 

Media interest in the trip was excellent, and I hosted a press conference in Jeju that involved Energy Economic News, 
Bloomberg News, Korea Energy News, Korea Gas Newspaper, Oilgas.com and Daily Today Energy.  After my 
lunchtime address in Seoul, representatives of the Korean and Australian media asked a range of questions about my 
trip and the Western Australian economy and its links to Korea.   

I thank John Banner from ALNG and Tim Shanahan from the Chamber of Minerals and Energy for their support and 
participation as part of the delegation.  I table the report from that trip. 

[See paper No 3098.] 

TRADE MEASUREMENT LEGISLATION, TABLING OF GREEN BILLS 
Statement by Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [10.18 am]:  On a number of 
occasions I have advised the House of how important it is for Western Australia’s Weights and Measures Act 1915 and 
associated regulations to be repealed and replaced by new legislation.  Changes in transport, technology, trade 
measurement practices and laws operating elsewhere render the current Act outdated and unsuitable for major 
amendments.  The current Act does not put sufficient emphasis on traders and industry assuming responsibility for 
maintaining weighing and measuring equipment.  All weighing industry instruments are required to be inspected by 
government inspectors at least every two years.  Given changes in the marketplace, improved technology and the huge 
expansion in the economy since 1915, this is no longer practical; nor could this be achieved without a large increase in 
staff numbers and resources. 

New trade measurement legislation will provide a solution to these problems.  Business licensees in the weighing 
industry will be empowered to carry out inspections and repairs.  Traders will be able to continue to trade without the 
need for all machines to be checked by government inspectors.  Under the new regime, the Government’s role will 
change to that of a monitoring, compliance and technical consultant, and instrument owners will be more responsible 
for maintaining the accuracy of their measuring instruments.  The introduction of new trade measurement legislation 
will help bring Western Australia’s regime closer into line with legislation and standards that apply elsewhere in 
Australia and provide greater certainty to international, national and domestic suppliers, retailers and consumers.   

The Green Bills that I am tabling today consist of the Trade Measurement Bill, the principal Bill; and the Trade 
Measurement Administration Bill.  The Trade Measurement Bill is based substantially on uniform model legislation 
already in place in other States and Territories and incorporates proposed amendments to uniform model legislation that 
are being implemented elsewhere in Australia.  Western Australia’s Bill also attempts to address some other 
shortcomings recently identified in the national model and allows for periodic certification and reverification periods to 
be set by the administering authority.  In short, the Trade Measurement Bill will apply to the sale of goods by weights 
and measure, the labelling of pre-packed articles, weighing and measuring instruments, the licensing of service 
organisations and the licensing of public weighbridges. 

The Trade Measurement Administration Bill supports the principal Bill and has been designed to accommodate unique 
administrative arrangements that apply in Western Australia.  This Bill has been drafted having regard to machinery of 
government principles and the decision to establish a State Administrative Tribunal.  The Trade Measurement 
Administration Bill vests administration of the legislation in the Commissioner for Fair Trading.  The Bill allows for 
fees and charges to be prescribed by regulation, sets out details about infringement notices and search warrants and 
includes savings and transitional provisions. 
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These two Green Bills will be available for public consultation over the next four months.  A re-elected Gallop 
Government will be committed to quickly concluding the consultation with industry and the community to finally 
update our State’s trade measurement laws.  I table as Green Bills the Trade Measurement Bill and the Trade 
Measurement Administration Bill. 

[See papers Nos 3096 and 3097.] 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, PRESCRIBED BURNING PROGRAM 
Statement by Minister for the Environment 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment) [10.21 am]:  During debate on the Reserves (National 
Parks, Conservation Parks and Nature Reserves) Bill, which will create new national parks throughout the south west 
forest area as part of the Government’s protecting our old-growth forests policy, several members raised the issue of fire 
management and the Department of Conservation and Land Management’s prescribed burning program.  The report on 
bushfire management by the Auditor General and the review of the ecological impacts of CALM’s fire management by 
the Environmental Protection Authority also referred to the essential role of the prescribed burning program and the 
need for CALM to maintain a fire suppression capability. 
I take this opportunity to inform the House that so far this season - that is, from 1 July 2004 to Wednesday, 24 
November 2004 - CALM has carried out prescribed burns on more than 99 600 hectares and has partly completed burns 
on almost 10 000 hectares.  That is a total of almost 110 000 hectares.  This is a very good result and is greater than the 
total 71 500 hectares conducted in the winter and spring of the 2003-04 season.  The reasons for the progress of the 
burning program this season have been favourable weather conditions and a significant increase in funding by the State 
Government for CALM’s fire management operations.  This additional funding, totalling $3.6 million this financial 
year, has enabled CALM to employ an additional 40 fire crew members, of whom 32 are based in the south west forest 
regions. 
Members will be aware that prescribed burning is undertaken for a number of reasons, including protection of 
biodiversity, restoration of wildlife habitat, community protection and regeneration of the forest after timber harvesting. 
One particular prescribed burn was small - only 14 hectares - and was conducted in the Lesmurdie Falls National Park 
at the request of residents.  It was pleasing to note that CALM received a number of letters from the residents 
congratulating the department on the burn and the manner in which it was conducted. 
I extend the Government’s appreciation to CALM, particularly its fire crews and incident management teams, for its 
efforts in protecting our environment and communities from the threats of wildfires.  I also extend that appreciation to 
the many local volunteer bush fire brigades and the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of WA for their continued 
strong and valued support.  I am sure members will join me in wishing our fire crews and their families a safe summer 
period. 

QUAIRADING DISTRICT HOSPITAL, FUNDING FOR UPGRADE 
Statement by Minister for Health 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [10.23 am]:  I will outline an example of how the Government is 
ensuring regional hospitals continue to receive funding and upgrades to provide the best health care for people in rural 
areas of Western Australia. 
At the Australian Medical Association conference held in York on Saturday, 13 November, I had the pleasure of 
meeting Quairading Shire President Mick Laycock.  He informed me of the developments on the Quairading District 
Hospital upgrade and sought my help with a problem that threatened to jeopardise the project.  The situation was that 
$900 000 had been allocated through the hospital’s donation account to upgrade the hospital’s emergency department, 
the nurses station and front entrance security, and to provide additional patient room ensuites.  The Quairading 
community also raised an additional $100 000 to meet the best-tendered construction price for the work. 
Unfortunately, the hospital and the community were dealt a cruel blow when the construction contractor was declared 
bankrupt just prior to the start of works.  This was devastating for the community and hospital staff who had worked so 
hard to get this project off the ground.  They were faced with the prospect of having to raise more money from the 
community so that the project could go ahead because the new tender price was higher than the previous one.  There is 
no doubt that the people of Quairading deserve our help and we as a Government owe it to the community to ensure 
they continue to receive the best possible health care.  They have put a great deal of effort into this project and have 
been prepared to make concessions to get the most important areas of the hospital upgraded. 
Thanks to Labor’s commitment to health care and our good economic management, we are able to ensure that country 
communities such as Quairading do not have to settle for less.  I am very pleased to inform the House that I have agreed 
to Quairading Shire President Mick Laycock’s request to assist the community to make this hospital upgrade project a 
reality.  I have approved $109 000 to cover the shortfall created by the bankruptcy of the previous contractor.  The 
Government and the community support this project to improve the facilities of the local hospital for patients and staff, 
and I am pleased that we can make this happen. 
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UNFAIR DISCRIMINATION IN WORK FORCE, REPORT OF INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF GENDER 
PAY GAP 

Statement by Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [10.25 am]:  On 9 March 2004 
I informed the House that I had commissioned Dr Trish Todd and Dr Joan Eveline of the University of Western 
Australia to conduct an independent review of unfair discrimination in the workplace, specifically to address the gender 
pay gap in Western Australia.  This review fulfils the Government’s commitment to carry out a review to make 
recommendations to eliminate unfair discrimination in the workplace and to deliver a fairer deal for women in paid 
employment. 
I am pleased to inform the House that the report on the review of the gender pay gap in Western Australia is now 
complete.  This report is the most comprehensive commentary on the gender pay gap in Western Australia and is a 
major contribution to understanding and addressing the economic, social and political consequences of gender pay 
inequity.  The primary focus of the report is on strategies to address the gender pay gap in WA. 
Western Australia has the largest pay gap between men and women’s wages of any Australian State, with women paid 
on average 22.6 per cent, or $232 a week, less than Western Australian men, and 6.5 per cent less than women 
elsewhere in Australia.  It is of concern that the differential between male and female earnings in WA is of this 
magnitude, and that WA is worse than the other States.  Furthermore, this situation is continuing despite improvements 
in the levels of education among women in WA and a substantial increase in the minimum wage.  This review attracted 
submissions from a range of interested parties, and a series of meetings and interviews were held with experts and 
stakeholders. 
The report concludes that improving gender pay equity is fundamental to gender equality as it increases women’s career 
prospects, financial independence and life choices.  This is particularly important with an ageing work force and the 
need to increase labour force participation.  For business, gender pay equity can deliver a more committed work force 
and better utilise the skills and experience of female employees, as well as address labour market supply and skills 
shortages. 
The report identifies a multiplicity of factors that contribute to the gender pay gap and recommends a multidimensional 
approach that incorporates both voluntary and regulatory components.  The recommendations provide a blueprint for 
addressing gender pay equity and include new industrial relations legislative provisions to facilitate gender pay equity; 
mandatory pay equity audits for the public sector and voluntary audits for the private sector; training to increase 
knowledge and understanding of gender pay equity; increased training opportunities to assist women to move into 
better-paid jobs; and the formation of a pay equity unit with responsibility for implementing the recommendations, 
guided by a high level steering committee with expertise from various organisations. 
The implications of each recommendation will be considered before an implementation plan is developed.  The 
document will be available on my web site and on the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection’s web site.  
I invite comment from interested parties.  It is unacceptable that the pay of Western Australian women remains so 
manifestly disadvantaged compared with men and women who work in other States.  The Gallop Government believes 
that action must be taken to improve the relative pay position of female workers in this State.  The Todd-Eveline report 
provides a practical means of addressing this inequity.  I personally thank Dr Trish Todd and Dr Joan Eveline for their 
excellent report.  I table the report.   
[See paper No 3099.] 

SECTION 20(5) OF MINING ACT 1978, OPERATION 
Statement by Minister for State Development 

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [10.29 am]:  On 24 August 2004 I presented the 
Government’s response to the recommendations contained in the final report of the Cooke review.  A significant area of 
contention in the Cooke review was the varying interpretations of section 20(5) of the Mining Act 1978. 
Recommendation 8 of the final report of the Cooke review specifically urged the Government to seek State Counsel 
opinion on the proper construction of the subsection.  A response to recommendation 8 was deferred pending legal 
advice, which has now been obtained.  
Section 20(5) of the Act requires the holder of a mining tenement to obtain the written consent of an occupier before 
carrying out within 100 metres of the land activities including mining on or under or otherwise interfering with 
occupied land on which a house or other substantial building is erected.  Section 20(5) applied to only occupied 
buildings on crown land until 1985, when the provision was amended to apply to occupiers of any land.  This 
amendment extended the application of section 20(5) to some houses in the Williamstown area within the Mt Charlotte 
mining lease held by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd.   
State Counsel has now concluded that the meaning of the word “mine” as used in section 20(5) should not be restricted, 
and the wide definition of “mine” in section 8 of the Act is applicable to the interpretation of the ambit of section 20(5).  
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This means that all mining activity, including all activity ancillary to mining, requires the prior written consent of 
adjoining occupiers of buildings within 100 metres of the activity.  State Counsel also concluded that the requirement to 
obtain occupier consent also applied to mining operations that were authorised prior to the 1985 amendment.  The 
requirement for tenement holders to obtain occupier consent for pre-existing ancillary operations was, in hindsight, an 
unrecognised effect of the 1985 amendment.   

The interpretation of section 20(5) by the State Counsel raises the vexed question of what approach should be taken 
towards existing mining and mining activities that fall within 100 metres of occupied land.  In my view, the public 
interest is not served by the Government seeking to retrospectively apply a new interpretation of legislation to past 
events and activities.  Having said that, every endeavour should be made to apply the law as it is now understood.  To 
this end, I note the KCGM offer to make practical changes to reduce the impact of activities within 100 metres of 
occupied land.  I have asked the Department of Industry and Resources to work with KCGM and liase with local 
residents to provide a report on the mining and ancillary operations that will need to be carried out within 100 metres of 
occupied land in the next two years, and to place that report before adjoining residents for written approval or rejection.  
It is acknowledged that this process could well result in an impasse being reached in which KCGM has to carry out 
certain activity as an unavoidable part of its operations even when it is unable to obtain adjoining residents’ consent.  If 
such a dilemma arises, the Government will need to resolve it in the broad public interest. 

The complex question of the appropriate buffer between mining activity and occupied land was dealt with in the 
recommendations of the final report of the Cooke review.  As these recommendations had the potential to affect the 
mining industry and communities in other parts of the State, they were deferred for broad consultation between local 
communities and the mining industry.  This consultation, as already announced, will be undertaken by the Department 
of Industry and Resources.  Finally, it needs to be recognised that although the full legal effect of the 1985 amendment 
is now understood, the Department of Industry and Resources has sought to administer section 20(5) to protect building 
occupants from those mining activities that have a significant impact, such as open-cut operations, and ore treatment 
and crushing plants.   

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACT 1979, REVIEW 
Statement by Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [10.32 am]:  In March 2004 I 
announced that Mr Bill Ford, the Dean of Law at the University of Western Australia, would conduct a review of the 
amendments to the Industrial Relations Act 1979 made by the Labour Relations Reform Act 2002.  The amendments 
have now been in operation for a little over two years and it is appropriate to assess whether they are starting to have the 
desired impact on industrial relations in this State; in particular, whether they have created fairness and improved 
standards in WA workplaces.  I note that Mr Ford has been most positive in his assessment, concluding that - 

. . . on balance the amended Act is markedly fairer in terms both of its structure and general operation than the 
previous legislation.  

It is interesting to note Mr Ford’s comments on the previous legislation, in particular the manner in which workplace 
agreements disadvantaged employees who lacked any bargaining power.  Paragraph 181 states - 

. . . it seems quite clear that WAWA’s were very frequently (but by no means invariably) used by employers as 
a means of cutting their labour costs by reducing overall employee entitlements rather than promoting 
measures aimed at enhancing productivity. 

This exposes once and for all the myth that former Minister Graham Kierath sought to fabricate that his workplace 
agreements would increase productivity and generate greater income for employees.  The truth is that the Court Liberal 
Government’s agenda was all about enabling unscrupulous employers to simply attack the wages and conditions of 
those in the least powerful position to protect themselves.  The Gallop Government is proud of its record of restoring 
balance and fairness to the industrial relations system and ensuring that those with the least power are properly 
protected by these new laws.  Under the last Liberal Government, low-paid Western Australian workers were $50 a 
week worse off compared with their eastern States counterparts.  Since the Gallop Government was elected, the adult 
minimum wage has increased by almost $100 a week and the minimum hourly rate for the lowest paid workers has 
increased by more than 33 per cent.  The last Liberal Government not only had five budget deficits in eight years, but 
also ran down the industrial relations system into a dog-eat-dog system that left workers worse off and employers trying 
to undercut each other.  The good management of the Gallop Government has delivered four balanced budgets and 
created a fairer and more productive industrial relations climate that has enabled businesses to prosper, increased 
productivity, attracted more investment and created more jobs and opportunities. 

I thank Mr Ford for a thorough and well-researched assessment of our reforms.  Of course, these reforms are still 
relatively new, and it will be some time before their long-term impact becomes clear, so I do not anticipate major 
changes arising from the report at this stage, particularly given Mr Ford’s strong endorsement of the direction of the 
changes made.  I invite all interested parties to submit to me their views on the suggestions he makes for further 
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improvements to the legislation.  The Government will draw on the report and the views of stakeholders before 
developing proposals for further reforms to the State’s industrial relations laws.  I table the report. 

[See paper No 3103.] 

RITTER INQUIRY INTO BHP BILLITON’S OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY SYSTEMS 
Statement by Minister for State Development 

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [10.35 am]:  On 18 June 2004 I announced that 
Mr Mark Ritter would conduct an inquiry into occupational health and safety systems at BHP Billiton Iron Ore Pty Ltd 
sites, including the Boodarie iron site, in Western Australia.  The inquiry was initiated following three separate 
workplace fatalities in the previous month.  Mr Ritter provided his two-volume report to me on 12 November 2004.  I 
now table the report. 

The report details the extensive nature of the inquiry and culminates in 32 recommendations relating to BHPBIO’s 
management of safety issues and the regulation of occupational health and safety in the mining industry.  Twenty-one 
recommendations directly relate to BHPBIO or its contractors.  These recommendations deal with the role of 
occupational safety and health representatives, safety training and specific safety matters in BHPBIO operations.  The 
inquiry also recommended a procedure to address these major findings.  I believe that process should commence with 
BHPBIO developing an action plan in the next four weeks that addresses each of the recommendations.  I propose to 
review the action plan in consultation with BHPBIO and in the light of public submissions received on the report.  The 
inquiry also examined the safety arrangements at the Boodarie iron plant and recommended that if the plant is to 
reopen, it should meet the safety standards required of a major hazard facility.  The inquiry states that the failure of 
regulators to treat the Boodarie iron plant as a major hazard facility is a serious failure.   

The Department of Industry and Resources advises that both the Mines Safety and Inspection Act and the Explosives 
and Dangerous Goods Act were applied to the plant.  Parliament passed the new Dangerous Goods Safety Act in June 
this year and regulations to adopt the national standard for the control of major hazard facilities are being drafted in 
consultation with all stakeholders.  I am further advised it is less than certain that the Boodarie plant would have been 
classified as a MHF under the national standard.  Regardless of that, it is now accepted that the safety case approach 
adopted by the national standard should apply to the plant. 

The inquiry also recommended certain aspects of the MSI Act and regulations be reviewed as well as changes to the 
Government regulatory mines safety administrative structures.  I intend to appoint a tripartite panel to advise me on 
changes necessary to the MSI Act and Regulations arising from the specific matters contained in recommendations 25, 
29, 31 and 32.  I also intend to appoint an independent expert in occupational health and safety to advise the panel on 
concerns raised by the inquiry that the existing nature of safety regulation may be so overly prescriptive that it diverts 
management focus from having safe, on-site systems to simply ensuring compliance.  Mr Ritter also refers to culture, 
skills, resourcing and remuneration levels within the Department of Industry and Resources inspectorate.  The 
independent person will report to the panel on appropriate roles and responsibilities of the safety inspectorate and the 
skills necessary for the inspectorate to achieve a world-class safety regime. 
The inquiry canvasses the option of transferring the mines safety function into a statutory authority but recommends 
that this function and that relating to dangerous goods be placed within the Department of Consumer and Employment 
Protection.  I believe a persuasive case has been made for placing safety regulatory functions within a government 
department that is and is seen to be separate from the department that is charged with promoting the mining industry.  I 
am releasing the inquiry report for public comment for four weeks, after which time I will review what further action 
should be taken on the recommendations. 

[See papers Nos 3100 and 3101.] 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Second Report - Examination of the 2003-04 Annual Report of the Corruption and Crime Commission 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.38 am]:  I present for tabling the second report of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Examination of the 2003-2004 Annual Report of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission”.  
[See paper No 3081.] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  The CCC reported that it is on budget, and is undertaking its first public hearing.  As we have seen this 
week, the excellent legislation passed by this Parliament has resulted in a hearing that has shown much transparency, 
and the people of Western Australia can understand what our Corruption and Crime Commission is involved with, the 
way it operates and, more importantly, that in Western Australia there is zero tolerance for any level of corruption.  The 
committee also commends the corruption prevention and education research directorate of the CCC for the strategic 
nature of its activities, evidenced in the public hearing.  The details of the hearing held by the committee are available 
on the Internet.  We will monitor with considerable interest the program and the progress of the current inquiry into 
unauthorised access to and disclosure of personal information.  
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BILLS 
Returned 

1. Criminal Appeals Bill 2004. 

2. Health Legislation Amendment Bill 2004. 

3. Kambalda Water and Wastewater Facilities (Transfer to Water Corporation) Bill 2004. 

4. Reserves (National Parks and Conservation Parks) Bill 2004. 

Bills returned from the Council without amendment. 

RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT (REFERENDUMS) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 
The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 5 to 8 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

  Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade until 9 pm Monday to Friday? 

No 2 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 14 to 17 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

  Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade for 6 hours on Sunday? 

The SPEAKER:  This message from the Legislative Council contains two amendments, and I understand a further four 
amendments are proposed by the minister. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I seek leave for amendments Nos 1 and 2 from the Legislative Council to be taken as one 
question. 
Leave granted. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I will move that amendments Nos 1 and 2 made by the Council be agreed to subject to further 
amendments.   
The situation in which the Government found itself on the establishment of a referendum on shopping hours for 
metropolitan Perth was that it could not get agreement on the exact form of the questions.  The Greens (WA) put 
forward a range of different questions, all of which had various problems with them.  Nonetheless, a number of them 
would still have given people a fair say about what they wanted regarding either a weeknight extension of shopping 
hours to 9.00 pm or Sunday shopping.  Although the Government did not believe that the Greens’ questions were an 
improvement on the original questions, they were still workable questions.  The Liberal Party in the other place then 
suggested that we should have four questions; that is, on the question of whether there should be an extension of 
weeknight shopping, it wanted two questions on the same issue in a similar form.  The issue then would have been quite 
confusing for electors, in that they would have had to answer the same question twice in a slightly different form.  
Therefore, the Government, not having the numbers, opted to back the Greens’ amendments, and that is what we have 
in amendments Nos 1 and 2. 
These amendments move us away from the proposed question about extended weeknight shopping that had previously 
been passed by this House, which was - 

Are you in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan Area being extended to allow general retail shops 
to trade until 9 pm Monday to Friday? 

Following the amendment in the Council, we now end up with the question - 

Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade until 9 pm Monday to Friday? 

The SPEAKER:  Before the minister continues, he needs to move the amendments. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I move - 

That amendments Nos 1 and 2 made by the Council be agreed to, subject to further amendments that I will 
move in a moment. 

I have moved that amendments Nos 1 and 2 be agreed to, subject to the agreed further amendments to fix a technical 
issue. 

Amendments Nos 1 and 2 give a single question with regard to the extension of weeknight trading and a single question 
with regard to allowing six hours of trading on Sunday.  There is no potential for confusion, which the amendments put 
on the supplementary notice paper in the other place by the Liberal Party clearly would have led to.  That being the 
case, we have accepted the Greens’ amendment, which asks people whether they believe that the Western Australian 
community would benefit from extended trading hours, rather than what the community would favour.  However, I do 
not think people will be concerned with the niceties.  The intent is clear.  There are two questions.  One is whether 
people want extended weeknight shopping - that will be the heading - and the other is whether they want extended 
Sunday shopping.  The Gallop Government, if re-elected, will implement the choice of the people, should that be for no 
extension - that is, the status quo - one extension or the other, or both.   

The situation with the remainder of the amendments is that when the actual questions were changed, an amendment was 
not made to proposed section 43(4) in the Bill, which gives a clear instruction about the requirement to put a yes or no 
in answer to a particular question.  The fact is that I personally believe it could proceed.  However, we are seeking to 
ensure that there is no incongruity between the question being asked and what is in proposed subsection (4).  The only 
reason we need to fix that is that the Liberals have played such spoiling politics with this, they may seek to take legal 
action to frustrate the referendum, or take some other action similar to that.  Therefore, to avoid any more game playing, 
it is proposed that I will deal with the further four amendments - 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  How can you say that with a straight face when you know that we came in here with 
amendments identical to yours?  You are saying now that we will try to obstruct the whole matter. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  In the other place.  I am not saying that the Liberal Party obstructed it in this place.  It did not.  In 
the other place it did. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  No, you are saying from here on in.  We are still the Liberal and National Parties - 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The member will have the opportunity to speak on this. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The Government will accept the changed questions.  I will move in a moment that we also rectify 
the matters with regard to proposed subsections (4) and (5), so that there is no incongruity between the actual question 
being asked and the instruction on how electors should vote. 
The SPEAKER:  It is my understanding that the minister needs to clearly state what those amendments are.  Perhaps he 
could do that now. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The amendments have been circulated to members.  I move - 

That the Council’s amendments be agreed to subject to the following further amendments -  
No 1 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 21 and 22 - To delete “is in favour of trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area being” and insert instead -  

believes that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in 
the Perth Metropolitan Area were 

No 2 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 27 and 28 - To delete “is not in favour of trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area being” and insert instead -  

does not believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading 
hours in the Perth Metropolitan Area were 

No 3  

Clause 4, page 4, lines 3 and 4 - To delete “is in favour of trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area being” and insert instead - 

believes that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in 
the Perth Metropolitan Area were 

No 4 

Clause 4, page 4, lines 9 and 10 - To delete “is not in favour of trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area being” and insert instead - 
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does not believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading 
hours in the Perth Metropolitan Area were   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  What an extraordinary course of events we have here.  As the minister has indicated, 
when this legislation was considered in the upper House the Greens put forward an amendment.  The coalition indicated 
that it too was prepared to see the legislation amended to make the question that the Government originally put forward 
fairer and more balanced.  The proposal from the coalition was to leave the Government’s original two questions in 
place and to add the two questions, which I will call the option 6 amendments that the Greens proposed.  I believe that 
most members will then know what I am talking about.  The coalition suggested leaving the Government’s two original 
questions in place and adding the other two questions because they are two very different questions.   

The minister has said today that that would be totally confusing.  He has said in effect that the same questions would 
have been asked twice.  He is saying that the new questions that were proposed to be added were essentially the same as 
the Government’s original questions.  Nothing could be further from the truth.  They are very different questions.  The 
questions we are dealing with today are very different in wording and meaning from the questions that the Government 
originally put forward.  The minister has received advice from a number of key academics.  One of the academics 
referred to the alternative question 6, which is in the questions we are dealing with now.  He compares the questions 
with the Government’s original questions.  He starts off by saying that alternative question 6 asks a different question.  
He goes on to explain why it is such a different question from the original question that the Government put forward.   

The minister should not try to mislead the House about what happened in the upper House.  Let us cut to the core of the 
matter, which is that the Government has stuffed up absolutely and totally in its handling of this legislation.  When the 
legislation was introduced into the upper House, we saw an extraordinary set of events.  There was a fair amount of 
discussion and debate over the respective amendments and provisions being put forward by the Greens and the 
coalition.  In the end the Government and the Greens voted together to amend the legislation in accordance with the 
message that we have received here today.  The interesting question is whether the Government gave any explanation of 
its position.  It did not give one jot of information for the reasoning behind its change of heart.   

The Premier indicated that the Government would not agree to amend the original questions.  He said in this Chamber, 
in answer to a question we posed, that he would consider making such an amendment.  However, later on he went 
public in the media and made it clear that he would not bend and would not agree to change the question at all.  The 
Premier was saying that the Government would hold firm and not agree to change the question at all.  Then in the upper 
House, without any reasonable explanation whatsoever, the Government simply turned around and said that it would 
agree to the amendment being put forward by the Greens.  Do members know what the Government did not do?  It did 
not put forward the amendment in a proper way.  The Government did not say it, because it did not say very much at all, 
but the Government agreed to amend the questions that would be asked of the people of Western Australia.  What the 
Government did not do was to amend an associated provision in the legislation that set out the way in which the 
questions would be answered.  In a nutshell, the Government said that it would go to the people with one question and 
make provision for them to give a different answer.  I happen to agree with the minister.  I do not think that legally it 
would fundamentally cause the legislation to be flawed or necessarily drag the referendum down.  We in the coalition 
remain very keen to ensure that this legislation is carried out properly.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I have arrived late in this debate, but I am now looking at the message that has come from the 
Council, which is to delete lines 5 to 8 and 14 to 17 and insert a general question that will give the community the 
opportunity to look at the various areas that will be affected if trading hours are changed.  The community will be able 
to look at the effect the change will have on small businesses, cottage industries, farmers and elderly people who like to 
visit their local shopping centres.  Whereas the amendments that have come from the Council are in general terms, the 
Government’s proposed amendment is pushing one direction.  The Government’s amendment asks people to say that 
they do not believe rather than having a general question for people to answer.  If I have been given the right piece of 
paper, I believe the way in which the Government has worded its amendment - 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Will you take an interjection? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am quite happy to. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  If you look at the Bill and not the messages, you will see that subclause (3) contains the questions.  
Subclause (4) contains the instructions for how people can answer yes or no to the questions in the referendum.  When 
the question was changed, it was changed from “are you in favour” to “do you believe”, but the instructions were not 
changed as to how people would put yes or no.  The Government’s amendment simply changes the instructions for the 
yes or the no to match identically the new questions.  That is all it does.   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am looking at the amendments, which indicate that the Government proposes changing “in 
favour” to “believes that the Western Australian community would benefit”. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It is because the same wording was in the old question that will go on the ballot paper.   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The part of this Bill that seemed to be loaded was modified in the upper House.  This question 
is still loaded in one direction.  I am quite happy at the prospect of referendums, but I believe that if the Government is 
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putting a referendum to the community it should be a fair referendum.  It should not be a referendum that is trying to 
push in one direction people in the community who will not look at the questions so closely.  The way in which the 
questions are worded would push them in one direction.  Why was the Government’s proposed amendment not 
addressed in the upper House?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Will you accept another interjection?   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Yes.   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  We can debate the question of loading, but if you accept the new questions that were put in place by 
the amendments in the Legislative Council, our further amendment accurately reflects that.  Our amendment contains 
no value judgment that conflicts with the amendment that was made in the Legislative Council.   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I believe that the question is loaded, but I will give the minister the benefit of the doubt if the 
minister is willing to let this Bill sit on the Table for a few hours so that I may have a closer look.  At the moment I am 
seeing a loaded question.  These amendments were put on the Table this morning and have just been circulated.  This is 
the Government trying to steer the ship, some people are saying because of deals that have been done with big business.  
I am not saying that the Government is trying to push things in one direction because of deals it has done with Coles 
Myer Ltd or any other body.  I am asking the minister to leave this matter on the Table, move on to something else and 
come back to it, so that we can have ample time to look at it.  
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I will leave the minister to deal with whether he wishes to interrupt proceedings to 
give the member a briefing or whatever.  That is a matter between the minister and the member.  As I was saying 
earlier, the Government had previously made it quite clear that it would not amend the questions.  I refer to an article in 
The West Australian of 15 November that reported - 

Premier Geoff Gallop has signalled that Labor will not back down on its retail trading referendum questions 
. . .   

Despite last week conceding the referendum questions could be changed in the Legislative Council, Dr Gallop 
yesterday rejected a set of alternative questions put forward by the Greens. 

Lo and behold, that included the questions that we are dealing with today.  The Premier said, “No way, Jose. We are not 
going to accept those amendments.”  The Premier is quoted in the same article as saying -  

Side issues, complicating the words with arguments, all of this sort of thing represents a problem for the 
legislation . . . 

The Premier said that the Government would not entertain the idea of making these amendments.  The Government then 
decided, with no realistic or substantial explanation whatsoever, to back these amendments in the upper House.  
However, the Government made a stuff-up, because, as the minister explained - although he did not actually concede 
that it was a stuff-up - when the Government made the amendment to subclause (3) it did not take into account the need 
to amend the associated subclause (4).  The Government, in deciding to agree to the Greens’ amendments on their own, 
without leaving the original questions in place, as the coalition was suggesting it should do, thereby failed to amend the 
legislation properly.  We in the coalition had already thought through the amendments that we were putting forward.  
Hon Norman Moore and our other colleagues in the upper House had already made provision on the notice paper in the 
upper House to amend subclause (4) to accommodate the proposed changes to subclause (3).  We in opposition were 
able to work out that if we amend subclause (3) we will also need to amend subclause (4).  However, the Government, 
despite the fact that it has many advisers and public servants and all of the resources of government at its disposal, 
could not add two and two together.   

We came into the Chamber today prepared to amend subclause (4).  Before this debate started, I presented the minister 
with some proposed amendments.  Not coincidentally, those amendments are exactly the same as the amendments that 
the Government is putting forward today.  The minister said that the Opposition would try to obstruct this legislation 
and might even take court action to try to block it, or whatever.  The minister knew about an hour ago that we wanted to 
do the exact opposite.  We wanted to fix the Government’s mistakes.  We wanted to deal with the fact that the 
Government had botched the legislation in the upper House because it had not thought through what it was doing.  I 
think that in good faith the minister should at least acknowledge that we are coming at this issue from the same 
direction today.  The coalition is prepared to tighten up the provisions in subclause (4) to ensure that the legislation is 
100 per cent operational and the referendum process is not threatened in any way.  The questions that are proposed to be 
added have greater support - not total support, obviously - from the community as a whole, not just the small business 
sector, because the questions will enable people to think about the broader issues involved in the deregulation of trading 
hours.  For that reason, we are prepared to accept the result of the deliberations that occurred in the upper House.   
All we want to do today is tidy up the legislation and make good the Government’s mistakes in the other House.  This 
demonstrates, of course, that this legislation has been rushed.  It demonstrates also that the Government has a political 
motive for this Bill.  The Government has done a complete flip.  It defies belief that the Premier said categorically that 
the Government would not change the questions, yet, at the last minute, and without reasonable explanation, it has 
decided to back the proposed changes to the questions.  We want to achieve the same thing as the Government.  We 
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want to tighten up the legislation so that fairer and more balanced questions will be put to the community in the 
referendum.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I thank the deputy leader of the Opposition for his support of these amendments.  I want also to 
answer some of the spurious comments he made.  For a party that could not make a decision on this issue within its own 
ranks to say that we have done a backflip on this issue, when there is no evidence of that at all, just reflects the nonsense 
that we hear constantly from the Liberal Party.  When this issue was before the other place and we could not get 
agreement, I rang Hon Simon O’Brien, the opposition spokesperson on consumer protection and fair trading, and asked 
him whether the Opposition intended to move any amendments, and he said that he was not sure.  When I asked him 
whether the Opposition would be supporting the yes case or the no case, he said that he did not know - this is their 
spokesperson - and that Hon Norman Moore was handling this legislation.  I then rang Hon Norman Moore and said 
that I wanted to know whether the Opposition was proposing any amendments, because if it was I would like to talk to 
him about them.  He did not get back to me.  We then saw on the notice paper that the Liberal Party was proposing that 
the ballot paper that would be given to voters for the referendum would read as follows -   

Extended week night shopping 
Are you in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan Area being extended to allow general retail shops 
to trade until 9 pm Monday to Friday? 

Do you believe the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan 
Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade until 9 pm Monday to Friday?   

Extended Sunday shopping 
Are you in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan Area being extended to allow general retail shops 
to trade for 6 hours on Sunday? 

Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade for 6 hours on Sunday? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  What is wrong with that? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Kalgoorlie asks what is wrong with that!  The Liberal Party opposed a 
referendum!  It opposed letting the people have their say.  It then said, “We do not know what we want, but it is okay to 
have a referendum.”  What we are seeing now is spoiling tactics.  Fancy asking people two questions with different 
wording that will have the same outcome!  The Liberal Party is simply trying to sabotage the referendum.  That is what 
the Liberal Party is all about.  Clearly that is not acceptable to the Government, because we want the people to have a 
genuine say.  We want the people’s voice to be heard.  The Liberals do not want that, because they do not have a 
position on this issue.  They are all over the place.  They are fighting amongst themselves.  They do not even know 
whether they will be supporting the yes case or the no case.  They want to sabotage the referendum and not allow the 
people’s voice to be heard in a clear and decisive way.  The Government will not accept that.  The alternative, which is 
not as good as our position but is a workable referendum question, was to accept the suggestion of the Greens (WA).  
What we now want to do is ensure there is no basis for any legal challenge on any minor inconsistency between the 
form of wording in the question and the form of wording in subclause (4).   
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  And stuff it up. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The deputy leader of the Liberal Party says we will stuff it up.  This is a man who goes around 
looking for splinters in other people’s eyes when he has a bit of four-by-two in his own!  That is the way he operates.  
The Liberal Party has been in total disarray on this issue, so he somehow thinks he can get a win by picking up on the 
fact that we are seeking to rectify an incongruity between the wording of the question and the wording in subclause (4).   
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Can you explain the Premier’s change of heart on this? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is in great danger when he relies on The West Australian for 
his quotes.  I have written to the editor of The West Australian about yesterday’s editorial, because it compounded the 
mistake that was made in the editorial of the day before.  The editorial in The West Australian - that once august 
journal - the day before yesterday suggested that our industrial laws were deficient because we could not take 
instructions to the Australian Industrial Relations Commission and we could not overturn the federal Workplace 
Relations Act.  The West Australian did print a retraction yesterday, in which it begrudgingly admitted that what it had 
said had been a bit of nonsense.  It then went on to say that our state law is deficient because we cannot overturn the 
Constitution and commonwealth law!  That is absolutely absurd.  Any school student who is doing basic civics and who 
has any understanding of Australian constitutional law would know that we cannot overturn the Constitution and 
commonwealth law, but not the editor of The West Australian.  As I have said, we should not rely on The West 
Australian for facts, because it gets it wrong so often we cannot ever know whether it has got it right or wrong.  For the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to suggest that a report in The West Australian is factually accurate with regard to 
what the Premier has said is an absolute nonsense.   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Amendment No 1 reads -  
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Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade until 9 pm Monday to Friday? 

Today the minister has said that the amendments should be agreed to subject to further amendments, which I believe are 
written in a loaded manner and, therefore, I will not support.  The wording in clause 4 should remain as approved by the 
upper House -   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  But that is what my amendment does.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It does not; it adds to that wording, and in doing so it loads the question.  We need to keep to 
the wording in the amendments passed by the upper House, rather than try to load the questions.  That is a more 
agreeable proposition to the House rather than what the minister proposes to do through his amendments.  It looks like 
the minister has not got things through the upper House in the way he wanted to and is therefore having another bite of 
the cherry and trying to get things passed in a form that he would like them to be passed.  In my electorate this has 
become an issue of great concern for small businesses that believe that the writing is on the wall for them because of 
this Government’s legislation.  People have asked me why this is happening.  I have told them that the minister says that 
he has to introduce this legislation because of the case that was run against Harvey Norman.  I have also had to tell them 
that the minister put on record that he could have introduced legislation back then to back up the Government’s 
position, so there was no need for this legislation to come into this place in the way it has.  The community is really 
surprised that this is coming from a Labor Government.   
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Are you against having referendums?   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  No, I am for referendums.  I asked for a referendum on the cannabis legislation and on several 
other issues.  However, a referendum needs to be worded in a fair manner; it should not use loaded questions.  These 
questions will be loaded.  The impact of extending trading hours will see the big retailers getting a bigger share of the 
market and the small retailers losing their business.  What will the people working in the cottage industries lose?  Big 
business does not buy from local cottage industries.  Big business puts on its shelves what it knows will sell.  It does not 
provide the same range that the smaller shops provide in supporting local cottage industries.  The elderly do not want to 
see their local shopping centres close down.  This will be great for Coles Myer Ltd but it will not be a good thing for 
local community shopping centres.  It is fine to have a referendum.  I support having a referendum, but it needs to 
worded fairly.  I will support the amendments that have come back from the upper House, but I will not support the way 
the minister has played about with those amendments to make the questions more loaded.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I accept the amendments of the Government, but I feel as if I have missed something when I 
listen to the member for Alfred Cove.  I want to be absolutely clear about what the Government is doing.  I understand 
that the Government is accepting the amendments that have come from the upper House, which start with the words -  

Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit . . .  

The amendments that the Government is now putting forward are consequential on that; they logically follow from the 
changes that have been made to the referendum questions by the upper House.  It seems that the Government is putting 
forward fairly simple and logical amendments so that the explanation in the referendum Bill flows on from the 
referendum questions.  If the minister can confirm that I have understood that correctly, I am happy to support the 
amendments.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Churchlands has quite correctly reflected what I said at the start of our discussion 
on this matter; that is, that amendments Nos 3, 4, 5 and 6 will simply ensure that the wording accurately reflects the 
wording in the new question.  The member for Alfred Cove has simply not got it right.  The member has illustrated in 
her contribution the perspicacity that would get her a job writing editorials for The West Australian.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I have some sympathy for the member for Alfred Cove in that she was not offered a 
briefing by the minister before today.  Again, I suggest that that is something we have seen happen in recent times, 
when Independent members have perhaps not been provided with the information that they should have been given.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Sorry, did you say you got this before? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I may be wrong but I seem to remember the member indicating at one stage that she 
had not been provided with enough information by the Government on a particular matter.  I have some sympathy for 
the member in that she has not been brought along with this matter, but I give the member some comfort in that we will 
be supporting the amendments that have been brought down from the upper House.  It was also our analysis that clause 
4 needed to be amended, as the member for Churchlands said, because it is consequential on clause 3.   

Where we have seen the most arrogance today is in the minister suggesting that the people of Western Australia cannot 
answer four questions in a referendum.  For some reason it is okay to have two questions, but we cannot have four.  It is 
an enormous put down of the people of Western Australia for the minister to suggest that they would not be able to 
comprehend and answer four questions, especially when the questions have a very different gist to them.  As the 
minister is well aware from the advice he received from eminent academics, the questions were very different.   
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I shall not continue my comments.  It is time to move on from this matter, unless a new matter is raised.  We will be 
supporting these amendments.  We too have enormous sympathy with the small business community.  Undoubtedly, 
there will be extensive debate and discussion in the broader public and through the media.  However, the one thing that 
has not been explained here today is why the Government has agreed to the amendment put by the Greens (WA).  There 
has been no explanation whatsoever.  On 15 November, the Premier made it quite clear that the Government would not 
back down on its retail trading referendum questions.  There are two possible explanations here: either the Government 
has, purely for political expediency, done a backflip - which I believe to be the case; it has done a backflip and has gone 
against what the Premier had indicated publicly - or, quite frankly, the Australian Labor Party members in the upper 
House have defied their own Premier.  I do not believe that that is the case, because we all know the Labor Party is a 
very regimented, centralised, authoritarian group; its members are not allowed to think for themselves.  When caucus 
says, “ABC”, each member says, “ABC”, even if they believe in “DEF”!   

Ms S.E. Walker:  They could not do that anyway; they have no brains! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I was not going to say that, but I will not necessarily disagree.  A polite way of 
putting it is that members opposite cannot think for themselves.  The point is that I do not think that Labor members 
have defied the Premier.  This was definitely a conscious government decision to carry out this backflip.  Members 
opposite left the Premier out on a limb after he had already made it quite clear on 15 November that the Government 
would not amend its referendum questions, but then went ahead and did so anyway.  The only explanation the minister 
has given is that it is the fault of The West Australian.  It is not the Government’s fault that it stuffed up and did not 
amend clause 4 or that it did a backflip and decided to support questions that earlier it said categorically it would not 
support; it is the fault of The West Australian!  The minister has now said that we should not rely on The West 
Australian for the facts.  An article in The West Australian of 15 November reads in part - 

“We’ve put the words forward very carefully, and we’re very keen to put that referendum through 
Parliament. . .”, Dr Gallop said.    

“Side issues, complicating the words with arguments, all of this sort of thing represents a problem for the 
legislation,. . .  

He signalled that Labor would not back down on its retail trading referendum questions.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  We didn’t.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The Government did back down.  The very questions that the Government said it 
would not agree to are to be contained in the legislation with which we are dealing now because the Labor Party and the 
Greens in the upper House supported them.  All the minister can say is that the Premier did not do a backflip - 
obviously he did - and that the amended wording is the fault of The West Australian.   

There are probably no other technical aspects to deal with in this message.  To ensure that the matter could progress, the 
Opposition would have moved some amendments with exactly the same wording had the Government not agreed to 
these amendments.  The Opposition supports the amendments. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to subject to the Assembly’s further amendments. 

The Council acquainted accordingly.  

SWAN VALLEY PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2004 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House) on behalf of the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the Leader of the House. 

Second Reading 

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [11.21 am]:  I move -  

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

The purpose of the Bill is to provide a framework that will protect and preserve the Swan Valley as a place of beauty 
and a recreation destination for current and future generations.   

The Bill implements recommendations from the review of the Swan Valley Planning Act 1995.  On 22 September 2004, 
I advised the House that the review had been completed and the report had been tabled before each House.  The Bill is 
the result of extensive consultation.  The review of the Act included consultation with the Swan Valley Planning 
Committee, the City of Swan, the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries, the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Western Australia’s extractive industry committee, the Grape Growers Association of 
Western Australia, the Swan Valley and Regional Winemakers Association, members of the general public and relevant 
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state government agencies.  Public comment on the operation and effectiveness of the Act and the future of the Swan 
Valley was sought through public notices in state and local newspapers. 

The most significant changes relate to the removal of the category of ‘rural villages’ within the Act.  The Act currently 
permits rural villages to be developed at locations designated area D.  There are three such locations: Herne Hill, 
Middle Swan and Caversham.  This category was originally conceived as a holding pattern while the eventual form of 
these precincts was determined.  The rural village concept is problematic.  The term ‘rural village’ is not defined in the 
Act, nor is there broad community consensus on the form of development denoted by the term.  The Act uses the 
descriptions ‘villages in a rural setting’ and ‘rural villages’, but does not detail the size or number of rural villages that 
may be approved for each of the three area D precincts. 

The existing Herne Hill and Middle Swan area D precincts will be reclassified to area C.  This change will ensure a 
general minimum four-hectare lot size within the Herne Hill and Middle Swan precincts.  Obviously some people will 
be disappointed in the reduction of opportunities for short-term subdivisions.  However, the Government is confident 
that its decision is the right way for the future. 

The Caversham area D precinct, with the exception of the south-west corner, will be excised from the Act and included 
in the urban zoning under the metropolitan region scheme.  The precinct is adjacent to existing residential development 
and in close proximity to existing services.  The south-west corner, which comprises lot 8 and lot 18 - the Pinelli Wines 
land - will be reclassified as area B. 

The Bill has been drafted on the assumption that regulations to achieve this change in Caversham have been made.  The 
Bill also covers the alternative possibility.  Clause 5 of the Bill provides that area A, area B and area C comprise all the 
land in the plan of the Swan Valley.  A representative map is inserted in the Bill that depicts the reclassification of 
Herne Hill and Middle Swan area D precincts to area C and the excision of the Caversham area D precinct, with the 
exception of the south-west corner, which, as I said before, will be reclassified as area B.   

The plan of the Swan Valley is the plan that is certified by the minister to define areas A, B and C for the purposes of 
the Act.  Certification of the new plan will occur concurrently with the proclamation of the Bill.  The remaining 
proposals in the legislation refine the effectiveness of the Act, as consultation identified that the Act was generally 
considered to have functioned well since its introduction.  Several benefits will arise from the amendments in the Bill. 

Firstly, the Bill strengthens the role of the Swan Valley Planning Committee by giving it an active role in planning for 
the sustainable use and development of the Swan Valley.  Clause 12 of the Bill confers on the committee the additional 
function of advising the minister on the coordination and promotion of sustainable use and development of land in the 
Swan Valley.  The committee is also charged with providing advice on, and assistance to, any body or person about the 
sustainable use and development of land in the Swan Valley.  Secondly, the Bill strengthens the status of the 
committee’s advice to the City of Swan on applications for development approval.  Schedule 1, division 3 provides that 
if the city does not accept the advice of the committee, the city will be required to refer the application, together with 
any recommendations provided by the bodies consulted and the reasons the city did not accept the committee’s advice, 
to the Western Australian Planning Commission for determination.  Related to this, the Bill streamlines the statutory 
planning process by providing that the commission be required to seek and have due regard to the advice of the 
committee. 

Thirdly, the Bill strengthens planning objectives to preserve the Swan Valley for rural and tourist-based activities.  
Fourthly, the Bill expands the committee’s membership to allow an additional representative from the City of Swan and 
a member to represent equestrian interests.  The City of Swan is already represented by the mayor or the mayor’s 
nominee.  An additional member to be appointed to the committee will be a City of Swan councillor for a ward 
representing the Swan Valley. 

The Bill clarifies provisions relating to governance of the committee.  The Bill enables the committee to conduct 
telephone and video meetings, and confers greater flexibility for the committee to pass a resolution without meeting. 

The Bill makes several consequential amendments to the planning legislation and the metropolitan region scheme.  An 
important piece of legislation is currently before the Legislative Council; namely, the Planning and Development Bill 
2004.  However, the present Bill provides for consequential amendment to either the existing planning legislation or the 
consolidated planning Bill.  Since the establishment of the Act, significant investment has occurred in the area C 
regions, and I am confident that much more will follow.  The Government recognises the landscape characteristics and 
viticultural activities that draw people to the valley and provide for the extraordinary tourism and business opportunities 
that people enjoy so much.  I thank the member for Swan Hills for her strong advocacy on behalf of the valley and her 
determination that we should make decisions that will protect the valley’s long-term interests.  I thank the Swan Valley 
Planning Committee for its excellent work, and particularly acknowledge the vision and leadership of immediate past 
chair, Kate Lamont.  As members will be aware, Kate was succeeded by another passionate advocate for the valley, 
Tony Cabonov, and I wish the committee well in its deliberations into the future.  I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr J.P.D. Edwards. 
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WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LAND AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL 2003 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments.  

Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 14 to 19 - To delete the lines. 

No 2 

Clause 5, page 4, lines 8 and 9 - To delete the lines. 

No 3 

Clause 6, page 4, after line 13 - To insert - 

(1) Section 4 is amended by inserting before “In this Act” the subsection designation “(1)”. 

No 4 

Clause 6, page 4, line 30 to page 5, line 3 - To delete the lines. 

No 5 

Clause 6, page 5, line 18 - To delete “that would” and insert instead - 

determined to 

No 6 

Clause 6, page 5, lines 19 to 22 - To delete “within the meaning of the Corporations Act if the Authority were 
a body corporate to which the Corporations Act applies; and” and insert instead - 

under subsection (2); or 

No 7 

Clause 6, page 6, after line 14 - To insert - 

(5) At the end of section 4 the following subsection is inserted - 

“(2) Part 1.2 Division 6 of the Corporations Act applies for the purpose of 
determining whether a body is a subsidiary of the Authority.” 

No 8 

Clause 12, page 9, line 10 - To insert after the word “Minister’s” - 

written 

No 9 

Clause 15, page 16, lines 19 to 27 - To delete the lines. 

No 10 

Clause 15, page 17, lines 2 to 10 - To delete the lines. 

No 11 

Clause 17, page 18, line 6 - To delete “in” and insert instead - 

by deleting  

No 12 

Clause 17, page 18, line 6 - To delete “by deleting “develop, alter and””. 

No 13 

Clause 17, page 18, line 8 - To delete the line and insert instead - 
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“     

(b) undertake, plan, provide for, promote or coordinate the subdivision, amalgamation, 
improvement, development, alteration or management of land, whether or not the Authority 
holds the land in question; 

(ba) extract minerals from land; 
    ”; 

No 14 
Clause 19, page 22, line 14 - To insert before “16” - 

and related functions under section 

No 15 
Clause 19, page 22, lines 14 to 16 - To delete - 

and inserting instead - 

“    16(1)(g)    ”. 
No 16 

Clause 20, page 22, lines 18 and 19 - To delete the lines. 
No 17 

Clause 25, page 28, line 15 - To insert after “17A” - “applies”. 
No 18 

Clause 45, page 67, line 17 - To delete “16” and insert instead - “16A”.  
On motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan, the Council’s amendments Nos 1 to 5 agreed to. 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I move - 

That amendment No 6 made by the Council be agreed to. 
Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  As I indicated behind the Chair, I do not have many questions about this Bill.  I refer to clause 
6 of the Bill, which is headed “Section 4 amended”.  I understand that this amendment is necessary, just as Legislative 
Council amendment No 7 to clause 6 is also necessary.  Will the minister explain that Council amendment for me?  I am 
a little in the dark about it. 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Does the member mean amendment No 6? 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  No.  I am speaking to clause 6.  Council amendment No 3 states - 

Clause 6, page 4, after line 13 - To insert - 

(1) Section 4 is amended by inserting before “In this Act” the subsection designation “(1)”. 

This amendment is necessary because of Council amendment No 7 to clause 6, which I think was on the Council’s 
supplementary notice paper.  It will provide for an additional subsection.  I am asking a question about Council 
amendment No 7 to clause 6.  Mr Acting Speaker, you will understand that I was not the opposition speaker on this 
matter at the time.  I am seeking some direction about what Council amendment No 7 to clause 6 will do.  Am I asking 
too difficult a question? 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I understand that these are technical amendments.  I am happy to provide further information 
to the member.  We are simply advised that these amendments were provided on the advice of parliamentary counsel; I 
agree that is not a terribly adequate explanation.  The amendment refers to the definition of this organisation as a body 
corporate.  Members opposite may or may not be prepared to accept that.  If they want me to deal with these 
amendments about which they have some doubts, I am happy to do that.  I do not think the explanation I have provided 
is adequate either.  I am happy to come back later to deal with it. 
Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I will accept that explanation from the minister and I would be happy to have those further 
details explained. 
Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 
On motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan, the Council’s amendments Nos 7 to 18 agreed to. 
The Council acquainted accordingly.  

ARCHITECTS BILL 2003 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 
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Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Schedule 2, page 68, lines 12 to 16 -To delete the lines. 

No 2 

Schedule 2, page 68, lines 17 and 18 - To delete the lines. 

No 3 

Schedule 2, page 68, line 19 to page 69, line 3 - To delete the lines. 

Leave granted for the amendments to be moved together. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I move - 

That the amendments Nos 1 to 3 made by the Council be agreed to.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I wonder whether the minister can explain to this House the reason for the Council’s amendments.  
The amendments will delete a number of lines in schedule 2 regarding regulations.  I accept the minister’s conversation 
with the Leader of the House explaining that she has not been briefed on these amendments to delete many lines in 
schedule 2.  I would like to know the reasons behind these amendments because this is the Government’s legislation.  I 
believe that as soon as I sit down, the minister will move that this debate be adjourned to a later stage of this day’s 
sitting.  If that is the case, I am very happy because I do not wish to delay this process.  It is only right that the House be 
made aware of the reasons for these amendments.   

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure). 

[Continued on page 8662.] 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 
On motion by Mr J.A. McGinty (Attorney General), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 
No 1 

Clause 2, page 2, lines 6 and 7 - To delete the lines. 

No 2 

Clause 5, page 7, after line 23 - To insert - 

(2) An offence must not be prescribed under subsection (1) if the penalty for the offence is, or 
includes, imprisonment. 

No 3 

Clause 13, page 13, line 22 - To delete “committed” and insert instead - 

been the driver or person in charge of the vehicle at the time of     
No 4 

Clause 20, page 18, line 17 - To delete the word “only”. 
No 5 

Clause 35, page 33, line 2 - To insert after “jurisdiction” - 

or, with the court’s leave, at any time after a plea of not guilty by the accused 
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No 6 

Clause 62, page 55, lines 14 and 15 - To delete “may be able” and insert instead - 

the accused intends to call 

No 7 

Clause 62, page 55, lines 21 and 22 - To delete the lines. 

No 8 

Clause 62, page 56, line 9 - To delete “7” and insert instead - 

14  

No 9 

Clause 88, page 76, after line 21 - To insert - 

(6) If a corporation is an accused, then despite subsections (3) and (4) proceedings that relate to 
the accused may take place in the accused’s absence and may do so whether or not the court 
has issued a section 155 notice to the accused. 

No 10 

Clause 118, page 94, line 14 - To insert after “so” - 

but, on an application by the prosecutor, must not do so unless the accused consents  

Leave granted for the amendments to be moved together. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move - 

That the amendments Nos 1 to 10 made by the Council be agreed to. 

I will touch on what I consider to be the major matters, and then deal with any other matters that members wish to raise.  
I refer first of all to amendment No 6, which relates to the issue of defence disclosure.  Members will recall that when 
this matter came before this House, it was intended that, under the new regime of disclosure, what currently applies in 
the superior courts would flow to the Magistrates Court as well, so that there would be one standard of defence 
disclosure throughout the system.  The issue that was raised, and is the subject of amendment No 6, is that the 
Government’s Bill sought to place an obligation on the defence to disclose not only those experts it intended to call, but 
any expert witness from whom a statement was taken.  If the defence engaged in what is sometimes referred to as expert 
witness shopping - contacting a number of experts until one that agreed with the defence was found - it was proposed 
that not only would the prosecution have to disclose that practice, but the defence would also have to disclose.  In the 
upper House, the view was that the only expert that should be required to be disclosed was that which it was intended to 
call.  In other words, the defence would have the right to talk to a number of experts without having to disclose the fact 
that it had done so.  People have views one way or another on that practice.  From a defence perspective, it could be 
argued that the defence should not have to disclose evidence it did not intend to lead by way of defence.  From the 
prosecution perspective, the view can be taken that it constituted shopping around for the appropriate experts, and it 
would be relevant if a number of experts were approached who did not agree with the view that the chosen expert 
intended to adduce.  Nonetheless, the Government is happy to leave that obligation on the prosecution, but to relieve the 
defence of an obligation to disclose experts it did not intend to call.   

The other quite significant amendment is No 10.  I do not have the Bill with me.  

Ms S.E. Walker:  How can I assist you?  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  What is the heading of clause 118 of the Bill?   

Ms S.E. Walker:  “Trial by judge alone without a jury may be ordered”.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I was about to address the issue of trial by judge alone, when it suddenly dawned on me to make 
sure that it was dealt with by clause 118 because amendment No 10 is quite significant.  The Government was 
proposing that the election by the defence for trial by judge alone be done away with, and that the matter be determined 
by the judicial officer presiding over the proceedings, subject to certain guidelines.  The belief was that that could take 
away the right to trial by jury in some cases, and was inappropriate.  The amendment passed by the Council reinstates 
the need for the consent of the defendant before proceeding to trial by judge alone.  Certain cases, in my view, are most 
appropriately dealt with by judge alone, such as very complicated commercial fraud matters.  There may be others.  The 
recent trial of Robert Bropho was conducted by a judge alone.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  Why do you think that happened?  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Mr Bropho elected to have the trial by judge alone because he felt that the prejudice against him 
would outweigh any objective consideration.  
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Ms S.E. Walker:  Was it because of the publicity?  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Because of the publicity and other associated matters, he felt he was unlikely to get a fair trial, so 
he elected to have a judge alone.  That was his call.  Amendment No 10 reasserts the requirement that the defence must 
consent to trial by judge alone.  

They are the two major amendments - to defence disclosure and trial by judge alone.  For my part, the notion of trial by 
judge alone, in certain defined circumstances, is a question of the efficiency of the courts, as best determined by the 
judicial officer.  

Ms S.E. Walker:  In the end, it is about justice.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Exactly, and that was why the Bill was put forward in this form.  I accept the principled argument 
that a right to trial by jury should not be taken away lightly.  As a Parliament, we have done that with a Criminal Code 
amendment Bill earlier this year that required either way offences to be dealt with by a magistrate, rather than being 
sent up to a judge to be dealt with on indictment, unless that was the view of the magistrate.  We took away the election 
of some defendants in either way cases to have a trial by jury.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  You also took away the ability of a jury to determine the offence of wilful murder.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That Bill has not proceeded in the Legislative Council, so that has not actually been taken away.  It 
passed through this House, but it has not proceeded through the upper House, and I understand it is on the list of Bills 
that the upper House is unlikely to get to next week.  

Ms S.E. Walker:  So the wilful murder offence remains.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes.  The member can accuse the Government of an attempt, but not the commission of the 
offence.   

They are the major changes that have been made in the Legislative Council.  Of the 10 amendments, some were moved 
by the Government in the Legislative Council.  

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to.  

The Council acquainted accordingly.  

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AND APPEALS (CONSEQUENTIAL PROVISIONS) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Mr J.A. McGinty (Attorney General), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith and that the amendments be considered as a 
single question.  

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 1, page 2, line 4 - To insert after “Consequential” - 

and Other 

No 2 

Clause 41, page 23, in the Table - To insert after the row relating to “s.8(2)” - 

s.25A(2) Delete “section 635 of The Criminal Code” and insert instead — 

“     section 88 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2004     ”. 

No 3 

Schedule 2, page 98, in clause 78 relating to the Magistrates Court Act 2003 - To insert after the row relating 
to “s. 17(1)”  

s. 33(5) Delete “complaint” in the first place it occurs and insert instead —  
“    charge    ”. 

s. 33(5)(a) In subparagraph (i), delete “complaint” and insert instead —  
“    prosecution notice containing the charge    ”. 
In subparagraph (ii), delete “defendant’s” and insert instead —  
“    accused’s    ”. 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move -  

That amendments Nos 1 to 3 made by the Council be agreed with.  

These amendments are of a minor nature, and reflect changes to other legislation.  There are no issues of principle 
involved in any of them.  

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to.  

The Council acquainted accordingly.  

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT (SIMPLE OFFENCES) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Mr J.A. McGinty (Attorney General), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith and that the amendments be considered as a 
single question.  

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 5, page 5, lines 4 and 5 - To delete “a time that is reasonable and that is stated in the order” and insert 
instead - 

an hour and shall state so in the order. 

No 2 

Clause 6, page 6, line 14 - To insert after “consent” - 

or licence. 

No 3 

Clause 81, page 69, lines 16 to 20 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

(b) has been convicted on indictment of an offence for which the indictable penalty was or 
included - 

(i) imprisonment for life; or 

(ii) imprisonment for more than 5 years. 
No 4 

Clause 81, page 69, line 26 - After “Territory” to insert - 

; and 

“indictable penalty” means the penalty that such a law specified for the offence in the event of a 
person being convicted of it on indictment 

No 5 

Schedule 1, page 76, Clause 24 - To delete the Clause. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move -  

That amendments Nos 1 to 5 made by the Council be agreed to.  
Amendments Nos 3 and 4, at least, relate to a very important question of principle; that is, the question of disentitlement 
to membership of this House.  I will very briefly deal first of all with the first two amendments.   
Clause 5 repeals sections 63 to 67 of the Criminal Code and inserts in their place proposed sections 63 to 67.  Proposed 
section 66(1) provides that if 12 or more persons are riotously assembled, a justice or a police officer may orally order 
them to disperse “within a time that is reasonable and that is stated in the order”.  Proposed section 66 replaces existing 
section 65 of the Criminal Code.  Hon Peter Foss was concerned that although existing section 65 provides that persons 
have an hour to disperse, proposed section 66(1) requires that persons disperse within a time that is reasonable.  In a 
spirit of compromise, the Government agreed to an amendment to proposed section 66(1) so that it will now provide - 

If 12 or more persons are riotously assembled, a justice or a police officer may orally order them to disperse 
within an hour and shall state so in the order. 
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That gives consistency.  People will have an hour to disperse, which seems to me to be very much on the generous side. 

I will deal with amendment No 2.  Clause 6 inserts proposed sections 70A and 70B into the Criminal Code.  Proposed 
section 70A(1) includes a definition of “trespass”.  Paragraph (a) of that definition provides that trespass on a place 
means - 

to enter or be in the place without the consent of the owner, occupier or person having control or management 
of the place; 

Hon Peter Foss was concerned that the definition did not include a reference to the licence of the owner, occupier or 
person having control or management of the place.  Accordingly, in a spirit of compromise, the Government agreed to 
an amendment to paragraph (a) of the definition of “trespass” in proposed section 70A so that paragraph (a) will now 
provide that trespass on a place means - 

to enter or be in the place without the consent or licence of the owner, occupier or person having control or 
management of the place; 

That again is a relatively minor matter that we were happy to accommodate. 

Amendments Nos 3 and 4 are the matters of substance that are of interest to members of this place.  They relate to the 
disqualification of members of the Parliament.  They are amendments to clause 81.  When clause 81 of the Bill is 
amended in accordance with amendments Nos 3 and 4, clause 81 will amend section 32 of the Constitution Acts 
Amendment Act 1899 so that it reads as follows - 

(1) A person is disqualified for membership of the Legislature if he - 

 (a) be an undischarged bankrupt, or a debtor against whose estate there is a subsisting receiving 
order in bankruptcy; or 

 (b) has been convicted on indictment of an offence for which the indictable penalty was or 
included - 

(i) imprisonment for life; or 

(ii) imprisonment for more than 5 years. 

(2) In subsection (1)(b) - 

“offence” means an offence against a law of this State, the Commonwealth, another State or 
a Territory; and 

“indictable penalty” means the penalty that such a law specified for the offence in the event 
of a person being convicted of it on indictment. 

The purpose of the amendment was to clarify that a person is not disqualified from membership of the Legislature if he 
has been convicted summarily of an offence for which the indictable penalty was or included imprisonment for life, or 
imprisonment for more than five years. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Is that the current state of things? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No.  In essence, if these amendments are agreed to, the major change is that the offence will need 
to be dealt with on indictment.  If it is proceeded with summarily, it will not act as a disqualification. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Currently, if a person is dealt with summarily, he will qualify to stand as a member of Parliament. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That is right. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Only a felony is referred to now in the Constitution Acts Amendment Act.  Therefore, we are talking 
about the situation now, what was proposed and what is now proposed.  There are three things. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes.  Without reference to the penalty imposed, the current law is that anyone convicted of a crime 
under the Criminal Code is disqualified from membership of Parliament. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  A felony. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No, a crime. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  A felony.  I have the Constitution Acts Amendment Act with me, and it says “convicted of treason or 
felony”. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes.  I think the member will find in the Criminal Code a definition of - 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Felony was changed to crime. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, that is right.  A felony is a crime. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I would like to hear what the Attorney General has to say. 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The current law operates in this way: it applies only to offences in the Criminal Code, and it is any 
crime in the Criminal Code.  Therefore, anyone convicted of a crime under the Criminal Code is disqualified from 
membership of Parliament, regardless of the penalty.  That is the effect of the current provisions.  We put forward a 
proposal.  The reason for doing that was twofold.  Firstly, we were abolishing the distinction between a crime and a 
misdemeanour in the Criminal Code, so that misdemeanours would in future be regarded as Criminal Code offences or 
crimes.  That was an important thing.  We were including a lot more within the definition of a crime.  Secondly, we 
were taking Police Act offences and putting them into the Criminal Code.  Previously, Police Act offences would not 
have disqualified a person from membership of the Legislature.  We proposed that anyone convicted of an offence that 
carried a penalty of more than five years imprisonment should be disqualified from membership of the Legislature, 
regardless of whether he was dealt with summarily or on indictment.  The amendment that was moved at the instigation 
of Hon Peter Foss - it might have even been moved by Hon Peter Foss; I am not sure -  

Ms S.E. Walker:  No, it was not.  It was moved by your party - by Hon Kim Chance. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It was at Hon Peter Foss’s instigation.  I had a discussion with Hon Peter Foss, and my 
understanding is that we picked up the intent of what he wanted.  That was to say that if a matter was dealt with 
summarily, it should not act to disqualify someone from membership of Parliament.  However, if the same offence was 
dealt with on indictment and the maximum penalty was greater than five years imprisonment - not that it was imposed 
in a particular case, but there was a conviction for which the penalty was greater than five years - it would have the 
effect of disqualification.  Again, in the sense of trying to come to a new standard, there are two points of view.  The 
first is that criminals should not be sitting in this place, regardless of how minor or major their offences are.  The other 
point of view is that it is up to the democratic process to elect people, and if the public wishes, as a result of the 
democratic election process, to elect a criminal, that is what the public wants.  They are the two extremes.  We have 
sought an accommodation in the middle by saying that those offences which carry a penalty of more than five years 
imprisonment and which are dealt with on indictment will disqualify a person.  However, if they are not dealt with on 
indictment or carry a penalty of five years imprisonment or less, a person will not be disqualified.  That is the substance 
of the change that was agreed to in the upper House and is proposed by this legislation. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I know that the Attorney General must go to a press interview, but this is an important issue. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Section 32 of the current Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 states that a person can be 
disqualified for membership of the Legislature for two reasons.  The second one is -  

has been in any part of Her Majesty’s dominions attainted or convicted of treason or felony. 

The amendment that the Government sought to make originally was to change that provision so that it would read -  

A person is disqualified for membership of the Legislature if he - 

. . .  

(b) has been convicted of an offence for which the penalty specified by a law is or includes -  

(i) imprisonment for life; or 

(ii) imprisonment for a period that may exceed 5 years. 

When we were debating this in the Assembly, it was obvious that an offence under the Criminal Code may carry a 
penalty of more than five years imprisonment, but a summary conviction for the same offence might carry a penalty of 
only, say, two years. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  There was some concern about that.  As I understand it, following the amendments moved by Hon 
Kim Chance in the upper House, those provisions that I have just quoted would be deleted and the following words 
would be inserted instead -  

has been convicted on indictment of an offence for which the indictable penalty was or included - 

(i) imprisonment for life; or 

(ii) imprisonment for more than 5 years. 
As I understand it, a person is now disqualified from permanently entering Parliament if he is convicted on indictment 
of an offence for which the indictable penalty was or included life imprisonment or more than five years imprisonment.  
Therefore, a person is not disqualified if convicted summarily of an indictable offence for which the indictable penalty 
was or included imprisonment for life or imprisonment for more than five years.  That is how I understand the current 
question. 
For clarity, I will raise briefly what was raised in the upper House, because I believe it is important that people in 
Western Australia know when they are or are not eligible for membership of the Parliament.  The Council raised the 
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question of the Spent Convictions Act regarding this issue.  Having appeared on behalf of such applicants, I think that I 
recall there was a cut-off point with the type of offence for which people could make an application for a spent 
conviction.  It would appear from debate in the Council that a person who had been convicted and disqualified under 
these new offences, if he were pardoned could become requalified and a member of Parliament, or a person could 
requalify if his conviction became spent.  Some discussion occurred in the Council between Hon Peter Foss and Hon 
Kim Chance, but the matter was not the subject of any proper legal research or opinion.  I believe it is incumbent on the 
department to look at the issue.  The Spent Convictions Act provides for application to be made in respect of a serious 
conviction and a lesser conviction.  It reads - 

For the purposes of this Act “serious conviction” means a conviction in respect of which the sentence 
imposed is -  

(a) imprisonment for more than one year or for an indeterminate period; or  
(b) a fine of $15 000 or more.  

Does this relate to any particular range or class of offences for which a person is convicted and disqualified?  That is 
what people need to know.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  My understanding is that the Spent Convictions Act would not have any impact on this provision. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  That is what I am thinking, but I do not think members in the Council thought that.  I believe that 
they thought that the spent convictions provisions would apply.  However, from looking at them, I wonder whether they 
do.  The proposition was floated in the Council.  I think it is important to clarify the matter, because people have a right 
to know.  It should be set out somewhere whether the Spent Convictions Act would apply to people who have been 
disqualified.  I merely raise that point. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Perhaps I could undertake to obtain a very clear statement of legal principle and make sure that it 
is published.  It is certainly my understanding that the Spent Convictions Act would not save somebody from the 
provisions of the Constitution that refer in clear and unequivocal terms to a conviction.   
Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 

MINES SAFETY AND INSPECTION AMENDMENT BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with an amendment. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 
On motion by Mr C.M. Brown (Minister for State Development), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendment be considered forthwith 

Council’s Amendment - Consideration in Detail 
The amendment made by the Council was as follows - 

New clause 85A, page 112, before line 1 - To insert the following new clause - 

 85A. Section 76 amended 
  Section 76 is amended by deleting all words in subsection (1) before paragraph (a) and 

inserting instead - 

  “ 
   Where a person suffers injury in an accident at a mine and is disabled by that 

accident from performing his or her duties of employment as they were being 
performed at the time the accident occurred, the manager must cause notice of the 
accident to be given - 

” 
Mr C.M. BROWN:  I move - 

That the amendment made by the Council be agreed to. 
The amendment relates to the obligations of a mine manager to report an accident that occurs at a mine site.  The 
Council’s debate on the amendment is reported in Hansard at pages 8245 to 8247.  Essentially it turns on the argument 
of whether it is appropriate for a report to be made when a person is injured at a mine site and that person continues to 
work on light duties as a result of that injury.  It was not a government amendment as such.  After, albeit fairly quick, 
consultation with interest groups involved with the legislation, the Government agreed to some redrafting to accept the 
amendment.  The amendment currently before us is the redrafted amendment.  In all these matters it is important that 
we have information about accidents.  This clause will continue to facilitate that arrangement. 
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Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  I do not think there is any difficulty with the reporting of accidents, and whether a person 
suffers an injury or is disabled as a result of the accident.  The amendment turns on a change to the wording in relation 
to what a person was doing at the time of the accident.  Section 76 of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act currently 
refers to “following his or her ordinary occupation”.  The change in wording is to “performing his or her duties of 
employment as they were being performed at the time”.  What will this change mean in practice?  If a person were 
undertaking higher duties or doing a different job, would that necessarily impact on reporting requirements?  Would an 
incident not be reported in any event even if a person was not carrying out the duties of his or her ordinary occupation? 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  The member for Kingsley is correct in saying that the words that have been included in the 
amendment require a report to be provided when someone is not able to do the duties he or she was performing at the 
time of the accident.  An issue was raised, not by the Government but by others in the other place, that a person may be 
injured and unable to do his or her current job but nevertheless be able to continue to work.  In those circumstances the 
matter should still be reported.  The mere fact that a person can move to a job that he or she was not performing at the 
time and might be unusual to them, and that has come about as a result of an injury or accident, does not mean that an 
accident should not be reported. 

One could take it to mean, in an absolutely literal sense, that if I were a mine worker and I had the skills to drive a piece 
of equipment that was rarely used, say, for only two hours a month, and I happened to be using that piece of equipment 
when I injured myself and then went back to my normal occupation, the accident would require reporting.  In my 
judgment that would be a very literal interpretation of the words.  If a person is carrying out a job and, as a result of an 
injury, is unable to do that job, he might nevertheless continue to work.  The practice in parts of the industry is to 
provide alternative work for people who are injured at work rather than those people remaining at home.  Some people 
think that is a good thing and some people think it is not such a good thing.  I believe the argument continues to rage on 
that point.  This amendment will ensure that when an accident occurs, it will be recorded and picked up.  If there is to be 
a policy argument at some point in the future, at least some reporting arrangement will be in place and some statistics 
will be available, which will enable informed debate. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 

RESERVES (NATIONAL PARKS, CONSERVATION PARKS AND NATURE RESERVES) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments.  

Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Dr J.M. Edwards (Minister for the Environment), resolved -  

That the Council’s amendments be considered forthwith.   

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows -  

No 1  

Clause 1, page 2, line 4 - To delete “and Nature Reserves” and insert instead - 

, Nature Reserves and Other Reserves 

No 2 

Clause 12, page 9, line 5 - To delete “14 429” and insert instead - 

13 745 

No 3 

Clause 12, page 10, line 9 - To delete “17 474” and insert instead - 

16 790  

No 4 

New Clause 33, page 24, after line 4 - To insert the following new clause - 

33. Class A reserve No. 48049 in the Shire of Dardanup 
(1) State forest No. 25 is amended by excising an area of about 684 ha, being part of 

the land in Lot 3000 as shown coloured green on Deposited Plan 36421. 

(2) The land in Lot 3000 as shown coloured green on Deposited Plan 36421, 
comprising an area of about 684 ha - 
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(a) is reserved under the Land Administration Act 1997 Part 4 for the purpose 
of scientific research and education; 

(b) is classified as class A reserve No. 48049; and 

(c) under the Land Administration Act 1997 Part 4, is placed under the care, 
control and management of the Conservation Commission of Western 
Australia established under the Conservation and Land Management Act 
1984 section 18. 

No 5 
Long Title, page 1 - To delete “and nature reserves” and insert instead - 

, nature reserves and other reserves    
Leave granted for the amendments to be moved together. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I move -  

That the amendments Nos 1 to 5 made by the Council be agreed to. 
I will outline some of the history of these amendments, particularly amendment No 4.  Amendment No 4 refers to that 
part of the Wellington National Park that contains the Wellington Discovery Forest.  This amendment was moved in the 
other place by Hon Dr Christine Sharp.  The Government had previously decided that the Wellington Discovery Forest 
should be incorporated into the Wellington National Park on the basis of the decision made by the community advisory 
committee for that national park.  That community-based committee had provided advice to the Government, and that 
advice was taken into account by Cabinet. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Who are the members of that advisory committee? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I think it was chaired by Councillor Rosanne Pimm.  It was made up of local people, who I would 
have to say were more brown than green.  I was somewhat surprised at its recommendation.  We used a committee that 
had been constituted under the previous Government, with very little change.   

I agree with the amendment.  As part of our discussions with Hon Christine Sharp last week, we organised for advice to 
be obtained about how this amendment could be put into effect as set out in the message.  Amendment No 4 sets out 
that this area of land, which comprises 684 hectares, will be reserved under the Land Administration Act for the purpose 
of scientific research and education.  This amendment is not entirely ideal.  Nevertheless, I believe it will not erode the 
biodiversity values of the Wellington National Park; nor will it alter the ability of the public to recreate in and otherwise 
utilise the park, so the Government will support it.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The coalition will also support these amendments, particularly amendment No 4, which deals with 
the Wellington Discovery Forest.  The Wellington Discovery Forest is a key issue and one on which I have received 
representations from the community.  As I said during consideration in detail when we first dealt with the Bill, it is 
important that we have the ability to show students and the younger generation how the forest works.  That is very 
important to the coalition.  We therefore welcome the fact that this amendment was moved in the upper House.  The 
people who contacted me about the Wellington Discovery Forest would be very happy about this amendment.  As the 
minister has outlined, she does not believe that this amendment will affect the biodiversity or conservation values of this 
area.  That is obviously a matter of concern.  If the Wellington Discovery Forest can operate in conjunction with the 
Wellington National Park, that will be a good outcome.  I will not take up any more time.  I know that the member for 
Warren-Blackwood wishes to make some comments.  I know also that the member for Vasse, who has raised this issue 
with me quite strongly and who has also received some representations on this issue, would also like to make some 
comments.  We are happy to support the amendments and believe they will assist in helping to achieve the educational 
outcomes that I have mentioned.   
During the debate on this Bill we talked about the fire management of the forest.  It is interesting that these amendments 
have come into the House today, because it gives me the opportunity to make some brief comments on an article in 
today’s paper about the fires that have broken out in this State.  We are only at the beginning of the fire season in 
Western Australia, yet a fire in the Fitzgerald River National Park has burnt out 4 300 hectares of conserved bush, and 
another fire at Millbrook Nature Reserve just east of Albany has also started.  I have not had time to compare the maps 
that have been given to me by the Departments of Conservation and Land Management with the maps that show in 
which areas controlled burning has been done and in which areas it has not.  I was in Walpole only last week and I 
talked about this issue with the community.  The communities that live in and interact with these forest areas are very 
concerned that management practices are in place to ensure that wildfires do not get out of hand.  Already this season 
4 300 hectares have been burnt out in the Fitzgerald River National Park.  As we embark on the next election campaign, 
it is a timely reminder to the minister, and also to our side of the House, of the need to ensure that proper fire 
management strategies are in place.   
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  In 1999 at the height of the debate on the Regional Forest Agreement, I remember listening to a 
caller to the Liam Bartlett show who said that some decades earlier, when she was a young person, she had walked 
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through the Beedelup National Park near Pemberton and had walked outside the park boundary into an area of 
production forest that had been so devastated by logging that it looked like a moonscape, to use her words.  
Unfortunately Liam Bartlett did not have the presence of mind to ask her whether she has since been back there to see 
whether the silvicultural practices put in place in the early days by the former Forests Department, and more recently by 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management, have been able to regenerate the forest in that area that had 
been devastated.  If he had asked her that question, I am sure the answer would have been no.  One of the tragedies of 
the Regional Forest Agreement is that there has been so much misinformation and ill-informed debate on an issue that is 
emotional, technical and scientific.  The Wellington Discovery Forest will allow people to discover at their own pace 
and in their own way whether the silvicultural practices that the Department of Conservation and Land Management 
applies to areas of jarrah and marri forest protect all the environmental values of the forest, including biodiversity, 
timber, water resources and so on.  It is for that reason that I commend the Government for seeing the light on this 
issue.  It must be Christmas; that is why we are getting a present like this.  I commend the Government for its foresight 
in accepting the proposition put by the upper House that the Wellington Discovery Forest be removed from the 
proposed Wellington National Park and be allowed to continue in its purpose as an educational resource for not just 
foresters but also the environmental movement and the wider community.  I also commend Dr Christine Sharp, who 
moved the motion to protect the Wellington Discovery Forest in this way.  That is a very wise move.   

I have said in this place previously that I could not understand what the green movement had to fear from the cessation 
of activities in the Wellington Discovery Forest, because if the foresters could not do what they claim they are able to 
do, there would be a living example of a degraded forest in the Wellington Discovery Forest area to prove to all that the 
forests cannot be regenerated adequately after logging.  Conversely, however, it was clearly a double-edged sword for 
the green movement, because if the foresters could do as good a job as they said they could do, then the public would be 
able to go to the Wellington Discovery Forest and see with their own eyes just how effective CALM’s program of 
nature protection, nature conservation and tree growth can be.  I believe this is a very good decision, because it will 
create the opportunity for both sides to see with their own eyes who is right and who is wrong in the forestry debate. 

My final comment is to thank a former senior forester with the former Forests Departments and the Department of 
Conservation and Land Management, Don Spriggins.  Don and a large number of both present and past forestry people 
have been very strongly involved in trying to protect the Wellington Discovery Forest so that it can continue its 
educational activities.  To Don I say well done.  He has achieved the goal he was hoping to achieve, and he deserves a 
lot of credit for that.  I look forward to seeing the Wellington Discovery Forest fulfilling its role of being an educational 
and scientific site that we can all visit to learn and enjoy over coming decades. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am very pleased to make some supportive comments on these amendments, and to commend the 
upper House for at least taking the time to have a good look at this proposal.  I believe very strongly that the proposal 
should be called, “The Don Spriggins Wellington Discovery Forest Centre”, because Don Spriggins, along with the 
Institute of Foresters of Australia, has been so dedicated to having this matter resolved in a sensible way over a long 
period.  The proposal for a Wellington research and educational park is a very good concept and should be replicated 
around the forest estate throughout Western Australia.  It is interesting to note from reading the debate that occurred in 
the other place that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich said the Government was not amenable to this decision.  However, I think it 
has been dragged kicking and screaming to what is a commonsense decision.  I believe quite strongly that it was 
proposed to put the Wellington Discovery Forest Centre into the Wellington National Park to placate the concerns of 
the Government’s conservation colleagues or the Greens (WA), on which it relies so much for its preferences to be 
successful in an election.  It is interesting to note that Hon Christine Sharp is yet another person who has taken up horse 
riding and, in biblical terms, has fallen off her horse and finally seen the light.  In her speech, which was a very good 
speech, she talked about having been fully briefed by not only Don Spriggins, but also Neil Burrows about the new 
concept of forest check, which has been around for recent years, and is certainly a very good program that is carried out 
by the Department of Conservation and Land Management.  I understand that Hon Christine Sharp may not be totally 
popular with some of her green supporters in the conservation movement, but at least she has taken the time to visit the 
Wellington National Park, to be taken through the conservation park, to acknowledge that yes, it was logged when the 
mill was there many years ago and that the idea of having a three-part scientific approach to using this piece of forest as 
an educational concept is a good idea.  Some logging will take place there on a 300-year rotation purely for research 
purposes, which is a good idea.  The minister should take into account places like the 100-year forest near Pemberton, 
which has been cut for over 140 years and has now been totally neglected by CALM.  A wheat crop of some 12 acres 
was planted there 140 years ago and then abandoned.  Fire passed through that area and reseeded it, which has produced 
what is now a magnificent stand of forest.  What is the Government afraid of?  Why not create another Wellington 
Discovery Forest-type arrangement in the 100-year forest?  Why not create another one of these discovery centres at 
1860 block near Carey Brook, which was devastated by fire in 1860?  Younger generations of Western Australians 
would then be able to find out more about how the forest there has evolved over time.  We have magnificent 
regenerated forests at Big Brook and Treen Brook, which were devastated by wildfire in 1930 and then clear-felled.  
There is no doubt in my mind that they are the forests of tomorrow.  Although I am a local member in that area and a 
farmer, not a forester, I know a good product when I see one.  When a person visits those areas, it certainly gives him a 
good feeling.  It seems that the conservation movement is afraid that some of these places that have been cut in the past 
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might show the true facts; that is, that the forest does grow, it does get old and die and it needs to be regenerated, and 
that fires are an important part of that process.  I am very fearful that these national parks Bills will set aside large areas 
of national park that may be condemned to devastation sometime in the future.   
I am very supportive of this set of amendments that creates the Wellington Discovery Forest Centre.   
Mr B.J. Grylls:  I would appreciate hearing some more from the member for Warren-Blackwood. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is a very important decision.  Unlike the normal process in the Legislative Council, the Greens 
have moved this motion, and Hon Christine Sharp deserves credit for that.  I notice in her press statement she said that 
the Greens (WA) are proposing that a 684-hectare site known as the Wellington Discovery Forest be made an A-class 
reserve for scientific research and education.  I am sure that the honourable member will claim the credit for that, and 
God bless her for doing so, but the real credit deserves to be laid at the foot of the Institute of Foresters and, in 
particular, Don Spriggins.  I am sure members would have to agree that Don Spriggins has certainly championed the 
cause for the Wellington research and education centre, and that is why it should be named after him.  He has been so 
persistent in his quest that he has left no stone unturned.  I give great credit to Hon Christine Sharp and the fact that she 
agreed to look at the park, which certainly changed her mind.  I just wish that the Greens had taken the opportunity to 
visit many of the other places in the forest estate around Western Australia and to be briefed by conservation and land 
management officers so that they have a better view of things, rather than just an outside view.   
In her speech, Hon Christine Sharp referred to the Inglehope forest near Dwellingup and so on, and to the excellent 
work done by Ian Ferguson, who is now one of Australia’s most eminent foresters, when he was a young forester 
stationed at Grimwade.  Ian Ferguson, if I remember correctly, was one of the professors who did some work on the 
Regional Forest Agreement, and yet the conservation movement chose to totally ignore what he said about the Regional 
Forest Agreement, the reservations of forests, what should be cut and what should be included in national parks and so 
on.  Talk about a revelation on the road to Damascus!  Yet again we have seen somebody converted, and I think that is 
good news for the conservation estate and for the forests of Western Australia.   
This 684-hectare proposal does not involve a large piece of land.  It is my wish that we can replicate this throughout the 
forest estate in the jarrah, karri and mixed areas of forest, whether it be within a national park or not.  I am very hopeful 
that one day we will get some bipartisan support in this Parliament, which may happen well after I have left this place, 
and that we have a number of these kinds of educational-type reserves throughout the forest estate.  Western Australians 
of all ages could then be educated about the evolution of the forest and what has happened in the past, and that 
knowledge may be used in future to ensure that our forests are preserved ad infinitum.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I thank the members for their comments.  I think there is merit in seeing whether Don Spriggins 
can be formally recognised in this area, and I will take that up with the relevant agencies.   

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 

HIGHER EDUCATION BILL 2003 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 
On motion by Mr A.J. Carpenter (Minister for Education and Training), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 
No. 1 

Clause 3, page 3, line 2 - To insert after “Commonwealth,” the words “for a State,”. 
No. 2 

Clause 11, page 8, after line 28 - To insert - 

 (3) A suspension or revocation under subsection (1) is to be given to the education institution in 
writing signed by the Minister and is to state the grounds relied on in making the decision. 

No. 3 

Clause 15, page 10, after line 15 - To insert - 

 (3) A suspension or revocation under subsection (1) is to be given to the non-university 
institution in writing signed by the Minister and is to state the grounds relied on in making 
the decision. 
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No. 4 

Clause 18, page 11, after line 31 - To insert - 

 (5) A right of access under subsection (4) may be exercised — 

 (a) without notice during ordinary and actual business hours on any day; or 

 (b) after giving written notice of not less than 24 hours if access is to occur at any other 
time. 

 (6) A requirement under subsection (4) — 

 (a) is to be in writing identifying the form and content of the information or described 
by reference to a class or type of information that corresponds to that in the 
requirement; and 

 (b) is to state the purpose of the requirement and require the information to an extent 
that is proportionate in scope and content to that purpose. 

No. 5 

Clause 19, page 12, after line 22 - To insert - 

 (4) A suspension or revocation under subsection (2) is to be given to the course provider in 
writing signed by the Minister and is to state the grounds relied on in making the decision. 

No. 6 

Clause 21, page 13, after line 17 - To insert - 

 (3) A determination is only to be made after having regard to the recommendation of the 
Minister for Public Sector Management. 

No. 7 

Clause 26, page 15, lines 23 and 24 - To delete the lines. 

No. 8 

Clause 26, page 15, lines 25 to 28 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

 (3) Nothing in this section affects the operation of the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891. 

No. 9 

Clause 27, page 15, line 29 to page 16, line 7 - To delete the clause. 

Leave granted for the following amendments to be moved together. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I move - 

That the amendments Nos 1 to 9 made by the Council be agreed to. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  The Opposition is happy to agree to all these amendments.  I refer to amendment No 9.  Why has it 
been agreed to delete clause 27, “Immunity from tortious liability”?  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It was agreed to delete clause 27 to provide immunity from tortious liability for the State, the 
minister and the chief executive officer or any other person acting in good faith under this Bill.  The standing committee 
had expressed concern that the clause extended too far in protecting the State from tortious liability.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I thank the minister for that explanation.  

I refer to amendments Nos 7 and 8.  Why is clause 26(2)(d) to be deleted?  It appears to provide protection for the 
purpose of answering questions in Parliament.  Will this aspect be dealt with by amendment No 8, which inserts 
reference to the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891, or does it mean that a response to a question in Parliament cannot be 
provided as a result of this clause?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am advised that in relation to disclosure of information, amendments were made to 
implement the standing committee’s recommendations 8A and 7B.  In effect, clause 26(2)(d) and (e) are deleted and 
new clause 26(3) is inserted.  The amendment will make it clear that in the disclosure of information, nothing in this 
section will affect the operation of the Parliamentary Privileges Act.  The standing committee’s view was that the law of 
parliamentary privilege provides absolute immunity to disclosures made in a parliamentary proceeding and that 
paragraphs (d) and (e) were unnecessary and overlapping with the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 
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FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 2003 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 

On motion by Mrs M.H. Roberts (Minister for Police and Emergency Services), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendments be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 11, page 7, line 29 - To insert after “loading)” the words “manufactured before 1900”. 

No 2 

Clause 11, page 7, line 30 - To insert after “missile” - 

except that it does not include a breech loading firearm, a firearm with revolving chambers or barrels, 
or a cannon 

No 3 

Clause 16, page 12, lines 3 to 6 - To delete the lines. 

No 4 

Clause 25, page 23, lines 17 and 18 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

the officer is to communicate to the Commissioner that opinion and the grounds on which it was 
formed. 

No 5 

Clause 25, page 23, after line 18 - To insert - 

 (1a) Where a person’s application for membership or renewal of membership of an approved 
shooting club or approved organization is refused or, following a grant or renewal a person’s 
membership is cancelled, an officer is to notify the Commissioner and give the reasons for 
that decision. 

 (1b) A decision made by the Commissioner is not liable to be questioned or annulled by reason 
only that it was made in full or partial reliance on information provided under subsection (1) 
or (1a) and it is subsequently shown that the information was factually incorrect but, in any 
such case, the Commissioner must reconsider the decision when so requested by the person 
affected adversely and the extent to which the decision should, or might, be varied as a result 
of the correction of those factual errors. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I seek leave to deal with all the amendments as one. 

Leave denied. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I move - 

That amendment No 1 made by the Council be agreed to. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The amendments in the message from the Legislative Council are mostly of a minor and/or 
technical nature, which is the case with the first amendment.  This Bill contains exemption provisions for certain 
firearms, particularly antique-mechanism firearms.  The definition of an antique firearm is as follows - 

 . . . means a muzzle loading firearm (including a percussion lock handgun that is muzzle loading) that uses 
black powder to propel a shot, bullet, or other missile; 

The amendment proposes to include the words “manufactured before 1900”.  I can only assume that the amendment 
deals with the issue of people being able to manufacture guns, even in this modern age, that are replicas of antique-
mechanism firearms.  This will provide certain exemptions for those antique firearms provided they are manufactured 
before 1900.  That is an entirely reasonable amendment.  
Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 

Council’s amendment No 2 agreed to. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I move -  
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That amendment No 3 made by the Council be agreed to.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Clause 16 of the Bill inserts section 15A, which requires that for a person or body to be an 
accredited society of collectors it must, firstly, be incorporated under the commonwealth Corporations Act 2001 and the 
Associations Incorporation Act 1987.  The amendment deletes that part of the clause.  As I read proposed section 15A, 
the amendment means that for a person or body to be an accredited society of collectors, one of its purposes must be to 
facilitate the study, preservation or collection of hand guns in particular or hand guns and other firearms.  Will the 
minister tell me why the requirement to be incorporated under the commonwealth Corporations Act and the 
Associations Incorporation Act has been deleted?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The opportunity has been taken by parliamentary counsel to address a minor drafting error 
contained in clause 16 of the Bill, which creates new section 15A.  The clause provides that under new section 15A(1) 
the Commissioner of Police may approve a body or persons, whether incorporated or unincorporated, as an accredited 
society of collectors.  Without this amendment the new section 15A(2) would be inconsistent with this in that it 
specifies that such a society is to be an incorporated body.  The requirement for that amendment was noticed when the 
Bill was in the Legislative Council.  It was considered appropriate that, for the sake of consistency, the commissioner be 
able to approve those societies of collectors, regardless of whether or not they were incorporated.  

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I move  - 

That amendment No 4 made by the Council be agreed to. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This amendment relates to clause 25, “Section 23BA inserted”, which provides for disclosure of 
certain information by approved club and organisation members of their view of the fitness or otherwise of a club 
member to hold a firearm licence.  The Bill did not require a club officer as a matter of course to provide the 
Commissioner of Police with his view regarding certain persons in the club and their fitness to hold a firearm licence.  
In fact proposed section 23BA(1)(b) reads in part - 

nothing prevents the officer in good faith from informing the Commissioner of that opinion.   
“That opinion” is the opinion of the approved club officer regarding fitness or otherwise of a member of that club to 
hold a firearm licence.  The amendment reads - 

the officer is to communicate to the Commissioner that opinion and the grounds on which it was formed. 
The current situation will change from a club officer having the option to communicate his view to the Commissioner of 
Police to a situation whereby a club officer is now required as a matter of law to communicate that view to the 
Commissioner of Police.  It makes a good deal of sense to require a club officer whose opinion it is that one of his club 
members is unstable and is not a fit and proper person to hold a firearms licence to communicate that view to the 
Commissioner of Police in all good faith.  That is my view and the view of this Parliament also.  Of course, the police 
would then take the appropriate action.  With those few words, the Opposition supports this amendment. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  In addition to what the member for Kalgoorlie has said, one of the concerns of the sporting 
clubs and organisations was that they could be subjected to civil litigation.  Concerns were raised about the club passing 
judgment on people, and those people potentially taking civil litigation against the club or organisation.  This proposed 
amendment will provide protection from such civil litigation and criminal prosecution when the advice is passed to the 
police in good faith.  Hon Robin Chapple in the other place introduced these amendments.  As the member for 
Kalgoorlie said, the responsible officer will have to communicate that opinion to the Commissioner of Police, but the 
Bill provides protection for individuals who provide that information in good faith. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Although the Opposition supports this amendment, I add that it is not a failsafe amendment because 
it deals with a person’s opinion.  It is very difficult to prove in a court of law the opinion an individual may or may not 
have had at a particular time.  The clause with which we are dealing requires a person to communicate that opinion to 
the Commissioner of Police.  However, a court of law could not avail itself of that opinion if the person in question 
indicated a contrary opinion.  Although it is a good amendment and it sends a clear message to club officials, it is not 
fail-safe.  However, the message it sends is that if an official of a firearms dealer or gun club forms the opinion that one 
of its members is an unfit person and is perhaps mentally unstable and should not be in the possession of a firearms 
licence, the official has a legal obligation to communicate that opinion to the police commissioner.  Of course, nobody 
could prove what opinion a person may or may not have had, if the person had not communicated that opinion to 
someone else.  Nonetheless, the message is clear. 
Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I move - 

That amendment No 5 made by the Council be agreed to. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This amendment is a slight variation to amendment No 4.  As I said, amendment No 4 deals with 
the issue of a club official’s view that a club member is an unfit person to hold a firearms licence.  Amendment No 5 
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deals with the issue of a club that refuses to grant or renew a firearms licence to a potential club member or even an 
existing club member.  Presumably the club would arrive at that view for specific reasons.  This amendment requires 
the club to communicate to the Commissioner of Police the specific reasons for refusing to grant or renew a person’s 
club membership.  We would expect the Commissioner of Police to have a closer look at that individual’s fitness to 
hold a firearms licence.  Once again, this is a fairly reasonable amendment.  It will go some way towards protecting the 
community. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This amendment, which we support, was also proposed by Hon Robin Chapple in the other 
place.  Essentially it deals with two issues: club shopping and the requirement for the Commissioner of Police to review 
a decision that was based on information that was later claimed to be factually incorrect.  Club shopping is the 
behaviour of a person who has been refused membership of a gun club and who then seeks membership of another club.  
This amendment will strengthen the clause by requiring clubs to notify the Commissioner of Police not only when a 
person has been expelled from a club, but also when a membership application has been refused.  That is important 
information for the Commissioner of Police to have.  The Commissioner of Police will be made aware of a subsequent 
notification that another club has refused a person’s application.  The benefit of this is that when a person’s application 
is eventually accepted by a club, the commissioner can take into account the previous refusals when determining 
whether the person is a fit and proper person to hold a firearms licence.  This amendment provides for a commissioner’s 
review. 

Amendment No 5 ensures that should the commissioner refuse an application for renewal of a firearms licence, based 
on information provided by a shooting club or approved organisation that is later claimed to be factually incorrect, the 
commissioner is to review the decision at the request of the affected applicant or licence holder.  This provision does 
not preclude the applicant or licence holder from separately appealing against the commissioner’s decision in the Court 
of Petty Sessions - or the State Administrative Tribunal in the near future - in accordance with section 22 of the 
Firearms Act. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 

COMMUNITY PROTECTION (OFFENDER REPORTING) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with an amendment. 

Consideration in Detail - Motion 
On motion by Mrs M.H. Roberts (Minister for Police and Emergency Services), resolved - 

That the Council’s amendment be considered in detail forthwith. 

Council’s Amendment - Consideration in Detail 
The amendment made by the Council was as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 24, page 19, in the first paragraph of column 2 - To delete “30” and insert instead “53”. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I move -  

That amendment No 1 made by the Council be agreed to. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This amendment arose from debate in the original consideration in detail, during which I brought to 
the minister’s attention what I considered to be an anomaly in the original Bill.  The anomaly to which I refer can be 
found in the second column on page 19, part 3, division 1 in clause 24.  I preface my remarks by saying that this part of 
the Bill deals with the requirement for a reportable offender to report personal details that are to be processed.  To 
refresh members’ memories, the Bill with which we are dealing creates a sex offender register, with particular emphasis 
on those people who have committed sex crimes against children.  Under this Bill those people, upon conviction and/or 
release from jail, are required to present themselves and all their personal details to the police.  Those details might 
include a person’s current employment, the name he is currently using, the registration number of his car, any 
organisations with which he is involved that might involve children, and a host of other personal information.  The 
anomaly I pointed out to the minister during the consideration in detail was in column 2, which states that a reportable 
offender will be required to report - 

Within 60 days after the commencement day or, if he or she is given written notice of his or her reporting 
obligations within 30 days after that day, within 7 days after he or she is given that notice.   

It was decided that that clause was confusing, to say the least, and was perhaps not workable.  I note that the minister 
has changed the 30-day period to 53 days.  In combination with the final seven days that totals 60 days.  I am pleased 
that the minister has taken on board my concerns, and that she has acted on those concerns in the amendment now 
presented to the House.  The Opposition will of course support the amendment. 
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I thank the member for Kalgoorlie for those comments and for his support of the legislation.  No 
pun is intended when I say that this is very detailed legislation.  Some changes were made to the legislation to make it 
tougher legislation than the national model, and to include shorter reporting periods.  When that was done, some of the 
calculations that were made were not what they should have been.  The member for Kalgoorlie pointed out the anomaly.  
When the legislation was considered in detail, I said at the time that the Government would consider the matter and look 
to redress it when the Bill was sent to the Legislative Council.  I understand that the member for Kalgoorlie was 
consulted about the amendment when it was before the Legislative Council.  I am very pleased that he picked up the 
anomaly, and I am very happy to have facilitated the amendment being made in the Legislative Council.  I am happy to 
support it, and I thank the member for his support of the Bill.  

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to.  

The Council acquainted accordingly.  

AUSTRALIAN CRIME COMMISSION (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL 2003 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Ms M.M. Quirk (Parliamentary Secretary), read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the parliamentary secretary.  

Second Reading 
MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen - Parliamentary Secretary) [12.51 pm]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a second time. 
This Bill implements a key element of the agreement reached by Australian government leaders at the Summit on 
Terrorism and Multi-jurisdiction Crime in 2002, and forms part of a national cooperative scheme to combat serious and 
organised crime in this country.  At the leaders’ summit, consideration was given to enhancing the national framework 
to deal with transnational crime.  Agreement was also reached to replace the National Crime Authority with the 
Australian Crime Commission and for the new body to incorporate the Australian Bureau of Criminal Intelligence and 
the Office of Strategic Crime Assessments.  The rationale behind this change is that the capacity of the NCA to 
expeditiously respond to emerging threats in the criminal environment was hampered by an overly complex legislative 
regime of references and unwieldy formal consultation requirements between the States and Commonwealth. 

The NCA was established in 1984 to coordinate and lead a national law enforcement response to organised crime.  The 
NCA was intended to overcome the barriers to and limitations on effective law enforcement caused by jurisdictional 
boundaries.  Its operations provided for state participation.  The operation of the NCA in Australia was underpinned by 
a commonwealth Act and complementary enabling legislation in each State and Territory.  In Western Australia that 
legislation is the National Crime Authority (State Provisions) Act 1985.  The state provisions Act extended the 
jurisdiction of the NCA to Western Australian offences that had no link to an offence against commonwealth law.  The 
leaders’ summit agreed to establish the ACC through a cooperative legislative scheme similar to that which existed for 
the NCA.  Pursuant to the leaders’ summit agreement, the Commonwealth Government enacted the Australian Crime 
Commission Act 2002, which had effect from 1 January 2003.  The ACC is now in operation and has an office in 
Western Australia, and has been operating without underpinning state legislation since January 2003.   

In the course of discussions between state and commonwealth officials to implement the Council of Australian 
Governments agreement, Western Australia expressed some concerns that the initial proposals did not give the ACC the 
capacity to investigate in its own right.  Happily, subsequent revision of the proposals now permits this to occur.  This is 
gratifying because it is our view, and that of the other States, that an intelligence-gathering function conducted in 
isolation is not as effective as that done in conjunction with investigative powers and focus.  The commonwealth Act 
replicates the powers that were available to the former NCA and enables them to be used for both the ACC’s 
investigative role and its new criminal intelligence role.  The commonwealth Act enables the ACC to operate nationally 
to investigate criminal activities with a commonwealth jurisdictional aspect.  However, as a national body dealing with 
serious and organised crime, the ACC relies heavily on cooperation from state and territory police agencies and other 
commonwealth agencies.   
The commonwealth legislation establishes a board responsible for determining national criminal intelligence priorities, 
overseeing the strategic direction of the ACC and authorising intelligence operations, investigations and the use of 
special powers.  The board comprises the police commissioners of the eight States and Territories; the Commissioner of 
Police of the Australian Federal Police, who is also the chair of the board; the secretary to the Attorney-General’s 
Department; the Chief Executive Officer of the Australian Customs Service; the Chairperson of the Australian 
Securities and Investments Commission; the Director-General of Security who holds office under the Australian 
Security Intelligence Organisation Act 1979; and the Chief Executive Officer of the ACC.  The operation of the board is 
subject to oversight by the ministerial intergovernmental committee, known as the IGC-ACC.  The IGC-ACC 
comprises the commonwealth, state and territory police and justice ministers and oversees the ACC by monitoring its 
work and board as well as providing broad direction.  Whereas the NCA’s ability to conduct hearings using coercive 
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powers and investigations was dependent on a ministerial referral and the approval of the IGC, the new legislation 
enables the ACC to conduct its own investigations and use its coercive powers on the approval of the ACC board.  The 
board can also authorise the use of coercive powers for special intelligence operations or investigations.  Those powers 
are exercised by independent statutory officers called examiners.  However, as a check and balance, the IGC-ACC has 
the power to revoke a determination of the board that allows coercive powers to be used.  The National Crime Authority 
(State Provisions) Act 1985 became redundant upon the commencement of the commonwealth ACC Act.  State 
legislation is required to complement the commonwealth Act, allow appropriate ACC investigations and examinations 
in this State and ensure that the ACC is empowered to conduct investigations and intelligence operations relating to 
state offences, including state offences without a federal aspect.  It is almost an operational certainty that in the course 
of investigating offences with a federal aspect, the commission of offences of a purely state nature will also be 
disclosed.   

To further the legislative regime to be implemented by the States and Territories, the intergovernmental committee 
instructed the national parliamentary counsels committee to draft a model Bill.  The Bill before the House is based on 
that model Bill, with necessary modifications to fit within our statutory framework.  Essentially, the differences 
between the National Crime Authority (State Provisions) Act 1985 and this Bill are a reflection of the old and new 
commonwealth legislation.  The special powers provided to the NCA, including search warrant powers and the use of 
coercive examination powers, are incorporated in the Bill and will provide for the ACC’s use of those powers for both 
its investigatory and criminal intelligence-gathering roles.  However, the ACC will have access to the special powers for 
a state investigation or intelligence operation only when it is authorised by the board.   

Broadly, the Bill will provide for the operation of the ACC in Western Australia, and will enable intelligence operations 
and investigations into relevant criminal activity involving state offences, irrespective of whether those offences have a 
federal aspect.  It will also allow for consequential changes to nine other Acts, which are required as a result of the 
replacement of the NCA with the ACC.  The definition in the Bill of “serious and organised crime” is the same as the 
equivalent definition in the commonwealth Act except for certain offences under the commonwealth Proceeds of Crime 
Act 2002 that are not relevant in a state context.  The offences listed in the definition of “serious and organised crime” 
in this Bill mirror the offences the former NCA could investigate, with the addition of offences involving firearms and 
cybercrime.  The offence of cybercrime has been added to enable the ACC to respond to this emerging issue, and 
firearms offences have been included to ensure that the ACC has a clear power to investigate the illegal trafficking of 
firearms.  The definition of “serious and organised crime” covers a listed offence which is punishable by three or more 
years imprisonment and which is not committed in the course of a genuine industrial dispute of a specified kind.  The 
range of serious offences included within the definition of “serious and organised crime” will ensure that the ACC has a 
broad basis on which to undertake its investigatory and criminal intelligence functions.   

The Bill provides for the functions and powers of the ACC, the board and the chief executive officer to exist under state 
law. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  

[Continued on page 8654.] 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

AAA CREDIT RATING 

739. Mr C.J. BARNETT to the Premier:  

I refer the Premier to the recent warning by credit rating agency Standard and Poor’s that the Government’s pre-election 
spending spree could leave the AAA credit rating at risk.   

(1) Is the Premier aware that he and his ministers have made announcements worth more than $2 billion since the 
May budget?   

(2) Does the Government have a financial plan for these commitments or, as Standard and Poor’s has warned, will 
Western Australia’s AAA credit rating be threatened?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 
(1)-(2) Yes, we have a plan.  The plan is to ensure that we keep our AAA credit rating and that we do not do what 

happened under the previous Government, which produced five deficits in eight budgets.  That is the record of 
the previous Government.  We are committed to ensuring that Western Australia keeps its AAA credit rating.  
We have an excellent record in balancing the revenue side and the expenditure side of government to ensure 
that the needs of our community are met, particularly in health, education and policing.  Of course we have in 
recent times reduced taxation in those important areas of stamp duty, payroll tax and land tax because the 
capacity was available to us.  We have done all that and $400 million has been taken off state debt.   
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I believe that the Treasurer recently published a document that indicated that when it comes to spending, there 
is no comparison with the Leader of the Opposition.  He has a promise for every person in Western Australia, 
but he has no plan for the future of Western Australia.   

Several members interjected. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The public understands that the Government must be responsible about finances, and we have been.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We have taken a responsible approach to the management of finances, as confirmed by the credit 
rating agencies when they indicated that we had been prudent in the way in which we dealt with finances.   

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No matter how hard the Leader of the Opposition tries to deny it, everyone knows that he took no 
account of financial responsibility when he was Minister for Education.  No matter how hard the Liberals try, they will 
not be able to avoid the simple fact that they had five deficits out of eight budgets.  No matter how hard the Liberals try, 
they will not be able to avoid the fact that when things got tough, they flogged off another asset.  We have not had 
privatisation.  We have had good financial management.  We have reduced state debt.  We have had record capital 
works expenditure to build the infrastructure of Western Australia.  We have preserved the AAA credit rating.  On the 
question of financial management - 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the Opposition! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  On the question of financial management, we are happy to have that debate, and we will beat the 
Opposition on that debate.   

SEAWATER DESALINATION PROJECT 

740. Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN to the Premier:  
Can the Premier tell the House what the consequences would be for Perth if the seawater desalination project at 
Kwinana did not proceed?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 
There is a simple -  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   

The SPEAKER:  I call to order the Leader of the Opposition.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is a simple answer to that question.  I can answer it in one word and that is “dire”.  The 
consequences for Perth would be dire.  I indicate to the House that I have checked these figures.  At the end of winter 
2001, our dam levels were at 183 gigalitres, or 27 per cent.  Currently they are at 243 gigalitres, or 36 per cent.  The 
figures on dam inflow indicate that up to 1975 we received 360 gigalitres in our dams every year; from 1975 to 1998 we 
received 180 gigalitres on average; from 1998 to 2004 we received 120 gigalitres; and the average over the past four 
years has been 82 gigalitres.  Western Australia has a dry climate and it is becoming drier.  We cannot rely on our dams 
to supply water to Perth in the future.  There is also enormous pressure on the underground water provided through 
aquifers, and we are getting continual reports about that pressure.   

We need the desalination plant.  There is no doubt that if we do not have the desalination plant, in two years Western 
Australia will face the prospect of complete sprinkler bans, as has occurred in Sydney and Melbourne.  What does that 
mean, Leader of the Opposition?  That means that 7 000 jobs in the nursery and horticultural industries would be lost.  
That means that $700 000 would be taken out of the turnover of those industries.  We have seen the devastation of the 
nursery and horticultural industries in Melbourne and Sydney.  That is what the Opposition is putting at risk with its 
philosophy and approach.  We have made it clear that the 45 gigalitres that will be produced at the desalination plant - 
an extra 17 per cent for Perth’s integrated water supply system - are vital.  They are vital for the future of Perth and its 
amenity and they are vital for our nursery and horticultural industries.  This Opposition has no plan for the future.   

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It has a promise for all the interest groups, but it has no plan for the future.  The desalination plant is 
absolutely vital.  Under the Liberal Party there will be complete sprinkler bans, 7 000 job losses in the nursery and 
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horticultural industries and $700 000 will be taken out of those industries on a per annum basis.  That is how important 
those industries are.  Members opposite are playing Russian roulette with the future of Perth.  They are playing Russian 
roulette with the people who work in the nursery and horticultural industries.  When it comes to the future -   
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Mr Speaker -  
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   
The SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the second time.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  When it comes to the future of Perth and the future of Western Australia, people can rely on only 
one political party, and it is currently in government in Western Australia.   

ELECTIVE SURGERY WAITING LIST 

741. Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN to the Minister for Health:  
I refer the minister to letters such as the one I am holding up which are being sent by the Department of Health to 
patients who are stuck on the elective surgery waiting list and which announce a new strategy to prioritise surgery for 
waitlist patients.   

(1) Is the minister aware that under this so-called new strategy, patients in severe pain will be totally struck off the 
waiting list if they do not fill in a form by a set date, cannot attend hospital for surgery on a set date and do not 
want to be transferred to another hospital?   

(2) Will the minister concede that he is now forcing people off waiting lists in an attempt to make the numbers 
look better in the lead-up to the election?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
I thank the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party for the question.   

(1)-(2) I advise the House that during 2004 there has been a dramatic reduction in the number of people waiting for 
elective surgery in Western Australia.  We are experiencing an all-time low in the number of people waiting 
for elective surgery in the State.  We have also driven down the time that people are waiting for their surgery.  
One of the great initiatives we have taken as a means of achieving that is what we refer to as the ambulatory 
day surgery initiative, which is being driven particularly from Osborne Park Hospital and Armadale-Kelmscott 
Memorial Hospital.  It is being done with the knowledge and concurrence of the Commonwealth.  We can 
offer people their elective surgery at an earlier time.  For instance, people with cataracts can be offered surgery 
as soon as they want it.  We can also tell them that, if they are prepared to have their surgery conducted under 
this new initiative, their waiting time will be minimal and they can have it conducted at a time that suits them.  
That is the process we are engaged in.  For the first half of this year the Government committed $10 million to 
address the elective surgery waiting list issue in Western Australia.  That has been tremendously successful in 
reducing the number of people on the list, particularly those who have been waiting longer than clinically 
desirable for their surgery.  The Government then announced a further $12 million for the current financial 
year; that is, well into next year.  It is to provide for the ambulatory surgery initiative, which is for people who 
need day procedures.  Many of the procedures are not the things that are on the official waitlist.  I am referring 
to procedures such as colonoscopies.  People have waited far too long for a colonoscopy.  We have established 
this procedure so people who are waiting can have it done quickly.  That is of the essence when it comes to 
colonoscopies.  Endoscopy procedures are also included.  Hundreds of Western Australians who would 
otherwise be faced with a significant wait are now getting their procedures done more expeditiously as a result 
of the efficiencies we are introducing.  If people need surgery, we need to be told.  If people want it done 
quickly, they should tell us because we will be able to facilitate it for them.  If the Liberal Party wants to talk 
about this in this place in the face of record reductions in the number of people on the waitlist and the time 
they wait, and then complain about someone being offered surgery at a different hospital from the one 
previously indicated, it does not have much to complain about. 

ELECTIVE SURGERY WAITING LIST 

742. Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question.  Is it reasonable to give people just eight days notice to reply or risk being taken off 
the waitlist and missing out on vital surgery?  That is what this does. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
Absolute rubbish!  We all know that we cannot believe a word that the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party says.  It gets 
better than that.  Not only should we not believe anything he says, we should start from the presumption that what he 
says is false.  I do on this occasion.  Nobody will be struck off the waitlist on eight days notice. 
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ELECTION PROMISES BY THE COALITION 

743. Mr A.D. McRAE to the Treasurer: 
I refer to the coalition’s recent swag of promises.  Can Western Australians really afford them? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for those promises.  He throws money 
away every day as if it were confetti, just as he did when he was in government.  As was the case when he was in 
government, he has no respect for financial management considerations.  A person has only to ask Richard Court.  If the 
Leader of the Opposition wants to know why people in his party are so disloyal as to leak confidential campaign plans, 
he has only to look to his record of disloyalty to Richard Court, the then Treasurer, on the question of finances.  He was 
disloyal to his then Treasurer and he is being paid back in kind as Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition does not worry about the fact that he has a divided team and 
disloyalty?   
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I call to order the member for Warren-Blackwood and the member for Nedlands. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The coalition has announced more than 350 promises in recent years.  Those announcements are 
worth billions of dollars.  It is already over the $2 billion mark.  It has more than 300 promises still to be costed.  They 
are all to be funded; there is no coherent financial planning whatsoever.  Only this week another $240 million of 
unfunded promises were made.  The Leader of the Opposition then visited the 500 Club with another string of unfunded 
commitments, including the reversal of our public sector reforms to cut waste and duplication.  Those reforms will save 
$170 million a year.  That is important news for taxpayers.  This must be the first Opposition in history to promise to 
reinstate waste and duplication in the public sector!  Normally Oppositions promise to cut it, but this Opposition is 
promising to reinstate waste and duplication.  The Leader of the Opposition does not want to be open and accountable 
about his plans.  He is trying to sneak to the election with minimal scrutiny of his hidden agenda.  However, we have 
seen a few fragments emerge, and not just from the secret campaign plans.  Some have emerged on the Paul Murray 
program when the Leader of the Opposition said he would cut health by $400 million!  Imagine that!  He also wants to 
cut the desalination project by a similar amount.  That is consistent with what he told the Sunday Times.  He told the 
newspaper that he would slash spending in the public sector.   
We cannot go on like this as we go to the election.  We must have some form of coherent financial plan from the Leader 
of the Opposition.  It should be wine and coffee proof as well, just like his proposed message cards!  After all, the 
Leader of the Opposition has form.  Look at his record in government: the Oakajee mirage, the Windimurra collapse 
and the Dampier to Bunbury pipeline privatisation fiasco.  The list goes on.  He was a senior minister in a Government 
that delivered five deficits in eight budgets.  That Government ran down government services and shrank the economy 
in its last year in office.  This Government has delivered $1 billion in tax cuts to power the economy and create jobs.  
We are making an investment in sustainable growth for the future and spending $1.5 billion a year in new money on 
health, education, law and order and disability services.  All our commitments are fully funded; we have a sustainable 
financial plan and we will keep the State’s AAA credit rating.  We have a record that we can be proud of.  It is real and 
authentic, and it has not been devised by a marketing company.  On the question of marketing companies, let us look at 
what one says about the Liberal Opposition.  It says that the party is seen as internally conflicted.  That is official advice 
to the Liberal Party.  It also says that the leader’s profile is low and there are mixed perceptions.  I think that is a rather 
kind description of the way in which the Leader of the Opposition is viewed.  It also states that there is no 
understanding by the public of the party’s vision and values and its core policies.  Admittedly, that advice was given to 
the Liberal Party in February 2004.  It is quite clear that nothing has changed.  The party has had a whole year but it has 
gone nowhere.  The advice it received from its marketing consultants in February 2004 is still absolutely correct.  There 
is no way that this lot opposite can be elected.  They are a risk to the State’s economy and finances and the public will 
not wear them. 

POLICE RESPONSE TIMES 

744. Mr M.J. BIRNEY to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
I refer the minister to the Australian Labor Party’s pre-election policy, “More Police, Better Policing”, which states - 

Labor will . . . set clear targets for all police response times . . .  

(1) Is the minister aware that this year police took more than double the target time to attend a scene at which an 
offender with a history of psychiatric problems was threatening to shoot himself and others and that by the 
time police arrived they could not locate the offender?   

(2) Is the minister further aware that last year police took two hours - 15 times the target response time - to 
respond to an attempted home invasion in progress? 
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(3) Is the minister also aware that this year police took more than 10 hours to respond to a domestic incident and 
that by the time they arrived no-one was home? 

(4) Will the minister now admit that the 28 000 calls for police assistance that were not responded to within target 
time frames last year were a direct result of all 14 police districts operating below their authorised strength? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
(1)-(4) I am certainly aware of our policy “more police, better policing” and I am proud to have delivered on that.  We 

have some 250 more police over and above attrition.  We have put through the Police Academy at Joondalup 
more than 1 000 additional police officers to deliver on the 250 police officers over and above attrition.  We 
have also increased the police operating budget by some 39 per cent; that is, about $160 million more than the 
previous Government’s last budget.  I am also aware that in the last completed financial year, crime was down 
by eight per cent across the board and in the last three-month quarter ending in September there was a 15 per 
cent reduction in crime compared with the quarter before.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Warren-Blackwood to order for the second time. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That is nearly 10 000 fewer offences - 10 000 fewer victims of crime - in a three-month period.   
Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  No-one believes you. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Kingsley can throw gratuitous insults if she likes, but she should look at the 
police web site, ask the Commissioner of Police, have a look at the official statistics and then come into this Chamber 
and apologise.   
The member for Kalgoorlie has referred to a number of incidents.  I suspect that these are the very incidents that I 
outlined to the Opposition in answer to question on notice 2477 by Hon Ray Halligan on 19 October.  I provided some 
statistics but, unfortunately, he has chosen to misinterpret a number of them.  The fact is that the computer aided 
dispatch and communications services system - CADCOM - that the previous Government left us with was inadequate.  
Mr M.J. Birney:  So it’s the computer’s fault! 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, it is the Opposition’s fault.   
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is no question that there were only 14 priority 1 incidents in the course of the past year, 
and I outlined some of those incidents to the member for Kalgoorlie.  Often the response to a priority 1 call-out is not 
recorded at the time, partly because the communication lines are busy and partly because police are far more 
preoccupied with responding to the incident than they are with reporting the time of the call-out.  On a priority 1 call-
out, the dispatch vehicle is quite often not the first vehicle on the scene.  For example, I looked into one incident in 
which it was said that it took 99 minutes to respond to a priority 1 incident in Bassendean when, in fact, the manual 
records indicated that the response time was only two minutes.  We are delivering more and better policing.  It is 
obvious that with the new commissioner’s emphasis on front-line policing, complemented by the additional 250 officers 
on the front line and the 39 per cent increase in the operating budget, the Police Service of Western Australia is 
delivering.   

LIMITATION ACT AMENDMENTS 

745. Mrs D.J. GUISE to the Minister for Health: 
Will the minister inform the House what the amendments to the Limitation Act mean for the future of obstetrics in 
Western Australia and how they will help the victims of child sex abuse? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
As I am sure all members opposite know, Western Australia has the most restrictive common law limitation regime of 
any country in the world.  Members will know that the general regime, with the exception of asbestos-related injuries, is 
that people have six years to take legal action and there is no capacity whatsoever to extend that very rigid limitation 
period.  This has caused an injustice to many Western Australians and problems to many others.  The injustice has 
occurred mainly in the areas of latent injury and disease.  People who have suffered child sex abuse, and whose 
problems manifest themselves later in life as a result of that abuse, do not have the capacity to take legal action in 
Western Australia.  Similarly, for people suffering from injuries due to chemical exposure that manifest themselves 
later, there is no prospect of their being able to take legal action for compensation because of the limitation laws.  
Obstetrics is perhaps the best example for people for whom simple problems have been created.  We are all aware that 
currently doctors can be sued up to 24 years after the delivery of a child.  No-one believes that is just or fair and, of 
course, it has tremendous repercussions for the practice of obstetrics; it is driving up the cost of obstetrics and young 
doctors are being discouraged from undertaking the practice. 
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Ms S.E. Walker:  Why did you wait until the very last week to introduce the legislation? 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  These are the people holding it up. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, the Opposition is holding it up.   

Mr Speaker, I will go back to the beginning of the obstetrics issue, due to the fact that I was interrupted. 

We are all aware of problems that are created by the ability to sue doctors 24 years after delivery of a baby.  I think 
everyone in this House agrees that that is an unacceptable situation.  The costs from having a 24-year tail, particularly 
of insurance, are such that we cannot -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Mr Speaker, this is a serious matter and I want to answer the question that has been posed.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The costs that are being imposed on mothers, families and the health system - 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The costs that are imposed upon mothers, families and the health system as a result of insurance 
premiums to cover the 24-year tail are unacceptable.  Young doctors are being put off the practice of obstetrics and, in 
the not too distant future, country areas, the private sector and ultimately the government sector in Western Australia 
will experience a significant shortage of obstetricians.  That shortage will compromise the health care of Western 
Australian mothers and their babies unless action is taken to fix this problem.   

The Liberals in the Legislative Council have turned their backs on mothers and doctors in Western Australia by 
throwing out that legislation earlier this week.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is absolutely disgraceful! 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You were offered a deal to get it through; you declined it.  It’s on your neck. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Is it?  The Opposition does not really care about fixing the problem, does it? 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I am sure the Leader of the Opposition is now finished with that outburst. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Leader of the Opposition gave a personal guarantee to doctors, the Australian Medical 
Association and the Royal Australian and New Zealand College of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists that the Liberal 
Party supported this legislation and that it would pass through the Parliament.  What happened when it went to the 
Legislative Council?  Liberal Party members lined up to defeat the legislation.  They referred it to a committee with two 
or three days of Parliament left with the sole intention of killing it.  We all know, because we know what is happening 
around the place - 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Untrue!  Tell the truth for a change. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Is that not true?  Is the Leader of the Opposition rejecting that?  Who moved the motion to refer it 
to a committee in the knowledge that with the prorogation of Parliament it would be rejected and defeated? 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Your Labor members did not oppose the Bill going to a committee. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, they did.  Have a read of Hansard.  They said they did not support it. 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Where is it?  Show the division!  Show the results!   
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Hon Peter Foss moved that the Bill be sent off to a committee for the purposes of killing the Bill.   
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  And your lot didn’t oppose it. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That is an untruth that was run by Hon Norman Moore on ABC radio at 7.00 am yesterday.  When 
the ABC was rung and told it was not true and that the proposal was opposed by the Labor Party to refer it to a 
committee, even the ABC pulled it from its news bulletins because it knew that it was untrue.   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  You didn’t defeat it.  You didn’t even vote on it.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Squealing!  The Opposition should pass this legislation because it is good legislation.   
Yesterday I was out and about at King Edward Memorial Hospital and Fremantle Hospital talking to doctors and people 
involved in the health system who feel anger towards the Liberal Party for two reasons.  First, doctors know that this 
legislation is important to the future practice of medicine in Western Australia.  Indeed, it is one of the most important 
pieces of legislation to be considered by this Parliament so far as the delivery of medical services in Western Australia 
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is concerned.  The second reason, and the reason that they are livid - I am not referring to obstetricians - is that they feel 
betrayed by the Liberal Party, because despite saying that it would support this legislation and ensure that it was passed, 
when it came to the Parliament the Liberal Party did the exact opposite.  I do not know whether the Liberal Party did 
that because of a deliberate desire to torpedo health care in Western Australia, to make things a bit difficult for the 
Government, which sponsored the legislation, or to stick one up its own leader.  Whatever the reason, it is a political 
stunt that is totally unacceptable.  This legislation must be passed.  I make this point: I welcome the suggestion that has 
come from the Liberal Party - obviously because of intense pressure - to recall the Bill from the committee in order to 
pass it.  The Bill is complicated.  It has taken from the time a discussion paper was issued by me in 2002 and 
discussions with all the relevant interest groups to be able to -  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  If it’s complicated, Parliament should look at it.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Leader of the Opposition should not have voted for it unless he supported it.   

Several opposition members interjected.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Opposition is squealing too much.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I have never seen such an incompetent Government.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Let us look at the incompetence of the Opposition.  It gave a written promise to doctors on which 
it then reneged.  The word of the Leader of the Opposition cannot be trusted, because he gave and broke the promise.  
He is not an honourable person, and he knows it.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I welcome the suggestion - obviously given as a result of enormous pressure from the medical 
profession, if not the wider community - to recall the Bill from the committee so that it can be passed in the Legislative 
Council.  I make this point: the Bill is complicated.  It took two years to formulate.  However, we have got the balance 
right.  The Opposition has not suggested in either this or the other House that any matter requires consideration, let 
alone amendment.  If issues can be identified, we will address them.  I do not believe that there are any such issues.  
Nobody has pointed to a single issue that must be dealt with or further considered or amended.  That is the test of 
whether the legislation is good.  I will make available to every member of the upper House government experts in the 
area of tort law so that they can throw their questions to those experts and be fully briefed and informed.  I welcome the 
proposal to bring the Bill back to the Legislative Council.  That is the least that can be done.   

It has been suggested that the Bill should be split; however, that cannot be done.  This legislation will move all legal 
actions from an old regime, which is discredited, to a new regime.  The Bill is not amenable to removing the provisions 
that deal with obstetrics and to their being dealt with in isolation.  The whole Bill deals with the totality of limitations 
law reform.  Therefore, although I appreciate that the suggestion of dividing the Bill was done as a face-saving gesture 
by Liberal Party colleagues in the upper House, unfortunately, technically it cannot be done.  I urge the upper House, 
particularly the Liberal Party members, to show a bit of common decency.  I urge the Leader of the Opposition in the 
Legislative Assembly to show a bit of leadership and to get his members in the upper House to implement what he 
promised Western Australian doctors.   

PRISONER TRACKING DEVICES 

746. Ms S.E. WALKER to the Minister for Justice: 

I refer the minister to her media statement dated 18 May this year, which states - 

. . . inmates at minimum-security prisons around the State could be attached with electronic tracking devices to 
monitor their movements . . .  

. . .  

Mrs Roberts said the Government would conduct a major security trial at the Wooroloo minimum-security 
prison . . .  

(1) Given that the two prisoners who escaped on Wednesday night from Wooroloo Prison Farm were wearing 
what the minister claims were tracking devices, will she now inform the House where these prisoners are? 

(2) Can the minister confirm the comments on 6PR radio this morning of Cheryl Clay, the Acting General 
Manager of Public Prisons from the Department of Justice, that tracking devices are not even used in Western 
Australia? 

(3) Was the minister joking, or what did she mean, when she said in her press release - 

It also removes any temptation for prisoners thinking of tasting freedom before serving their full term.   
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
(1)-(3) I thank the member for Nedlands very much for raising this question, because it points out that the member for 

Nedlands and the Opposition in the Legislative Assembly do not support the use of these tracking devices.  
That is in direct conflict with their colleagues in the other place. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The fact of the matter is - 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Have you tried animal-strap sandals? 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Has the Leader of the Opposition tried obeying the rules of this place?  I call him to 
order for the third time, and the member for Warren-Blackwood for the third time. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Speaker - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call to order the member for Darling Range. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Members opposite do not support the use of these tracking devices and, frankly, they should 
have done a lot more, a lot sooner.  The electronic tagging devices were originally introduced to replace the failed home 
detention program introduced by the former Government.  They are tracking devices, and they track the prisoners 
within the prison. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member can make a joke of it if she likes. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  These devices track prisoners within the prison.  Wooroloo, for example, is divided into a 
number of zones and it is possible to detect where any of the prisoners are.  This is a beat-up by the Opposition.  It was 
said from the start that these devices would alert people the moment that offenders went beyond the boundaries. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call to order the member for Nedlands. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As I began by saying, these devices were originally planned to replace the failed home detention 
system of the former Government.  One need only look back to 1999 to see the kind of mess there was.  The former 
Government introduced a system of home detention, about which an article states - 

ONE of WA’s most notorious criminals allegedly committed 16 crimes, including five violent sexual assaults, 
while on home detention bail late last year.   

. . .  

Police have charged him with four aggravated home burglaries, three counts of stealing with violence, one 
involving an indecent sexual assault, five counts of aggravated sexual penetration . . .  

I never said that these devices were a panacea; I said that they would stop the Department of Justice not knowing when 
people on home detention bail were out of bounds, or were out of bounds when a curfew was in place.  The devices are 
working as planned.  The Department of Justice was advised immediately this occurred.  In the debacles in 1997, 1998 
and 1999 offenders were missing for days and weeks, and were committing crimes, and the Department of Justice was 
not aware that they were not complying with their orders.  Those days are long gone.  
Members should consider how the former Government handled Wooroloo.  An article in 1998 by Le Grand states - 

THE beleaguered prison system in Western Australia was further embarrassed yesterday when six inmates 
slipped undetected out of the minimum-security Wooroloo Prison east of Perth.   

They were undetected.  The authorities did not even know the prisoners had escaped.  The article further continues -  

The Justice Ministry’s acting executive director of offender management, Athol Jamieson, said that before 
their escape, the six were considered no risk to public safety.  He said the prison farm was unfenced and 
worked on the “trust system”, where inmates were given the keys to their cells.   

They gave the inmates at Wooroloo prison the keys to their cells.  What a joke! 
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Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, we do not. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I am sure that members want to hear the end of the minister’s question. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Nedlands to order for the third time. 

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Kalgoorlie. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The facts speak for themselves.  During their last term in government in 2000-01 there were 62 - 

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Kalgoorlie to order. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Speaker, members opposite do not want to hear the history of their record in government.  In 
2000-01 there were 62 escapes from minimum security prisons, 20 of which were from Wooroloo.  In 2004 there have 
been 16 escapes, and only two from Wooroloo.  In that financial year compared with this financial year to date - 
admittedly a 12-month period compared with a five-month period - there were 62 escapes down to 16 escapes so far; 
and in 2000-01 there were 20 escapes from Wooroloo prison and this year so far only two.  Under members opposite 
there were 55 escapes in a six-month period from Wooroloo Prison Farm and they say, “Don’t bother doing anything 
about it.”  They did not even want to know when the prisoners had gone over the boundary. 

ELECTRONIC TRACKING DEVICES 

747. Ms S.E. WALKER to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
I have a supplementary question.  Will the minister acknowledge that she did not tell the truth in her media statement 
when she said that the devices were electronic tracking devices? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
They are tracking devices.  As I have explained, they track prisoners from zone to zone in the prison.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Where are they? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Speaker, they are being rather cute because they have asked me in the Parliament before 
whether they are - 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I know members do not wish the minister to answer the question; they wish to yell at her.  
However, the minister is allowed to answer the question, even if Opposition members do not like it. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As I have said, they are tracking devices in that they track prisoner movement around the prison 
and they also track when a prisoner escapes from the prison. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Congratulations!  What a great security policy! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The Leader of the Opposition is juvenile.  Could we perhaps have some star jumps?  The Leader 
of the Opposition likes to do star jumps. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What a joke! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  This particular performance by the Opposition has been appalling, in the yelling at the 
minister and endeavouring to stop her from answering the question. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This is kiddie nonsense from the Opposition.  I have answered questions in the Parliament and 
in the media about these devices.  From day one I have said that these devices do not have a global positioning system.  
Hopefully, in the future, there may be devices that do have a GPS.  I am on record in the Parliament and also in the 
media advising of that, but I also am on record as saying at the time that if someone cuts one of the devices off, of 
course they could not be tracked, whether the device had a GPS or not.  If a prisoner went over the perimeter fence or 
cut off the device, there was never any suggestion that they could be tracked beyond the prison.  I said that the moment 
prisoners went over the boundary, whether a prison boundary or a home boundary when someone had been given a 
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curfew, bail or home detention, the department would be immediately notified, an alarm would sound and the prison’s 
unit could be advised. 

REMOTE STUDENTS, KIMBERLEY 

748. Mrs C.A. MARTIN to the Minister for Education and Training: 
Will the minister please advise the House what the Gallop Government is doing to help remote students in the 
Kimberley access quality education facilities? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I thank the member for Kimberley for the question. 

Yesterday I was in Broome with the member for Kimberley and it was a very good day; it was a great pleasure to be 
able to announce that, in partnership with the Catholic Education Office of Western Australia, the State Government 
will develop a 64-bed $6.6 million school boarding facility in Broome for children in the Kimberley, the first such 
boarding facility provided in the Kimberley and the first such boarding facility provided in a financial partnership 
between the State Government and the Catholic Education Office.  I compliment the member for Kimberley who, even 
predating her time in Parliament, has pursued this idea.  It will, without doubt, be regarded as a huge benefit to the 
young people of the Kimberley, particularly west Kimberley children and the children of Aboriginal communities, who 
find it very difficult to access high school education, in particular, unless they are sent to far away places such as Perth, 
Geraldton, Darwin and Esperance.  There are even children going to Adelaide and Melbourne for their education.  This 
facility is a result of very strong representation from the member for Kimberley.  I also thank the Bishop of Broome, 
Bishop Saunders, and the Catholic Education Office’s chief executive officer, Ron Dullard.  He came to my office 
about six months ago knowing that the State Government was keen to develop a boarding facility in Broome at the high 
school, and with the knowledge that the Catholic Education Office was also keen.  I had conversations with the 
principal at St Mary’s College, Tony Treacy, and the principal at the Broome Senior High School, Gary Downsborough.  
However, as a result of the Bishop of Broome’s enthusiasm for the joint venture, we will be able to bring this project to 
fruition.  The State Government will contribute $4.4 million to the project and the Catholic Education Office 
$2.2 million.  As I said, it will be a 64-bed facility.  The potential is there, once it is up and running successfully, to 
expand it well beyond the 64 beds and I have no doubt that that will happen in time.  The Country High School Hostels 
Authority will manage the facility when it is up and running.  The project begins almost immediately.  It is anticipated 
that it will be open for business from the first day of school in 2006.  There is a very short time line for its development, 
but we are assured by all parties concerned that it can be done.   

I compliment the member for Wagin - I am sure that he will appreciate this - for his advocacy of the hostel at Narrogin.  
There is no reason for children in the Kimberley to not have access to the same sort of facilities that we opened in 
Narrogin a week or two ago.  That is a magnificent facility and I anticipate that the facility in the Kimberley will be as 
good or better.  I will round off by saying that since this Government was elected in 2001 the assistance given to non-
government schools in Western Australia has never been better, despite the rhetoric that we hear from the Opposition 
about this Government’s approach to non-government education.  The figures are available to demonstrate it.  In 2001 
the State Government provided $138 million in per capita grants to non-government schools in Western Australia.  For 
the calender year 2005 that figure will have gone from $138 million to $193 million, which is an increase of 35 or 36 
per cent - far in excess of the increase that the previous Government was able to provide.  In addition, we have provided 
about $100 million in low-interest loans to Catholic schools.  Non-Catholic schools have been in receipt of assistance as 
well, as has the University of Notre Dame Australia.  I am of the view that that prompted Ron Dullard, the Catholic 
Education Office’s CEO, to write to me on 6 July in the following terms - 

Dear Alan 

I am writing in response to your letter to the Catholic school system of 30 June 2004 in which you advise that 
the remaining $1.1 million special funding assistance with soon be paid. 

That assistance received no publicity.  The letter continues - 

I appreciate the Government’s continued support of Catholic education.  In particular, I appreciate your 
personal support and interest in Catholic schools and their communities across Western Australia. 

This funding will enable essential services to continue to be delivered to students in Catholic schools. 

Yours sincerely 

Ron Dullard 

I believe Ron Dullard is a man of great quality.  He is running the Catholic education system very well.  He thinks 
outside the square.  Because of the approach taken by people such as the Bishop of Broome, in partnership with the 
member for Kimberley and people such as Carol Garlett, the district director in the Kimberley, we will now provide 
access to a magnificent facility for young children attending school in the Kimberley.  They will no longer find it 
necessary to leave their region to access quality education. 
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PERTH-MANDURAH RAILWAY LINE, STRIKE 

749. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier:  
I refer to the three week long strike by 300 workers on the Perth-Mandurah railway line in defiance of the return to 
work order from the Australian Industrial Relations Commission.   

(1) What action will the Premier take to ensure that the contractor is not subject to penalties for delays brought 
about by this and future illegal industrial actions, such as those in which employees are ordered to return to 
work by the Australian Industrial Relations Commission? 

(2) If the contractor is forced to pay the penalties for this type of action, will the Premier disallow the 
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union from essentially holding the contractor to ransom on any 
issue, legitimate or otherwise? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 
(1)-(2) It appears that, once again, federal industrial law and its administration did not produce a positive result to the 

conflict between the employers and employees.  I know that the best efforts have been put in by my Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure to bring about a resolution to this issue. 

PERTH-MANDURAH RAILWAY LINE, STRIKE 

750. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
As a supplementary question, why will the Premier not stand up to militant unions such as the Construction, Forestry, 
Mining and Energy Union?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 
That question is a reflection of the prejudices of the Liberal Party in this State.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ECONOMY 

751. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Minister for State Development: 
I refer the minister to the dismal economic record of the former coalition Government. 

(1) What policies has the Gallop Government used to grow the Western Australian economy, and have they been 
successful? 

(2) What are the risks to the Western Australian economy from the policies being pursued by the coalition? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 
I am going to miss this place! 

(1)-(2) It is interesting to reflect on the past four years in that regard.  Members will remember that during the 
coalition’s time in office, members opposite said that native title and mining would not mix.  They introduced 
a racist piece of legislation in this State designed to remove the rights of Aboriginal people because they said 
that agreement could not be reached between mining and indigenous interests on mining development in this 
State.  We said that it could be done - they doubted it.  This Government recently put through this Parliament a 
Bill containing major amendments to the Mining Act; in fact, these were the most significant amendments in 
25 years, which were agreed to by the Chamber of Minerals and Energy, by the Association of Mining and 
Exploration Companies and by five of the six native title bodies in Western Australia.  That was not a bad 
policy position!  For the first time, a coherent process is in place for dealing with a large backlog of mining 
leases in Western Australia.  This will be done in a way that will not prejudice the interests of the traditional 
owners in this State.  We said in opposition that a strong review of the approvals process was needed, and we 
said that an inquiry should be carried out.  Do members remember the fun poked at us by members opposite 
who said, “You’re having another inquiry!  Why are you having the inquiry?  It’s a waste of time.”  We 
instituted the inquiry called the Keating review, and 55 of its 56 recommendations have broadly been 
endorsed.  What has the Opposition said in one of its recent discussion papers about the Keating inquiry?  “We 
will implement the Keating review,” they say!  They have come a long way.  The Government has shown in 
those two areas that by working collaboratively, clearly and fairly with traditional owners and with industry, a 
good approach can be adopted to development in this State.   

 Let us contrast that with the statements made by the Leader of the Opposition yesterday.  The Leader of the 
Opposition outlined what his approach will be; namely, to confiscate lands held by traditional owners and to 
force traditional owners into courts to seek compensation.  What sort of bitterness do members think that 
would create in Western Australia?  What sort of writs of prohibitions and delay will be caused in Western 
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Australia by that approach?  What sort of a harmony will we have in Western Australia between traditional 
owners and those of us who have elected to make Australia our home?  What sort of community will that be?  
What will the risks be when international investors look at the State and see project after project held up in the 
courts by writs of prohibition because members opposite want to confiscate land to which title is held or 
claimed by traditional owners?  It is a disgrace.  Frankly, if anyone thinks that is the way to go for economic 
development in this State, they still have the racist tendencies that should have disappeared with the 1967 
referendum in Australia.  Frankly, they are not about an inclusive society, and they do not accept the reality of 
today in which industry, traditional owners and sophisticated government can reach agreement and get on with 
the task of generating strong economic development in Western Australia, as proudly seen under the Gallop 
Government. 

QUESTION ON NOTICE 3137 
Answer Advice 

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [2.55 pm]:  Pursuant to standing order No 80, when can I expect an answer to 
question 3137 asked on 17 August? 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment) [2.55 pm]:  It will be before we sit next week.  

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 3109 AND 3141 
Answer Advice 

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [2.55 pm]:  I have two outstanding questions: 3109 and 3141; when can I expect a 
response to them?  

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Minister for Education and Training) [2.55 pm]:  The last time this member put 
such a proposition to me, it turned out that the questions had indeed been answered.  I will investigate to see whether 
they have not been answered.  I will provide an answer as soon as possible, if that is the case. 

DRAFT CONSUMER CREDIT (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) CODE REGULATIONS AMENDMENT ORDER 
2004 

Standing Orders Suspension 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [2.56 pm] - without notice:  I 
move - 

 That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to move the following motion without 
notice - 

(1) That this House approves the draft Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Code Regulations 
Amendment Order 2004, a copy of which was laid on the Table of the Assembly on 9 November 
2004. 

(2) That the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly and be invited to pass a similar resolution.  

I do not propose to proceed to debate that motion now.  However, it is convenient to move the suspension so that we 
can consider that motion later today.   

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Minister for Consumer and 
Employment Protection).  

[Continued on page 8658.] 

COLLIE B POWER STATION 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling:):  I received today in the prescribed time a letter from the Leader of the Opposition 
outlining a matter of public interest motion in the following terms -  

 That this House supports the construction of Collie B Power Station. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter can proceed. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [2.57 pm]:  I move the motion.  This is a straightforward 
motion, which I move particularly for the benefit of the member for Collie.  I want to give him an opportunity to stand 
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up in this House and, for the first time in four years, support the construction of Collie B.  I am giving the member an 
opportunity.  He has sat there and said very little on behalf of his community and its industry.  I will give him the 
opportunity to get on his feet.  He can have a full half-hour to back his Collie community.  I am willing to back Collie - 
I want the local member to back Collie.  I want the member to stand up for his community and its coal miners, retailers, 
small business people and other workers of Collie.  Here is the member’s opportunity.  What will the member do?  This 
motion is not tricky at all.  It states - 

 That this House -  

Therefore, it refers to individual members within the House - 

 supports the construction of Collie B Power Station. 

I am sure that the Minister for Energy will amend this motion in some way.  However, what will the member for Collie 
do?  Will he vote for the amendment?  Will he be a wimp in the eyes of his electorate or will he have the courage to 
cross the floor to vote for his community?  It is right on the line for the member for Collie.  Will he vote for the Collie B 
power station or will he engage in a bit of semantics to try to get around the issue and to find an excuse?  It is right 
down the middle.  The member for Collie used to play footy.  Will he go straight down the middle or will he run out to 
the wing and finesse or sit on the bench for a while?   

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If the member was a centre half-back, he should know how to play this one; he should go straight 
for it.  This is interesting.  What will the member for Collie do?  Will he back his community or let it down?  If he does 
anything or votes in any way to amend, change or defeat this motion, he will be on the public record as deserting his 
electorate and the reason for which he stood for Parliament.   

I remind members of a little history.  Right through the 1980s and early 1990s the Labor Party talked about building a 
power station.  Bob Hawke, as Prime Minister, announced that.  I am not sure why he announced it, but he did.  That 
went on for about 10 years.  Who was the Minister for Energy in the Lawrence Government?  It was none other than the 
now Premier.  I remember, as will some other members, when we debated the Collie power station.  After years of 
indecision and with the cost of the project having increased to more than $2 billion, the now Premier walked into this 
Chamber and said, “We are moving into a decision zone.”  That is so like him.  He could not make a decision in an iron 
lung.  He never made a decision on Collie.  It was the coalition Government - I happened to be the minister - that made 
the decision to build Collie A.  That is a fact.  It was opened in 1999 by the then Premier and me.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  What a joke!  I was down there a couple of weeks ago and they reminded me of what you did.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We built Collie A.  The member should look at the plaque at the power station.  It states that the 
power station was opened by the Premier and Minister for Energy of the day.  He should give it a polish for us and give 
it a tick, because the coalition Government built that power station.  That is something that this Government could never 
do.  I remember attending a meeting at the football oval with the now Premier.  They booed him and cheered me!  I 
remember it well.   

Mr M.P. Murray:  I was there.  I didn’t hear that.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I remember it well; it was fantastic.  What will the member for Collie do?  Will he be a man and 
stand up for his electorate or will he wimp out?  We will all watch how he votes.  Will he put his electorate, his 
constituents, the coal mining industry and power generation in Collie ahead of the Labor Party, or will he put the Labor 
Party first?  That is what we will discover today.   

Power generation has been an absolute farce under the Labor Government.  What a joke!  It has been a litany of 
mistakes and errors.  Dr van der Mye, a well-known terrorist target, commuted from Melbourne to run Western 
Australia’s power supply system.  He would sometimes go home to Melbourne on Wednesdays.  He would be driven to 
and from the airport at both ends in limousines that were paid for by Western Australian taxpayers.  What a brilliant 
appointment that was!  The Government defended him for weeks and weeks.   

There are some issues about the supply of power in Western Australia.  Western Australia does not have an 
interconnected system.  Therefore, a higher reserve margin is required.  There are long lead lines to areas of low 
population or low load levels.  It is one of the most difficult power supply situations in the world.  However, one 
advantage for Western Australia is its great natural gas and coal resources, not for export but for domestic power 
generation.  Both the gas and coal reserves will last for 100 years.  We need a Government that has a plan for future 
power generation that incorporates both public and private investment; balances base-load, mid merit and peak plants; 
and balances coal and gas.  The Government needs to make a decision, but it cannot.  The last decision of any 
significance that was made on power generation in this State was to build the Cockburn A station.  That decision was 
made by the previous Government and Western Power’s board.  That power station was built during the time of this 
Government.  This Government has failed to make a major decision on power generation.  That culminated last 
February in Western Australia running out of electricity because we had a couple of hot days.  It was a disgrace.   
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Now, as we head into summer, companies are being told that they cannot use or must cut their use of power and are 
being asked to put in backup energy supplies.  There are programs telling people that they cannot run their 
airconditioners.  What a joke!  This is third world stuff in a State that has abundant power supplies in terms of gas and 
coal fuels.  Western Australia is facing third world conditions because of this Government and this minister, who, like 
his predecessor in the Labor Party, the now Premier, cannot make a decision.  What is happening?  Blackouts were 
experienced last summer.  Western Australia will rent generators that I think were used in the Athens Olympics.  
Second-hand units are being brought into Western Australia.  Do members know how much it will cost to operate those 
units?  That is an interesting question.  To generate electricity on the grid costs 6c, 7c or 8c for base-load power 
generation.  Power generated by these units will cost about 30c a unit.  That power will be sold to householders for 12c 
and to businesses for 16c.  That is brilliant economics!  Every time the Government turns on its rented meccano set, it 
will lose money for Western Power and the State.  That is great planning by the minister!   

For the first time Western Australia is relying upon imported oil.  Oil is being stockpiled in Western Australia as if it 
were a backward African state in fear of invasion.  Western Australia is stockpiling oil when it has a 100-year supply of 
coal and gas.  The oil is being bought at a world record price.  It will cost at least $100 million a year.  What a ludicrous 
policy and situation!   

Where is the environment minister?  The plan of the previous Government was to retire the old, inefficient, unreliable 
and relatively polluting power plants; that is, Muja A and B and the older units at Kwinana.  The Government is not 
only leaving those units in production but also patching them up so that they will go for longer.  I went to Collie the 
other day.  The smoke billows out of Muja A and B.  It will, or should, be closed on environmental grounds by 2007.  
The Government is spending money to try to keep it going.  The thing goes clank, clank, clank.  It is nearly 40 years 
old.  

Surely the Government and private enterprise should have been making good, sound decisions on power generation.  
The Government has not made a decision.  It is talking about installing tiny generators around Perth.  How expensive 
and inefficient will that be?  The Government has made no decision and has taken no action to provide long-term power 
generation for this State.  This State will potentially need 1 000 megawatts or more of electricity over the next eight to 
10 years.  The Government has not made the decision on base-load power generation.  Instead, it has made a decision 
on the peak plant that operates for 10 or 12 days a year.  It needs to make a decision for the State on a base-load and 
mid merit plant, yet the Government has not made any decision.  What is occurring is absolutely chaotic.   

Collie coal is not premium, export grade coal.  If it were put in a ship, it would be likely to combust and set the ship on 
fire.  However, it has some advantages.  It is not the highest calorific coal, but it has a low sulfur and ash content and it 
has no methane content.  In other words, it does not produce the amount of greenhouse gas that other coals do.  It is 
quite a clean coal.  With a modern, efficient coal-fired generating plant, there could be an environmental gain.  The 
environmental gain will come by replacing old, inefficient coal plants such as Muja A and B with a clean, efficient plant 
such as Collie B.  The second 300-megawatt unit in Collie should replace the 240 megawatts of old, relatively dirty 
generation by Muja A and B.  That is what the Government should be doing.  However, there has been no planning for 
this.  The Government has no plan at all.   

The Government is relying on a power procurement process.  This is so typical of the Premier and the Deputy Premier.  
The Government will not make a decision.  It will not select the next base-load generation for this State until September 
2005.  The Government will wait almost another year before it even decides which of the two coal projects or the one 
gas project will go ahead.  Once it does that, there will be a long period of contract negotiation.  Then there will be a 
period of engineering work before construction even begins.  The Government cannot afford to do that.  I know that the 
power procurement process has been laid down.  The minister will stand and say that that was my legislation, and it 
was.  However, he must make decisions.  He has an indeterminate process.  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Are you suggesting that Parliament break the law?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am suggesting that the Government apply replacement plant, which is not breaking the law.  It is 
not breaking the law.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Of course it is.  You are saying that the Treasurer should break the law.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is replacement plant, as was Cockburn 1.  The minister knows so little about this matter that he 
should go to sleep.  He has already been sacked from the health portfolio, and he will be sacked from the tourism 
portfolio before too long.   

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, minister! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  This Government has a process that means that it will not select a proponent until September next 
year.  We had a situation on 18 February when this State ran out of electricity, yet this Government will not even begin 
to make a decision until September next year.  It owes it to the people and industry of this State to make a decision.  
That is all it has to do.  If it wants to amend schedule 7 of the Act as part of that decision, it should do it; it will have our 
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support.  The Government should refine the Act, because ultimately it will replace old coal generation with new coal 
generation.  It will leave Western Power with roughly the same generating capacity it has today.  This is not net new 
generation, as is referred to in the schedule.  If there is any confusion, the Government should amend the law.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  So why did you go on about a shortage of capacity if it is not an addition to capacity?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There is a chronic shortage of capacity.  The minister’s decision making is poor; it is appalling.  
The minister can make a decision.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You can’t have it both ways.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Listen, mate.  The minister has sat in that seat for four years and said that he cannot do this and he 
cannot do that.  He is even saying that today.  For goodness sake, make a decision.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Mr Speaker, you constantly remind members of the need to use titles in this House.  The term 
“mate” is not a title that is used in this House.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I withdraw the term “mate”.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  This is not rocket science.  The Government had a power crisis last summer.  It has a whole lot of 
makeshift measures to try to keep the power on this summer.  Western Power panics every time the temperature is 
forecast to be above 30 degrees.  People have been told that they cannot use their airconditioners.  Companies in Perth 
have been asked to use their backup supplies.  They were never intended to power and aircondition buildings; they are 
emergency backup supplies.  Hospitals and industry have been told that they cannot expect a reliable power supply over 
summer.  That is a catastrophic situation.  The building of Collie B will not solve the problem for a couple of summers; 
it will take three years.  The Government will need to do other things, but of a permanent nature.  It will need to build 
the Collie B power station, which will take 36 months, but it must at least make the decision now to start it.  It might 
also need to bring on Cockburn 2, which will come on line quicker.  It may also need to bring on some private sector 
generation.  More than anything else, it needs to make a decision.  All the Government needs to do is pick one or the 
other, but it needs to make a decision.  This minister’s strategy is to wait until September 2005.  The minister wants to 
keep to the power procurement process, but he started with 13 contenders, which are now down to three; the process has 
become a shambles.  The Government will let it go on until September and then it will start a range of commercial 
negotiations.  For the sake of Western Australia, customers, householders, the elderly, schools, hospitals, small 
businesses and industry, the minister should make a decision.  I can tell him that the easiest decision of the lot to make - 
that is why we have committed to it - is to build the Collie B power station.  Why?  The minister should look at the site.  
I looked at it the other day.  It was the first time I had been there since we opened it.  It is a pristine, new industrial site.  
It is surrounded by a buffer of plantation that is probably a kilometre wide.  There is a cleared area.  The power station 
has all the infrastructure it requires, such as an immense cooling tower, a coal handling facility, a water supply and 
effluent pipe.  All the infrastructure has been designed for two 300-megawatt units.  That was commonsense.  We built 
the plant and installed the first of the 300-megawatt units with the intention of adding the second unit.  It is the easiest 
thing.  The whole site has environmental approval.  The environmental approval for the second unit - 

Mr M.P. Murray:  You did not say that in 2000.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The whole site has environmental approval.  It is a pristine power supply site.  It has been 
perfectly designed with wide buffers.  It is a beautiful plant that operates efficiently.  The Government might have to 
reactivate the environmental process.  It has been approved.  I would just approve it.  There is no downside to this.  It is 
cleaner than the old power plants in Collie that it will ultimately replace.  When it comes on line, Muja A and B stations 
should be closed.  The same amount of coal or more would be used.  There would be an improvement in the efficiency 
and volume of power generation, a lower cost of generation from Collie and a major environmental gain by closing the 
old unreliable, expensive plant and replacing it with new technology.  

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Government could then build another one if it wanted.  What will the member for Collie do?  
Will he stand in this place today and speak on the issue, after sitting there for four years?  When he campaigned for and 
won the seat of Collie - good on him - he campaigned for coal and power generation in Collie.  Today is his day of 
reckoning.  He will go to the election in a couple of months and I and the people of Collie want to know whether he will 
vote now in this House to build the Collie B power station or whether he will play games, amend the motion and do 
anything else but stand up and be a man.  He reckons that he is a back-line player, but I can tell him that he has been 
like a forward pocket in this Parliament.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [3.16 pm]:  We have experienced four years of failed 
activity by the Minister for Energy.  In fact, in those four years in the portfolio I do not know that he has achieved -  

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.   
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I opened the Bendigo Bank there.  The opening of the Bendigo Bank in Collie was a great 
thing.  Who did that in Western Australia?  I did.  How long after the National Party lost the seat of Collie was I back 
there to open the Bendigo Bank?  

Mr M.P. Murray:  Why did you lose the seat of Collie?  Because you neglected it.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  We lost it because the member ran a campaign that he would do something for power in the 
seat of Collie.  In four years he has done absolutely nothing.  He speaks beautifully for his local paper.  It is a pity we 
cannot find him in this Chamber.  It is a pity that he never participates in the debates on power in this Chamber.  

Mr M.P. Murray:  It is a pity we couldn’t put wind power on your mouth; we’d have a few megawatts!   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is precisely what is being said about the member for Collie.  

Mr M.P. Murray:  You’re all huff and bluff.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is very interesting.  I visited Boddington, which will now fall within my electorate.  The 
people of Boddington have never seen the member for Collie; he has never been there.  What a hardworking member he 
is!   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Did you take a picture of him with you?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No, but I should have.  As the leader of a political party, I thought I had better do something 
for my electorate, so I bowled down to Boddington, as I will do again on Monday.  The people said to me that I was the 
first pollie they had seen since the last election.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Rubbish!   
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  How would the minister know?  No-one has seen him since the last election.  Where has he 
been?   
Several members interjected. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  This is a very critical issue.  The very important issue of energy in this State has been 
absolutely botched.  In a list of one to 100, it would be very hard to find anything to tick on the minister’s slate.   
Something I am very keen to talk about today is what we are facing this summer.  The Government is spending 
$120 million, and for what?  What will we get for the money?  There is a lot of silence from the other side of the House.  
We will get the lights to stay on and that is it.  The Government will burn $80 million worth of diesel fuel.  I understand 
that the fourth generator is arriving in Fremantle right now.  The minister should be very excited. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Is it from Bangladesh? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Either Bangladesh or somewhere in the depths of the subcontinent.  The minister is able to 
go to Fremantle and say that it is a piece of the Third World that the Government is giving to Western Australia so it 
can burn some more diesel at a cost well above the recovery cost of power.  It is absolute nonsense.  However, that is 
the case.  Where will the Government put it?  On top of the Gnangara mound, north of Perth.  It will burn diesel on top 
of the mound.  The Government will run 100 trucks a day up and down the freeway when the diesel generators are 
running at full pelt.  Has the minister thought about what that will do?  It is astonishing.  The Leader of the Opposition 
has talked about the units that will be placed around the city.  At least they will keep the lights on.  They will generate 
100 megawatts of power, but they will also burn $120 million.  At the end of the summer, what will we get for that 
money?  I know what Madam Deputy Speaker hopes to get - a return to her seat.  If the lights do not stay on, it will be 
awfully difficult to convince her electorate that she really is the nice person she is.  It is as fundamental as that.  The 
minister knows that he must keep the lights on.  He could have done something about it in the past four years, but he 
has not bothered.  He has been in an argument about the break-up of Western Power that, in the end, died in the upper 
House.  He cannot tell members on this side that it was the coalition that killed his program for breaking up Western 
Power. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  Yes, I can. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  What about the Greens? 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  You played your part; you must take responsibility. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  My point precisely.  The minister played his part and he has to take his responsibility.  He 
failed.  He put up a botched plan that nobody other than him and his caucus group liked. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  Tell that to industry. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I was just going to make that point.  As we now run to the election, where are the industry 
groups?  What are they saying about the breaking up of the Western Power?  Nothing.  They do not agree with the 
minister any more.  Four years ago they did.  But now, in 2004 and moving into 2005, they no longer agree with the 
minister’s position.  There is silence in response to the proposition.  The argument is about new generation, as it should 
be.  The argument is: where is the member for Collie in this significant debate about Collie B?  Where is all the 
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economic and financial benefit that will go into the greater area of Bunbury?  I am told that 60 or 70 per cent of people 
who work in the system live in Bunbury or Australind. 

Mr M.P. Murray:  Rubbish! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is what the shire tells me.  The member can tell the shire that it is rubbish if he wants to.  
I do not live in Collie, so I cannot debate that figure. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You know nothing about Collie other than the fact that your party lost its seat.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am hearing a lot of banter across the Chamber about lost seats.  Within three months, some 
members of this Chamber will lose their seats.  Losing seats is part of the democratic process.  Hilda Turnbull, the 
previous member, lost the seat of Collie by 34 votes.  However, she was an outstanding servant of Collie.  She was 
fantastic.  She deserves every credit for promoting the Collie A power station.  She wanted Collie A and B at the time. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You left her hanging in the air. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  We did not leave her hanging in the air.  Before we last won government, there was not a 
skerrick of activity in Collie.  The only people who build power stations in Collie are those in the National Party.  This 
time it will be the coalition.  It was Hendy Cowan and Hilda Turnbull who did all the fighting for the previous Collie 
power station.  The benefits that have flowed through to the greater Bunbury region are because of that.  The member 
for Collie represents a region that has fantastic potential.  The questions about Harvey Water, Wellington Dam and the 
Collie River make a fantastic story.  The member should be out there trying to make a difference in that electorate 
instead of being absent and just making headlines in the local newspaper about what a local member does.  He should 
do some work and visit a place like Boddington.  If the member for Collie would like to come down on Monday, I will 
show him where Boddington is.  It is actually in his electorate, believe it or not.  Four years have passed since the last 
election but all we have is absolute stagnation in energy.  There has been no extra generation, only enormous 
deterioration of the infrastructure.  The population is very unhappy.  This summer the State will burn $120 million for 
no benefit at all.  Once February and March have come and gone, there will be nothing to show for the expenditure of 
$120 million.  This is a very important vote.  I will be very interested to see how the member for Collie goes.   

Amendment to Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Minister for Energy) [3.27 pm]:  I move - 

To delete all words after “supports” and substitute - 

the procurement process for the next base-load power station which gives Collie coal producers a fair 
and equitable chance to win and notes that this process is in any case required by the Electricity 
Corporations Act passed by this Parliament in 1994. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The original motion is very clear.  It is to support the construction of Collie B power station.  For 
the Government to propose to change the motion to an issue about procurement negates the motion.  That is a 
completely separate topic.  It is the principle of this Parliament that members vote on a motion.  If they do not like it, 
they can vote against it.  A motion cannot be fundamentally changed to something else.  If the minister wishes to move 
the amendment as a motion in another debate, he can do so.  However, the motion is about the Collie B power station 
and nothing else.  Madam Deputy Speaker will fail in her duty to this Parliament if she allows the Government to 
change the total nature of this debate.  It will be a failing of her duty as the Chair. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  This issue is about the way in which the next base-load power station should be provided.  The 
amendment I have moved is completely relevant and totally appropriate to the motion. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.  The amendment is not a direct negative.  If it were a direct 
negative, it would state that the House did not support the construction of the Collie B power station.  That is not what 
the amendment states.  It can be construed that procurement leads to construction.  I do not rule the amendment as a 
direct negative.   

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  Can the Opposition have a copy of that motion before the debate continues so that we can look 
at it in the context of your ruling, Madam Deputy Speaker? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Certainly. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Is it now possible for me to proceed, Madam Deputy Speaker? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Yes.  Since I have effectively ruled and I hear no dissent from that ruling, I will continue. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I thank you for the very sensible ruling that you made on that amendment. 
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I want to go back to some history on the building of coal-fired power stations in Collie because the history is not as the 
Leader of the Opposition would have us believe in the remarks he made earlier.  As far as I am aware, there have been 
only two directions from ministers in the history of the State Energy Commission of Western Australia and Western 
Power Corporation.  One of those was a direction that I was proud to give to require Western Power to reinstate fully 
the uniform tariff in regional areas, overturning a policy instituted by Western Power under the Leader of the 
Opposition when he was Minister for Energy.  Another direction, given by the former Minister for Energy to the State 
Energy Commission of Western Australia, states - 

I have to advise you that Cabinet decided in the context of the wider and long-term interests of the State, that it 
will not recommend to the Governor in Executive Council the approval under the SEC Act of the Power 
Purchase Agreement with ABB Energy Ventures West Pty Ltd . . . for a 2 x 300MW privately funded built, 
owned and operated coal-fired power station at Collie for commissioning before the year 2001, as and when 
SECWA were to seek such approval. 

The Leader of the Opposition, when he was Minister for Energy, directed the State Energy Commission to halve the 
size of the coal-fired power station that the previous Government wanted to build in Collie.  SECWA was, therefore, 
going down the track of building a 600-megawatt coal-fired power station in Collie and it was not allowed to continue 
with that consideration; it was directed by the former Minister for Energy to halve the size of that power station.   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  That’s not true. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition says that it is not true.  I am holding in my hand a copy of the direction 
that he gave and it is signed by Colin J Barnett, Minister for Energy.  The direction continues - 

It will be clear to you from these decisions that any further negotiation by SECWA with ABBEVW in regard 
to the proposed 2 x 300MW coal-fired power station at Collie, which would commission before the year 2001, 
will be fruitless.  

The previous Government told SECWA not to bother talking about a 600-megawatt station as that would be fruitless 
because it would not approve it.  That is what the former Minister for Energy told SECWA.  He comes into this place 
now and pretends to be the champion of coal, when one of the only two directions on record to the State Energy 
Commission and Western Power is a direction from him to cut the size of the coal-fired power station proposed for 
Collie.  The former Minister for Energy then went on to make an extraordinary and costly decision for which the 
taxpayers and the electricity customers of this State are still paying dearly.  He left an enormous legacy with the second 
part of his direction.  Because of that very costly outcome, I will read what it says - 

In recognition of the recent involvement of ABB in this matter and the endeavour which it has shown for the 2 
x 300MW project, Cabinet considered that a relevant ABB entity should be given the opportunity to build, on a 
turnkey basis for SECWA, a 1 x 300MW coal-fired power station.  Accordingly, and with the support of 
Cabinet, I direct the Commission to seek negotiations with the relevant ABB entity with a view to having it 
undertake this turnkey project on the preferred time schedule indicated above. 

There was no tender and no competition; there was a direction from the minister, apparently with the support of 
Cabinet, to give this company the project.  What a way to conduct business!  What a cowboy!  What do members 
reckon the result was?  What do members reckon the result usually is when Governments do not go through proper 
tender processes?  The result usually is that taxpayers get stung; and stung they were in a very serious way.  Mr Robert 
Taylor, writing in The West Australian on 24 January 2004, summed up the situation - 

Colin Barnett as energy minister in Richard Court’s government built what is generally considered to be the 
world’s most expensive generator at Collie and soured Western Power against coal. 

The former Minister for Energy made a disgracefully irresponsible financial decision.  What we got at Collie was a 
power station that cost double what it should have cost, and taxpayers and electricity customers still bear the burden of 
the debt from that power station.  A power station that is built for double what it should cost compromises the ability of 
coal to properly compete in the system. 
The former Minister for Energy went on to construct new legislation governing Western Power.  That new legislation 
inserted schedule 7 into the Act, which made it a legal requirement that when Western Power wanted new capacity, it 
had to offer the private sector an opportunity to provide it through a power procurement process.  It is a requirement of 
the law of this State that Western Power go through a power procurement process. 
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Change the law! 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Is it not interesting, Madam Deputy Speaker, that the Opposition says that we should change the 
law?  The previous Government introduced the law, we complied with the law the Opposition introduced, and it now 
says that we should not worry about that and should change it.  The Opposition made it a requirement of the law of this 
State that a power procurement process be entered into.   
It was amusing to listen to some the comments of the Leader of the National Party on the number of bidders in the 
power procurement process.  A tendering process is designed to include a large number of bidders and get down to one 
bidder who gets the contract and builds the plant.   
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Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Do you reckon you can do it within a decade? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It is not like a National Party preselection process.  The object of the exercise is to ultimately get the 
best candidate.  The Leader of the National Party appears to have a very strange idea.  He is complaining that we have a 
shortlist and he wants a long list.  It is part of the process to start with a large number of bidders who are made to 
compete, are whittled down to a shortlist and, ultimately, there is one winner.  The logic of the Leader of the National 
Party’s absolutely stupid and hilarious argument is that somehow it is a failure of the power procurement process to get 
to one preferred bidder and do a deal with that bidder.  Obviously the Leader of the National Party believes that we 
should do a deal with 13 bidders, not one.  That is an absolutely stupid position. 

What the Opposition is arguing for is absolutely contrary to the law.  This afternoon a number of members opposite 
attempted to confuse the issue of base-load power provision in 2008 with peak-load power provision in 2004.  They 
have absolutely confused two different arguments.  The underlying difficulty with peak-load provision in 2004 is the 
gas transport capacity on the Dampier to Bunbury natural gas pipeline, which was privatised by the former Minister for 
Energy.  The Opposition has never accepted any responsibility for the terrible effects of the botched privatisation 
engaged in by the Leader of the Opposition on our community.  The Opposition continues to try to avoid any discussion 
of that issue.  It messed up that privatisation and imposed on the community of Western Australia a gas transport 
constraint that will be overcome as a result of our facilitation of the sale of the Dampier to Bunbury natural gas pipeline.  
Furthermore, the Opposition adds insult to injury by coming into this House and objecting to any measures that we put 
forward to overcome the evil effects of that botched privatisation.  It does not accept responsibility for the problem, and 
when we try to fix it, it harasses us and objects to our energy policy.   

Let us now look at the present.  The coalition’s promise is, quite frankly, a con job.  On the one hand it says that it will 
immediately build Collie B.  However, its policy statement reads -  

This commitment is given conditionally and is dependent on the negotiation of competitive coal contracts that 
ensure the delivered end price of electricity is competitive to that of a gas-fired power station.   

The Opposition will not build it immediately.  It will negotiate coal contracts with the very people whom it has just 
denied the right to bid in the power procurement process.  When it has gone through those negotiations, it will have to 
call for tenders and go through a new process to choose who will build the power station.  That is a recipe for delay.  If 
the Opposition’s policy is implemented, the base-load power station will not be available in 2008; it will be available 
about a year later.  That is not good for the Collie community, and nor is it good for our electricity customers. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Tell us why.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the National Party is bleating and is asking me to tell him why.  Obviously he does not 
believe me, so I will quote what was said by a coal producer.  One would think that a coal producer might know what is 
in the best interests of the coal industry and what is in the best interests of Collie coal.  I refer to a media release from 
Griffin Energy Pty Ltd -  

Responding to the Coalition’s Position Statement on Power Generation, Griffin Energy has urged the leader of 
the Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett, to reconsider his proposals.  While some may see the Liberal proposal as 
good for coal, the real effect will be quite the opposite.  

In the media release, Mr Trumble is quoted as saying -  

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Why, minister?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the National Party should listen.  Mr Trumble is quoted as saying that -  

. . . the Coalition’s proposed changes to energy policy will have a detrimental effect on WA’s coal industry, 
Collie, the South West and Western Australian electricity consumers . . .  

That is a pretty devastating and wide-ranging set of criticisms from a major coal producer in Collie.  If the Leader of the 
National Party wants more detail on Griffin Energy’s views, I will quote further.  The media release also reads -  

Mr Trumble said the effect of the Coalition policy will be to:  

1. Delay construction of a new coal fired power station.   

2.  Reduce coal consumption as older plants are retired and no new coal generation is added.  

3. Increase reliance on gas through the unconditional commitment to construct Cockburn 2, 
subsequently lowering energy security and competitiveness.   

4. Reduce private sector involvement through Western Power’s direction to construct and operate new 
plant.  

5. Result in higher overall generating costs through the removal of market forces in the procurement of 
new generating capacity. 

6. Reduce new private sector investment in Collie and the South West.   
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Mr Trumble, representing Griffin Energy, has six very strong reasons that he will not agree that the coalition’s policy is 
good for Collie coal.  There are only two coal producers in Collie -  

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Tell us what Wesfarmers said.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the National can tell us that group’s views if he has any evidence that he wants to put 
on the record.   

We should take notice of those sorts of views.  They are not the only views that have been expressed by industry in 
response to the coalition’s policy.  I have a copy of a letter from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western 
Australia to the Leader of the Opposition.  The letter, which was taken from CCI’s web site, is written by John 
Langoulant, the Chief Executive Officer.  It reads -  

However, it is of considerable concern that some of the key measures in the statement will have the opposite 
effect of their stated objectives.   

For instance, moves outlined in the position statement to scrap the current power procurement tendering 
process and have Western Power build and own a new coal-fired power station in Collie obviously excludes an 
independent power producer from fulfilling this role.   

Of equal concern is that this will perpetuate an unwarranted consolidation of Western Power’s domination of 
the sector for many years.  This in turn will reduce the likelihood of lower tariffs that would be created in a 
more diverse market with greater private participation.   

CCI believes the current tendering process should be retained, as this process has the greatest prospect of 
delivering the cheapest and most efficient fuel source, technology and design for generation built by an 
independent power producer.   

The CCI’s key point is that -  

Interrupting the tender process at this point and replacing it with another process is unlikely to result in any 
meaningful shortening in the deliver of a new power station.   

The coalition thought that it would have great success with its power generation policy.  However, it has gone down 
like a lead balloon because, rather than bringing forward the provision of a coal-fired base-load power station, the 
coalition’s policy will delay the arrival of a coal-fired base-load power station.  It will delay it for three reasons.  First, 
and as the coalition concedes, the coalition will have to change the law.  
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  No we don’t. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Why not? 
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Because it is replacement generation.   
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  So the coalition argues that we need the power station for additional capacity and then it argues that 
it will be legal because it is replacement capacity, not additional capacity.  It cannot have it both ways.  If it is needed 
for additional capacity, it is needed for additional capacity.  It is not legal to do it outside the power procurement 
process.  Given the way the coalition is approaching this, the law would have to be changed.  The second thing the 
Opposition will have to do, as is stated in its own policy, is renegotiate the coal supply contracts.  It will have to go 
through a process of determining whether those contracts are competitive.  The very people that it will have to negotiate 
with are the very people that it has just dudded during the power procurement process.  Imagine approaching Griffin 
and Wesfarmers and saying, “We’d like to negotiate a coal supply deal with you, even though we’ve just chopped you 
out of the power procurement process.  Don’t worry about the millions you’ve spent in preparing your bids.  You are 
now out of that process but, by the way, we would like to get some cheap coal from you.”  That is not a good bargaining 
position.  Furthermore, it would say, “We’re in a hurry; we need to conclude this quickly.”  What sort of deal will the 
Opposition secure under those circumstances?   
Thirdly, the bidders are already procuring their supplies and going through the approvals, design work and the like.  The 
process will have to start all over again if Western Power is to procure someone else to build that power station.  Those 
are the three reasons for this being a stupid, short-sighted and anti-Collie coal policy that will delay the arrival of the 
base-load power station.  What we have seen from the Opposition is disgraceful and opportunistic politicking on the 
question of base-load power; indeed, on all energy questions.  There is no credibility on the other side of politics with 
regard to the energy issues.  I would like to say a lot more, but I want to let my very important colleague the member for 
Collie get to his feet because I know he has strong views on this matter and I want to hear them. 
MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie - Parliamentary Secretary) [3.50 pm]:  It is with great pleasure that I stand here today to 
put in my two bob’s worth.  I have listened to the hot wind coming from the other side and I have heard it back in 
Collie.  Those opposite say one thing in Collie and another thing in this Chamber.  Let us not forget how much support 
the Liberal Government has given to Collie over the years - absolutely none!  I refer to one of the things dear to my 
heart; that is, the time the current Leader of the Opposition shut the underground and then went public and bragged 
about it being one of the favourite moments of his political career.  It is good to see that he is nodding his head.  I will 
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not be fooled by the Collie B proposal and that is why I support the amendment.  The fact is that if the Opposition’s 
process goes ahead, 142 000 fewer tonnes of coal will be burnt in the industry.  The people of Collie will not be fooled.  
The Liberal Government took them for fools once and that is why I stand here.  I am saying that 142 000 tonnes - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You want gas. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  I know where the gas is coming from!  Some 142 000 tonnes of coal will go out of the system. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  All I can hear is this great roar from my left side.  It might be an idea to at least give 
the member a chance to get a few minutes into his speech. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  I will make sure that the people of Collie read this Hansard report. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the National Party. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  The net gain under the Liberal Government’s plan will be a measly 60 megawatts of power, 
which, combined with the inefficiencies, will mean a loss.  It is despicable to think that those opposite have tried to 
cover the mistakes they made in the early 1990s when they cut the power station in half.  The Leader of the Opposition 
stood and took the accolades, waited till the election was past and then put out a directive to Western Power to cut the 
power station in half; in fact, he directed Western Power to cut it in half, which created more problems than we have 
today.  If that 600 megawatts of power had been allowed to run as per the process, we would not have the problems that 
we have with our power system today.  It goes right back to the Liberal Party’s policies. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  What have you done in four years? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  I want to refer to a couple of quotes from The West Australian.  On 14 November 2001 the Leader 
of the National Party said that Colin Barnett never showed any interest in rural issues when he was a minister in the 
Court Government, and he has not shown any interest as a Liberal leader.  The Leader of the National Party said the 
Leader of the Opposition had consistently opposed uniform electricity charges for country businesses and spending 
money on electricity infrastructure.  He said that the Leader of the Opposition had publicly opposed country road 
building programs, including the $100 million southern transport corridor that would open links to the Geraldton port.  
Another article stated that the Leader of the Opposition hardly ever went near the country areas, even though he was 
Minister for Energy, a vital portfolio for country WA.  Another article dated 27 February 2001 stated that Liberal 
leadership contender Rod Sweetman said he stood against Colin Barnett to ensure country people were not overlooked 
by the Liberal Party.  He should not come into this House and grandstand for country people.  He has let country people 
down by getting out there only just before the election.  Let us be realistic. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  What have you done in four years? 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  I have been the biggest advocate in this House, bar none, for the coal industry and for country 
regions.  I have been one of the greatest advocates for coal.  Ask the people on the block who know!  The Leader of the 
Opposition wandered down there in the road train - or the bus train.  The first meeting he went to was cancelled; he 
could not get enough to turn up.  For the next one he charged people $20 to listen to his policies.  What sort of 
Government is that - what sort of Opposition is that when it charges? 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You’re the Government!  Good point. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  They breezed into town in a bus.  They could not fill the bus; only half the shadow Cabinet went 
down.  The rest were probably getting on the grog in Bali or having a bit of a tout at the Melbourne Cup.  We know 
what we are talking about.  They are country members and they will not go to the country regions. 

I will get back to some of the more serious issues to do with the coal issue.  There is no doubt that coal is recognised 
worldwide as a fuel of the future.  In the past year in California, where there have been problems, 2 000 megawatts of 
coal-fired power have been installed in what is called the greenest state in America.  That really says something.  
Technology has moved on, and it really puts coal back at the forefront.  On the east coast, export coal is now bringing 
$100 a tonne.  That rules it out for local production.  We must use what we have in Western Australia.  The Leader of 
the Opposition earlier referred to the qualities of Collie coal and the lack of methane.  I have referred to this a number 
of times in this House.  I worked underground for 12 years.  I do not think the Leader of the Opposition went 
underground once.  I used to smoke cigarettes underground because there was no methane, but when I lit a cigarette at a 
mine recently, those Heathcote blokes ran out of the mine very quickly.  There is no methane, the ash is low and it is 
naturally stored in the underground so that when it is wanted, it can be used.  It is not like the gas, which bubbles out 
and has to be pushed back.  If there is a blow-out, all sorts of major problems occur.  Sometimes it cannot be pumped 
down because the compressors are off.  We have it stored and ready to go.  There is 100 years worth of coal left at least, 
if not more.  They are only the identified reserves.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Why aren’t you doing something about it? 
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Mr M.P. MURRAY:  We are.  As the Minister for Energy has said, the companies are quite happy with the power 
procurement process.  They have come out and said that publicly.  They are pushing the barrow.  They said they would 
not have time to do what the Opposition has asked, so those opposite should not put up this furphy that the new station 
can be built in a week.  It would have to go out to tender; or will those opposite do the same thing as they did with 
Collie A, and make it the dearest power station in Australia - not in Western Australia but in Australia - because they 
did not take it to tender?  They told the people to build it and that the Government would pay for it.  It cost the State 
millions and millions of dollars.  The only reason those opposite want Collie B is to cover up the mess they made 
before; that is what it is all about. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  So Labor doesn’t support it.  Now we know. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  I support any coal-fired power station at all.  If the proposal stacks up, I will support it to the hilt, 
but at this moment it does not stack up.  We will lose 140 000 tonnes of coal under the Opposition’s proposal.  It is an 
absolute disgrace.  It is all smoke and mirrors, and they will not get away with it in our town.  We have seen what those 
opposite have done to us before.  They have burnt us before and we will not put up with it again. 

In conclusion, the one thing that worries me with the power station issue is that the Shire of Collie and Griffin Coal 
Mining Company Pty Ltd are both proposing industry parks so that the power can be sold over the fence to attract new 
industry to the town, which we have done well in the past three years.  We have 100 new jobs in town.  We want it to 
go further than that.  Under this proposal, Western Power will be directed to do that and it will take away the 
competitive edge whereby we could attract new industry into the town.  Under our proposal, 800 megawatts of new 
power will be created in Collie.  The Leader of the Opposition wants to ruin that by taking away the competitive 
process.  His plan will absolutely ruin the expansion of Collie, and he should be ashamed of himself.  I am sure his 
grandstanding will be seen for what it is on election day.  Let us see if he is around the polling booths in my area on 
election day. 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [4.00 pm]:  Government members support two principles in this debate: 
first, we support a proper process for determining our new base-load power station, and, second, we support the 
member for Collie, who is an excellent representative of his community.  When the next state election occurs - 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members on my left; that is quite enough!  Members should remind themselves that 
they are in a House of Parliament, not a football field.  The rugby has not started yet.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  When the next state election occurs in Western Australia, the member for Collie will be returned 
with an increased majority because of his advocacy for his community and his support for proper processes.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  Leader of the Opposition, I am on my feet!  I will call you to order for the fourth 
time.  Do not mess with me or you will be out of here!   

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [4.02 pm]:  Both the Minister for Energy and the Leader of the Opposition have missed 
the point about energy and electricity production in Collie.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the Opposition!  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Western Australians are profligate energy users.  Along with the rest of Australia, we have one of 
the highest energy consumption rates in the world, and one of the highest energy intensities of any nation on the planet. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  We have the highest standard of living in the world.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The minister might like to be educated for a change.   

This in itself is not necessarily a bad thing if we used energy as efficiently as possible and we exported energy-intensive 
products so that importing countries were able to minimise their pollution or use of low-efficiency, energy-dependent 
industries.  However, the reality is that Western Australia has a poor record of energy conservation and energy 
efficiency going back through this Government and previous Governments.  I give the House a few examples.   

I remind all members that on 18 February this year, a severe crisis occurred within the electricity production area of 
Western Power caused by a huge increase in the number of airconditioners bought mainly by Perth residents because 
airconditioning was seen to be more affordable.  In a climate like Western Australia’s, particularly in the south west 
corner of the State, there is no justification for additional heating and cooling beyond that provided by the environment 
itself.  If our houses were properly designed, we made use of solar energy and we were sensible in the way that we 
consume electricity, most houses would not need airconditioning or artificial heating.  If people install airconditioning 
or heating facilities and are sensible in their energy use, those items would be needed for a few days of the year at most.   
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I give another little example.  Forty per cent of houses with airconditioners installed have no roof insulation.  That 
means that between one-third and one-half of the energy that people in those houses consume is wasted; namely, 
cooling passes through the roof in summer and heating is lost through the ceiling spaces in winter.  A significant 
problem in Western Australia could be immediately solved if we were to require all domestic houses to have $1 000 
worth of roof insulation fitted. 

I give a third example.  We drive some of the most energy-inefficient sport utility vehicles - SUVs - and four-wheel-
drive vehicles available on the planet, and we do precious little federally and in the State to discourage purchase of 
these vehicles by urban people who never use and do not need the capabilities of such vehicles.   

I am happy to point out that next month the Economics and Industry Standing Committee will issue a discussion paper 
on energy efficiency and energy conservation.  I commend it to the Minister for Energy and the Leader of the 
Opposition, and ask them both to read the document and recognise that between 10 and 20 per cent of the current 
energy consumption in Western Australia can be saved, and that includes electricity production.  If we were wise in our 
use of energy and conserved it where we could, this debate could be deferred for 10 years or more.  We would reduce 
our energy and electricity consumption to such an extent that we would not need another electricity power station in this 
State until that time. 

The Government’s greenhouse strategy that was released earlier this year was a great disappointment because it 
committed the Government to very little in the way of innovative and effective energy conservation measures.  Also, 
the Minister for Energy’s direction to state government agencies to reduce their energy consumption has been an abject 
failure to date.  This has not been a sensible debate and both parties have missed the point. 

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  The question is that the words to be inserted be inserted. 

Amendment on the Amendment 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.06 pm]:  I move - 

To delete all words after “procurement process” and substitute -  

being amended to support the people of Collie, Bunbury and the south west in their efforts for the 
Collie B Power Station to be built to ensure continuity of jobs in Collie, economic growth in the south 
west and a secure electricity supply for all Western Australians. 

This is a telling time for two members of Parliament in this Chamber: the members for Collie and Bunbury.  This 
Government is putting off until after the election a crucial decision that affects the south west, and Collie in particular.  
The Labor Government is in bed with the Greens (WA) and is beholden to it on this key issue.  The Labor Government 
is ignoring the workers of Collie and the need for economic growth and development in Bunbury and the south west.  
There is no single economic development issue in the south west and Collie that is more important than this.  Never 
before in their parliamentary careers has it been more important for the members for Collie and Bunbury to stand firm 
for their local communities and to support the amendment that the coalition has just moved, to show their support for 
Collie B and for the community. 

The Leader of the Opposition has just indicated that I can pass on an offer on his behalf - because he cannot speak at 
this stage - that he invites the Premier to visit Collie to debate with the Leader of the Opposition in person our 
respective parties’ policies.  The coalition is totally supportive of workers and families in Collie, and we totally support 
the people of Bunbury and the south west.  This is an opportunity for the members for Collie and Bunbury to show that 
they support the local communities and that they will not toe the Labor Party line. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  The Treasurer. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The Deputy Premier used up his time. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  He did not. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Minister for Energy) [4.08 pm]:  I believe I have a minute left in which to speak. 

Point of Order 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Minister for Energy’s time had expired. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  According to the clock in front of me the Minister for Energy has a minute in which to 
speak.  The Minister for Energy. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Mr Acting Speaker - 

Several members interjected. 
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Point of Order 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I seek some clarification.  A technical issue might be involved.  The clock had most 
definitely been sitting on the one-minute mark for some time while the previous Labor member had been speaking.  
Does the Minister for Energy now have one minute or the remaining component of that minute in which to speak? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  The Minister for Energy will have one minute.  In these types of 
debates time has always been marked in minute segments. 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected.   

Debate Resumed 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Minister for Energy) [4.09 pm]:  Thank you for your support, Mr Acting Speaker.  I 
disagree with the statement of the member for Warren-Blackwood that your ruling is somehow rubbish.  The 
amendment is totally fallacious.  The power procurement process does support the economic development of the south 
west, as the member for Collie so eloquently explained.  The member for Collie explained the ambitions and aspirations 
of the people of Collie for not only a base-load power station but also additional industry, which will flow if the right 
decisions are made for the construction of the next power station.  We have heard from the Opposition a proposal that in 
the end would delay the power station in Collie.   
Opposition members:  Time!  Time!  Time!   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  That’s the most enjoyable minute I have ever had; better than sex!   
Amendment on the amendment put and a division taken with the following result -   

Ayes (19) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Mr B.J. Grylls Mr R.N. Sweetman  

Noes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr S.R. Hill Mr A.D. McRae Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.N. Hyde Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr J.C. Kobelke Mrs C.A. Martin Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr R.C. Kucera Mr M.P. Murray Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley  

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.G. House Ms S.M. McHale 
 Mr A.D. Marshall Mr P.B. Watson 
 Mr W.J. McNee Ms A.J. MacTiernan 

Independent Pair 

Dr J.M. Woollard 
Amendment thus negatived. 

Motion, as Amended Resumed 
Amendment (words to be inserted) put and passed.  

Question (motion, as amended) put and passed. 

WORKING WITH CHILDREN (CRIMINAL RECORD CHECKING) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.  

RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT (REFERENDUMS) BILL 2004 
Council’s Message 

Message from the Council received and read notifying that it had agreed to the amendments made by the Assembly.  
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AUSTRALIAN CRIME COMMISSION (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL 2003 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.16 pm]:  The Bill defines the functions of the CEO of the 
ACC under state law, with the CEO’s key function being the coordination of ACC operations and investigations.   

The Bill, in respect of the use of coercive powers for special intelligence operations or investigations, mirrors the 
commonwealth Act by removing, through omission, the existing uncertain defence of reasonable excuse.  There are two 
main reasons for removing the defence.  First, it is uncertain in its scope and application.  Second, some people called 
before National Crime Authority hearings have used the defence to avoid providing documents, answering questions or 
attending such hearings, resulting in proceedings often being delayed and stalled through the court system.  Although 
these hearings are extraneous to the court system, they have relevance to the evidence that could subsequently be 
presented in a court, and should not be delayed or hampered by a defence of reasonable excuse in effecting a successful 
investigation of a criminal activity.  However, the Bill enshrines the so-called “use immunity” when evidence secured in 
this manner - in other words, evidence obtained through compulsive power - is not admissible in court to incriminate a 
witness.   

A number of offences will be created by the Bill.  These include failing to attend an examination or to answer questions, 
and failing to produce documents or things when required to do so by summons.  The offences in the Bill will reflect the 
offences contained in the existing NCA legislation and will complement equivalent offences in the commonwealth Act.  
The penalties for the various offences in the Bill also equal the penalties for equivalent commonwealth offences and 
will provide a significant deterrent to those who would seek to obstruct or frustrate the Australian Crime Commission’s 
activities.   

The penalties in the Bill are expressed in penalty units.  The value of a penalty unit is prescribed as being the equivalent 
of section 4AA of the commonwealth Crimes Act 1914.  The use of penalty units for Western Australian offences is not 
the general method of stipulating penalties for state offences.  Penalty units are used in the Western Australian Road 
Traffic Act 1974, and a similar regime of penalty units and nexus with the Commonwealth is included in the Western 
Australian Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2003.  The expression of penalties in penalty units and 
the nexus with the Commonwealth is considered appropriate, given the nature of the subject matter of this 
commonwealth-state legislation and the inherently complementary national-state arrangements required for the effective 
operation of the ACC.  The Bill also contains transitional provisions to facilitate the seamless transition from the NCA 
to the ACC under state law.   

The Legislative Council referred this Bill to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes on 4 
December 2003 for examination.  The committee undertook an extensive examination of the Bill and laid its report 
before the Council on 22 June 2004.  The report clearly supports the introduction of this Bill to underpin the operations 
of the Australian Crime Commission in tackling state offences involving organised and serious crime.  The committee’s 
recommendations include preserving the operation of the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891; clarifying that an 
application for a warrant for the arrest of a witness is to be made to a judge sitting in chambers; clarifying that an 
application for an order to deliver the passport of a witness is to be made to a judge sitting in chambers; ensuring that a 
legal practitioner appointed under clause 7 is bound by the same secrecy provisions described in clause 44 as other 
employees; removing from clause 45 the power of the chief executive officer to delegate the power of delegation; 
removing subclauses (3), (4) and (5) from clause 64 of the Bill, which allow retrospective transitional regulations; 
ensuring that reports made to the Commonwealth Parliament are tabled in the State Parliament; and requiring an 
independent review of the operation of the Bill, with the state minister to lay a written report before each House of 
Parliament within four years of the Bill’s commencement.  The Government has accepted all the committee’s 
recommendations and the Bill received the support of the Legislative Council on 17 November 2004.   

This Bill mirrors the national cooperative scheme undertaking to combat serious and organised crime.  Like the 
commonwealth Act, it builds on the successful features of the NCA and, like its predecessor, the ACC has an 
investigative role that is targeted at combating complex criminal activity of the kind undertaken by high-level and 
sophisticated criminals.  It is hoped that the ACC will become a crucial component in our national law enforcement 
response to those elements of society who exploit jurisdictional boundaries.   

Western Australia has expressed some reservations that this new national body might disproportionately place its 
endeavours on activity on the eastern seaboard, with fewer resources and attention being paid to criminal activity in this 
jurisdiction.  Although it is relatively early days, it is hoped that the collaborative processes of the board, which will set 
operational priorities for the ACC, will ensure that organised criminal activity of concern in this State is given due 
attention.  The State Government will also continue to prosecute the Commonwealth’s undertakings in relation to 
funding this crime-fighting body.  Although the Bill is silent on funding arrangements, in agreeing to this regime the 
parties to the COAG agreement were given assurances that the expenditure by and contribution of the Commonwealth 
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would not be diminished from that which it spent on the Australian Bureau of Criminal Intelligence - ABCI - the Office 
of Strategic Crime Assessments - OSCA - and the NCA combined. 
From time to time in this place reservations are expressed about whether such cooperative schemes undermine the 
sovereignty of this Parliament in making laws for the peace, order and good government of this State.  However, it is 
important to stress that any significant departure from the model will create uncertainty and ambiguity, and hamper 
truly national and cross-jurisdictional investigation of the most serious crimes.  The only beneficiaries of such 
divergence are organised criminals who exploit those differences in furtherance of their criminal enterprise.  Although 
there may be some reservations about elements of the scheme, those are far outweighed by the compelling imperative 
that this State actively participate in the investigation and conviction of criminals who do not respect borders and whose 
activities impact on communities throughout Australia.   

This Bill, and others like it in other States and Territories, will ensure that Australia has in place an enhanced and 
comprehensive national framework to underpin the ACC’s crucial activities in fighting serious and organised crime.  I 
commend the Bill to the House.   

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [4.24 pm]:  I am very pleased to rise to add my contribution to the debate on this Bill.  
In doing so, I note, perhaps with some degree of pre-emptive nostalgia, that this is the very last Bill that I will deal with 
in my very first parliamentary term.  I am sure that some members opposite might think that in fact this might be the 
very last Bill that I will deal with in my parliamentary career.  Of course, I have a very different view.  I must say also 
that I am somewhat interested to know why the member for Girrawheen is handling this Bill and not the Minister for 
Police and Emergency Services.  It does, of course, come under the Minister for Police’s portfolio. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I can answer that, member for Kalgoorlie, if you like. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes, please. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  It is probably because I worked for the National Crime Authority for 10 years, and because I am the 
minister’s parliamentary secretary. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Okay.  I thought it might be because the Labor Party had taken some note of the musings of that 
esteemed and perhaps even somewhat controversial journalist from The West Australian, Robert Taylor, when he 
described the member for Girrawheen as a rising star.  I am sure members would agree that that was an interesting 
combination of words to use about the member for Girrawheen.  I am not quite sure what Robert Taylor was thinking at 
that time.  Perhaps it was a very long week for him. 

The Opposition will support this Bill.  It is in fact a model Bill that has been or will be replicated in various forms in 
every State of Australia, and is based on the commonwealth legislation.  It was born of the Council of Australian 
Governments meeting in 2002.  I believe Western Australia is one of the last States to introduce this as complementary 
legislation. 

There are a couple of changes in this Bill that are not currently reflected in the national legislation, and they of course 
relate to a number of localised state issues that will be able to be dealt with by the Australian Crime Commission once 
this legislation has been passed by the Parliament.   

This Bill effectively merges three crime-fighting bodies.  One of those bodies is the National Crime Authority.  Of 
course, members would be aware that the NCA is answerable under an Act of Parliament that was passed only about a 
year ago.  The NCA is charged with the task of fighting organised crime in a cross-jurisdictional sense; that is, with 
fighting those organised criminals who operate across borders and in States throughout the Australian continent.  
Another organisation that will be merged into the Australian Crime Commission is the Australian Bureau of Criminal 
Intelligence.  The Australian Bureau of Criminal Intelligence is charged with the task of collecting intelligence from 
Police Services around the country.  It is required to gather that intelligence and disseminate it throughout the Police 
Services in Australia.  The third organisation that will be merged is the Office of Strategic Crime Assessments.  The 
Office of Strategic Crime Assessments is essentially a research body that looks at and identifies trends in crime across 
the country.  It is then required to give advice to government about dealing with those trends in crime across the 
country.  Of course, it is tasked with predicting the sorts of crimes that the country, and indeed the States, will face in 
the not too distant future.  There we have it.  Three traditionally national crime-fighting bodies will be merged to form 
the Australian Crime Commission.  I believe members will agree that when a research body, an intelligence-gathering 
body and an investigatory arm are all in the same organisation, there is a good chance that it will handle its task 
adequately. 

The new Australian Crime Commission will have a number of coercive powers.  It is fair to say that a fair amount of 
hysteria has developed about these so-called coercive powers.  In fact, they are not terribly coercive powers at all.  The 
reality is that the coercive powers that are at the centre of the hysteria - as I like to call it - are as follows.  The first thing 
that the new Australian Crime Commission will have the power to do is to compel certain persons of interest to attend a 
hearing.  That is hardly a super coercive power or an extraordinary power, although it is viewed as such in this 
legislation.  Secondly, the ACC will have the power to force persons of interest to answer questions.  The right to 
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remain silent, which has been with us in the fight against crime for many years, will be removed by this legislation.  
Some civil libertarians are particularly disturbed about the removal of the right to remain silent.  I am not one of those 
people.  If the police put a question to a person, that person should be required to answer the question.  If a person has 
nothing to hide and he answers a question in good faith, justice is served. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  It is a pity that the same principle is not followed in question time! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes.  Perhaps we could coopt a number of the coercive powers for the Parliament, if only for one 
day, to ensure that the Labor Party is held to account. 

The third so-called coercive power of the ACC is the power to compel someone to produce a document.  Once again, 
that is hardly a coercive power worthy of the hysteria that has surrounded it.  As such, the ACC will have three powers 
that are not given to other Police Services: the power to produce a document, the power to compel someone to attend a 
hearing and the power to compel someone to answer a question.  I am more than comfortable with those powers being 
used on an almost daily basis because the reality is that if a person does not have anything to hide, he does not have 
anything to worry about.  It is as simple as that.  If a person is guilty, he obviously has something to hide.  If a person 
chooses to remain silent, he will face a significant fine and/or jail sentence if he chooses to exercise that so-called right.  
The only reason a person would do that is if he knows he is guilty of something; he knows he is guilty so he chooses to 
remain silent instead of answering a question.  That could lead to a person’s conviction.  Answering questions in an 
ACC hearing will not necessarily lead to a person’s conviction even if he has espoused his guilt.  The answers given 
cannot be used directly against the person in some future prosecution.  However, investigators can go forward from the 
information provided and gather other information about a crime a person may have committed.  The person can be 
convicted on the basis of other information gathered.  We are not going down the path of self-incrimination by 
removing the right to remain silent. 

Because of the so-called coercive powers, there are a number of what I consider to be very cumbersome provisions in 
the legislation, which are included for so-called accountability reasons.  For instance, the ACC in this State will not 
have a Western Australian manager who can approve a particular operation.  If the ACC in Perth decides to investigate 
a matter, it first has to apply to the Governance Operations Committee for approval.  The Governance Operations 
Committee consists of all the police commissioners and directors of the ACC across the country.  It is a seriously high-
powered committee of very busy individuals.  How on earth will they deal with referrals from the various branches of 
the ACC in the States and then sign off on them, let alone know anything about operations in various States?  I can 
understand why the provision has found its way into the Bill.  People are very concerned about transparency and 
accountability.  The reality is that the ACC will be somewhat hamstrung by the provision, which will hinder it in the 
normal course of its duties.  I am of the view that an operational manager or even a director based in this State should 
have the final say on whether a particular operation should take place.  That person would then be responsible to the 
Australian Crime Commission Governance Operations Committee, and therein lies the accountability.  However, in 
order to facilitate the smooth operation of the Australian Crime Commission, which effectively means facilitating the 
smooth investigation and capture of people involved in organised crime, somebody in this State must be able to say that 
it is a goer and that people should go and investigate and do their best.  To have to put up a reference to a committee of 
high-powered police commissioners and directors all across the country every time the ACC wants to investigate 
somebody is bordering on the ridiculous, quite frankly.  Sadly, it is a sign of our times and of the hysteria that surrounds 
anything to do with giving the police some power.  Effectively, all we are doing is giving the police the power to 
require people to answer questions.  It is no big deal as far as I am concerned.  If the police ask somebody a question, he 
should answer it.  If he has something to hide, he will not answer it and should suffer the consequences.  Of course, the 
guilty people do that.  Even though I think the Australian Crime Commission will be of some benefit, I am also of the 
view that it will be a clumsy, time consuming organisation that could work much more efficiently if it were not 
shackled by this need to ask for a reference every time it wanted to investigate somebody. 

When the National Crime Authority wanted to apply for a reference - that is, permission to undertake a particular 
operation - it had to apply to an intergovernmental committee, which comprised state police ministers and the federal 
police minister.  Of course, that was very cumbersome and difficult.  I think that has been recognised in this Bill, and 
that is why that power has been delegated down one step to the Governance Operations Committee.  However, it does 
not negate the fact that this is still a very difficult process to engage in.  For example, how often will the Governance 
Operations Committee meet?  I am told that it will be perhaps once a quarter.  I am also told, to be fair, that these 
references can be signed off without the need for a meeting.  Members need to understand that we are talking about 
police commissioners and ACC directors from all across the country.  How long will it take them to get around to 
looking at a reference on their desk and signing off on it?  Each police commissioner in every State in Australia will be 
involved.  By the time the references have been signed the crooks could well be in Indonesia, Thailand or some other 
country.  The opportunity to close down those organisations will have gone.  

I will reiterate for the benefit of members present that I am of the view that we should have a director in this State who 
has the capacity to sign off on those orders to investigate a particular operation.  Western Australia does not have a 
director of the ACC, nor will it be getting one as I understand it.  Why is Western Australia less important than any 
other State in Australia?  Why does New South Wales have a director and Canberra, I think, a couple of directors?  
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Other places around the country have directors, but Western Australia does not have one.  I am rather disappointed 
about that. 

Notwithstanding what I have just said about the need to apply to the Governance Operations Committee for references 
to investigate certain operations, the Australian Crime Commission will have a standing reference, which will allow it 
to go some of the way to investigate certain operations.  That standing reference will allow the committee to investigate 
established criminal networks that are “federally relevant”.  The idea is that the ACC will be looking at cross-
jurisdictional operations of organised criminals.  “Federally relevant” is a somewhat grey term.  I am not quite sure 
what it means.  I can only guess that it means that we are talking about organised criminal networks that are perhaps 
running drugs across the border.  I imagine that is what “federally relevant” means.  I believe that somewhat restricts 
what the ACC can or cannot investigate.  If the ACC can investigate only certain criminal networks that have a proven 
record of operating across borders, I believe that closes down a whole heap of opportunities for the ACC in respect of 
other criminal networks in this State.   

It is true that the Australian Crime Commission can apply for a state-based reference at the request of the Western 
Australia Police Service to use its so-called coercive powers to investigate local operations.  I think that is a good thing.  
When police are faced with a situation in which they need those coercive powers to compel people to answer questions, 
table a document or attend a hearing, they will be able to call in the ACC and submit a reference to the Governance 
Operations Committee, the Government will be able to prove that reference and the ACC will be able to investigate that 
purely state-based issue.  That is a good thing, but I am perplexed about the process that must take place before that can 
happen.  Once again the ACC will be shackled to a massively cumbersome process before it can investigate certain 
crimes.  When the ACC has an inkling of an operation involving organised criminals, it should be able to investigate it.  
The ACC should be able to compel people to answer questions.  It can then answer to the state director, who would 
answer to the committee.  In that event, all of the accountability protocols would be in place but the organisation would 
be unshackled. 

Interestingly enough, the ACC is already operating in this State, albeit under the federal legislation.  The only difference 
that will come about with the passage of this legislation is that the ACC will be able to apply for state-based references 
to investigate purely state-based criminal networks that are not operating across the border in a cross-jurisdictional 
sense.  This Bill will also provide a number of other minor state-based amendments to the federal Act.  However, as I 
stand in this place today, the ACC is operating in Western Australia, albeit under a federal Act that the Howard 
Government introduced. 

I am also somewhat concerned that there may be a doubling-up in terms of the overlapping roles of the Australian 
Crime Commission and other organisations in this State that are charged with dealing with similar crimes.  For instance, 
within the WA Police Service is an organised crime unit.  That unit basically discharges the proceeds-of-crime 
legislation and targets high-level drug dealers and organised crime in Western Australia.  I take this opportunity to 
remind members that the organised crime unit in the WA Police Service is not well resourced; the Attorney General 
keeps pinching its money and handing it out to victims of crime.  That is a good thing to a degree, but there is a problem 
when the Attorney General is starving the unit of funds to the point that some police are telling me and others that they 
do not have anywhere to store some of the confiscated property.  The Attorney General is pinching all of the unit’s 
money and handing it out to victims of crime, and is not leaving the unit with enough to run its operations. 

The organised crime unit in the WA Police Service has another resourcing problem.  Everybody is saying the same 
thing: the unit needs more accountants and forensic scientists to go after the Mr Bigs of the organised crime world.  If 
the unit does not have enough accountants, it will have a reduced capacity to nail those people who have assets for 
which they cannot account in their previous tax returns.  The unit, therefore, is very much under-resourced.  Much of 
that problem can be sheeted back to the Attorney General, as he keeps pinching the unit’s money and handing it out to 
victims of crime.  He should be handing out money to victims of crime, but the Government’s number one priority 
should be to ensure that the organised crime unit is functioning properly and resourced adequately, neither of which is 
happening at the moment. 

The other body that will more closely overlap with the Australian Crime Commission is the recently formed Corruption 
and Crime Commission.  Members will be aware that the CCC, as it is known, is a derivative of the Anti-Corruption 
Commission, which was known as the ACC.  The CCC is not only charged with sorting out official corruption in this 
State but also involved in dealing with high-level and organised crime.  That is exactly what the Australian Crime 
Commission will be doing.  Therefore, we will now have three bodies in this State, two of them state-based and one of 
them federally-based, albeit with accompanying state legislation, that will be looking at criminal networks.  I guess the 
good thing is that if a person happens to be an organised crook, he can expect a knock on his door from either the CCC, 
the ACC or the organised crime unit within the Western Australia Police Service.  It is fair to say that we are tackling 
the problem, albeit that those three bodies will overlap to a degree.  I hope that when this legislation is passed, those 
three organisations will work cooperatively in the fight against organised crime, because if they do not do that and they 
each go off on their own tangent, they will lessen their ability to be effective in the fight against organised crime.   

The Opposition is pleased to support this Bill.  As I said, it is a model Bill born out of the COAG meeting in 2002.  
Every State has similar legislation.  It is important that we ensure that our state legislation mirrors the federal legislation 
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to the greatest extent possible.  I am pleased to see that this Bill is very close to the federal legislation.  I congratulate 
Senator Chris Ellison for his involvement in this Bill.  Senator Ellison is a feverish opponent of organised crime in our 
country.  That is reflected in this Bill.  With those few words, the Opposition will be supporting the Bill.  Given that it is 
a model Bill, and given that it was largely drafted by the fantastic Howard Liberal Government, we do not see the need 
to go into consideration in detail on this Bill.  I am sure some members will be particularly happy about that.   

Question put and passed.   

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.   

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Ms M.M. Quirk(Parliamentary Secretary), and passed. 

DRAFT CONSUMER CREDIT (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) CODE REGULATIONS AMENDMENT  
ORDER 2004 

Motion 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [4.48 pm]:  Earlier today we 
suspended standing orders so that we could deal with a motion with regard to consumer credit.  I therefore move -  

(1) That this House approves the draft Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Code Regulations 
Amendment Order 2004, a copy of which was laid on the Table of the Assembly on 9 November 
2004.   

(2) That the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly and be invited to pass a similar resolution. 

In July 2003 the Consumer Credit (Western Australian) Act 1996 was amended to enable the template consumer credit 
code and regulations as set out in the Consumer Credit (Queensland) Act 1994 to apply as law in Western Australia.  As 
a part of the reforms, a provision was included whereby amendments made to the code or regulations in Queensland 
would apply in Western Australia only following an order being published in the Gazette by the Governor.  The order 
cannot be made unless each House of Parliament has first approved a draft of the order.  The order process streamlines 
the process for amendments to be made to the code in Western Australia, but it also means that any amendments are 
still brought before the Parliament for scrutiny and approval.  Once an order is approved, it will be published in the 
Gazette and come into effect in Western Australia from that date.  The draft order has been tabled in both Houses and 
has been considered by the Legislative Council Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes.  
The committee has recommended that the draft order be approved.   

I turn now to the purpose of the amendment.  The Consumer Credit (Western Australian) Code Regulations 
Amendment Order 2004 increases the monetary limit prescribed in, firstly, section 66 of the Consumer Credit Code to 
vary consumer credit contracts due to hardship circumstances; and, secondly, section 86 of the code in relation to the 
enforcement of credit contracts, mortgages and guarantees.  The proposed amendments emanate from the post 
implementation review and national competition policy review of the Uniform Consumer Credit Code, and were 
approved by the Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs in January 2003.  Currently, under section 66(1) of the code a 
debtor who is reasonably unable because of illness or unemployment to meet his obligations under a credit contract and 
who reasonably expects to be able to discharge his obligation if the term of the contract is changed, can apply to the 
credit provider or the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection for assistance to endeavour to effect such a 
change.  It should be noted that Western Australian consumers are better off than consumers elsewhere in Australia.  
Consumers can apply to the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection for assistance in negotiating a 
change in the terms of a contract because of separate provisions that were retained in the WA code.  In other States, the 
consumer must seek an order from a court.  Presently, a person can make a hardship relief application if the maximum 
amount of credit borrowed is up to $125 000.  This amount has been prescribed since 1996 and is now well below 
current average household borrowings.  The amendment will prescribe the amount as being 110 per cent of the average 
loan size for the purchase of new dwellings in New South Wales.  The average loan size is defined as the amount set out 
in the publication entitled Housing Finance, Australia, which is published quarterly by the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics.  Until 8 December 2004 the new threshold will be $340 670.  

The amendment to section 86, which relates to the postponement of enforcement proceedings, brings the dollar ceiling 
amount into line with the new hardship threshold.  I commend the motion to the House so that this provision can be 
implemented, as will occur throughout the rest of Australia.  

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.52 pm]:  The coalition supports this 
order.  The minister has succinctly explained the purpose of the measure.  In July 2003 when the Consumer Credit 
(Western Australia) Act 1996 was amended to enable template regulations based on the Consumer Credit (Queensland) 
Act 1994 to apply as law in Western Australia, we had some discussion on the efficacy and appropriateness of using 
template legislation, compared with introducing well-coordinated but very distinct legislative measures within each 
State.  I will not revisit that debate.  Suffice to say, the hardship provisions and enforcement of credit contract 
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provisions that relate to the Consumer Credit Code are being amended to enable the financial limit to be linked directly 
to the 110 per cent of average loan size for the purchase of new dwellings in New South Wales, and that will be defined 
as an amount set out in a publication entitled Housing Finance, Australia, published by the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics.  In July this year, the average loan size in New South Wales was $288 000 by that measure.  I am told that, 
currently, it is in excess of $300 000.  

It is an interesting situation in which aspects of our consumer protection regulatory regime are now based on an average 
loan size for housing in New South Wales.  I suppose that, in a way, this will weight things in favour of consumers in 
Western Australia, because it means that if somebody wished, for example, to try to postpone enforcement proceedings 
should that person be unable to meet repayments or had contravened his credit requirements in some other way, his 
ability to request such a postponement would be based on the total amount of his loan being up to $300 000.  If that 
amount were based on the average loan size for dwellings in Western Australia, the upper limit would be considerably 
lower.  We do not have any great problems with this motion.  Our understanding, based on advice from the minister’s 
office in the short time that this motion has been on the Table, is that there has been consultation with consumer and 
business groups, particularly finance organisations, and they are supportive of it.  It provides for consistency across the 
nation and, although I still express some concerns about the principle behind template legislation, in a practical sense it 
is supported by the industry and consumers.  Consequently, we will not oppose the motion.  I put on record my thanks 
to Hon Simon O’Brien, the shadow minister in this area, for his advice on this matter. 

Question put and passed. 

VETERINARY PREPARATIONS AND ANIMAL FEEDING STUFFS AMENDMENT BILL 2003 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr F.M. Logan (Parliamentary Secretary), read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the parliamentary secretary. 

Second Reading 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.56 pm]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

The purpose of this Bill is to introduce essential veterinary chemical controls into Western Australia.  These controls are 
necessary to ensure that veterinary chemical use is safe and appropriate, and is not prejudicial to the trade.  Veterinary 
chemical use is essential in modern agriculture.  However, it is appropriate to control this use particularly, so that the 
efficacy of human medicines is not diminished through the development of antibiotic resistance and so that our trade in 
agricultural products is not threatened by chemical residues.  

Within Australia, veterinary chemicals are controlled at two levels.  Registration for the sale and supply of veterinary 
chemicals is controlled under a national scheme by the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority, 
formerly the National Registration Authority for Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals.  As part of the registration 
process, veterinary chemicals are assessed for safety to consumers, users, animals, the environment and trade.  These 
evaluations are based on the products being used in accordance with the label directions.  Individual States have 
responsibility for any controls over the manner in which veterinary chemicals are used, for enforcing label directions 
and for establishing the limits within which registered products can be used “off-label” - that is, other than in 
accordance with the label directions.  There is no national scheme for this aspect, in the sense of uniform legislation 
being adopted by each State.  There is, however, an acknowledgment by the States that the relevant legislation needs to 
be consistent.  Australia is developing a national program to address the issue of antibiotic resistance, and there is a 
need to change some veterinary chemical use patterns.  Nationally agreed principles have been developed to control the 
use of veterinary chemicals.  This legislation will allow those principles to be implemented in Western Australia.  

Before the national scheme for the registration of agricultural and veterinary chemicals was introduced in the mid 
1990s, the registration of veterinary products was required in Western Australia by the Act that this Bill will amend - 
the Veterinary Preparations and Animal Feeding Stuffs Act 1976.  The registration provisions of that Act were repealed 
when the national scheme came into operation.  The Act now contains provisions regulating the manufacture and sale of 
the quaintly termed “animal feeding stuffs”, but it does not regulate the use of any veterinary products except hormonal 
growth promotants.  The amendments now proposed are urgently required to ensure adequate controls over the use of 
other veterinary medicines to protect our animal industries, export markets and human health.   

The central feature of the Bill is the amendment of the Veterinary Preparations and Animal Feeding Stuffs Act by the 
insertion of two new parts.  These parts will allow regulations to be made under the Act to control the use of veterinary 
chemical products and to regulate the sale of stock, stock products or the carcass of any stock that has been treated with 
a veterinary chemical product.  Regulations for the control of use of vet chemicals will be able to have effect by 
reference to approved labels or to registration under the national scheme; to provide for the duties and obligations of 
vets and others in relation to the use of vet chemical products; and to provide for the keeping of records and a system of 
declarations or returns in relation to the use of these products and for the verification of the information supplied. 
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Key elements of the regulations that will be introduced will be strict control of the use of unregistered products that 
have not been subject to rigorous evaluation by the Commonwealth, and limits on the use of registered products other 
than according to the directions on the label.  The controls will be applied only to the use of veterinary chemicals in 
production animals, as this use impacts most on public health and trade.  No controls on the use of chemicals in 
companion animals are envisaged at this stage. 

Veterinarians have traditionally enjoyed “prescribing rights” that recognise their professional training in the use and 
pharmacology of drugs.  This is a privilege that provides significant benefits and flexibility for producers because it 
provides access to human pharmaceuticals, unregistered chemicals and “off-label” uses of registered products.  
However, this privilege is not intended to allow circumvention of the proper registration process, and also means that 
veterinarians must be responsible for the consequences of the use of veterinary chemicals.  The regulations will set 
limits on the prescribing rights afforded to vets, particularly in relation to the use of unregistered veterinary chemicals 
and the use of companion animal medicines to treat production animals.  Vets will also be required to provide detailed 
written advice and to assume more responsibility for any residues that result from treatments they recommend. 

There will be controls on producers as well.  For the treatment of major production species, producers will be required 
to follow the label directions.  This will ensure that public health issues and trade and environment issues that are 
assessed in the registration process are adequately addressed within Western Australia.  Treatment of major production 
species, other than in accordance with label directions, will be permitted only on the written advice of a vet.  Approved 
labels specify the appropriate time that needs to elapse between the last treatment with a product and the slaughter of 
animals, or the collection of milk, honey or eggs for human consumption.  Producers will be required to adhere to these 
“withholding periods”.  This will minimise the risk of chemical residues in our food.  Producers will also be required to 
keep records of all chemical treatments given to production animals.  This is essential to ensure the production of safe, 
quality food within Western Australia and to facilitate the tracing back of residues. 

I will not go into detail here but will just note two other features of the Bill.  The short and long titles of the existing Act 
will be amended to reflect the importance of its new objects and to make use of the more contemporary term “veterinary 
chemical products” in place of “veterinary preparations”.  The Bill will amend a number of sections of the Act so that 
they apply in relation to the new provisions as well as the existing provisions.  These include inspection and sampling 
powers. 

I reiterate that the prime purpose of the new provisions is to ensure that chemicals used to treat animals are used 
appropriately.  This will minimise the opportunity for development of antibiotic resistance and ensure that any food or 
fibre product is not sold until it is free of detrimental chemical residues.  The controls to be introduced will limit the use 
of some chemicals in some species.  Overall, however, the controls will afford the agricultural sector a greater level of 
surety about the quality of produce and the ongoing value of available medicines.  This legislation is essential to 
safeguard public health and to maximise trade opportunities for Western Australia.  I recommend the Bill to the House. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [5.05 pm]:  I rise to support the legislation and make some observations.  I 
thank the parliamentary secretary for organising officers of the Department of Agriculture to provide me with a briefing 
on this legislation.  It would have been preferable for the Government to have given the Opposition access to the Bill so 
that we could have done some homework on it before it was introduced at the end of the year, when the pressure is on 
us to pass the legislation.  I have not had the opportunity to talk to veterinarians or farmers about the impact - adverse or 
otherwise - this Bill will have on them.  Therefore, I must take the advice of the parliamentary secretary and others on 
face value. 

There is no doubt that the safe use of veterinary chemicals is absolutely essential to not only public health but also our 
future trade opportunities.  We need to make sure measures are put in place to ensure that the chemicals are 
administered properly and also properly recorded.  I note with interest that although uniform legislation does not apply 
across Australia, the preference is that the legislation be consistent with what is happening in other States.  I understand 
that other States have had this type of legislation in place for some time.  It is probably high time that we pass similar 
legislation. 

The Bill amends the Veterinary Preparations and Animal Feeding Stuffs Act 1976.  I understand that the Act regulates 
the manufacture and sale of animal feeding stuffs but that it does not regulate the use of veterinary products, except 
hormonal growth promoters. 

Clause 8 of the legislation seeks to insert proposed section 15 under proposed part IV, and proposed section 16 under 
proposed part V.  I will read the explanatory memoranda, which will put the Bill in context.  Proposed section 15 
provides -  

. . . generally in subsection (1) that regulations may be made for the purpose of controlling the use of 
veterinary chemical products.  Subsection (2) goes on to provide more specifically what the regulations may 
do, namely: 

(a) Prohibit, restrict or otherwise regulate the use of veterinary chemical products. 
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(b) Have effect by reference to approved labels or to registration under the Agvet Code of Western 
Australia.  (The Agvet Code contains the provisions of the national system the regulation of the 
evaluation, registration and control of the active constituents of veterinary chemical products and the 
manufacture and supply of veterinary chemical products.) 

(c) Provide for the duties and obligations of vets and others in relation to the use of veterinary chemical 
products. 

(d) Provide for the keeping of records and the verification of information. 

(e) Provide for penalties for offences against the regulations of up to $5 000. 

Section 16 provides for regulations prohibiting, restricting or otherwise regulating the sale of stock, stock 
products and carcasses treated with veterinary chemical products.  These regulations are necessary to ensure 
that treated stock or products are not sold or consumed until they are free from any detrimental residue of a 
veterinary chemical product. 

Subsection (2) provides that the regulations may have effect by reference to: 

(a) A permit issued under the Agvet code. 

(b) The instructions of a vet. 

(c) In the case of a registered veterinary chemical product (under the NRS) the direction etc on the label. 

The legislation provides for the use of chemicals on common farm animals such as cattle, sheep, poultry and pigs.  It 
provides also for withholding periods for a number of chemicals.  I understand that about 2 500 different veterinary 
chemicals are used in Western Australia.  This legislation was proposed as far back as 1998.  The use of antibiotics is a 
moot point at the moment.  There is concern across Australia about the resistance of bacteria to antibiotics.  Therefore, 
their proper and controlled use is absolutely essential if we are to ensure that vital veterinary chemicals and medicines 
that are used for mankind remain virulent and effective.   

Veterinarians have prescribing rights for all veterinary chemicals.  Those chemicals must be used in accordance with 
the label.  Producers must follow the instructions on the label and record the use of those chemicals.  I will mention the 
penalties that can be imposed on farmers, producers or vets who do not record the use of those chemicals in the proper 
way.  The proposal under the Bill is to ensure that stock, food or fibre is kept chemical free.  The use of residue tests 
will be expanded from one year to three years to ensure that animals, carcasses and fibre can be properly tested.  The 
Act does not currently impose a penalty.  This Bill introduces a penalty of $5 000.   

Farmers will not be able to use off-label products unless advised to do so by a veterinary scientist.  Off-label products 
are those that have a certain use under the label but, with veterinary advice and approval, can be used for other uses or 
on other animals.  For example, a veterinary chemical might be able to be used intramuscularly rather than 
intravenously.  A vet would be required to ensure that that use was properly recorded.  The amount of time in which a 
chemical must be used will be recorded.  In other words, a chemical may need to be used within three weeks.  There 
will be a prohibition on using the chemical beyond the length of time stated on the label.  They are all important issues 
that need to be controlled.   

This legislation is important.  Farmers need to be cognisant of the fact that the use of chemicals for our animals needs to 
be controlled, to ensure not only the safe use of chemicals for the health and benefit of our community but also that our 
trade is not affected in any way.  This issue might be an aside to this legislation, but I refer members to the impact about 
a decade ago of the discovery of chemical residue levels in beef cattle.  That matter is controlled under separate 
legislation.  The use of organochlorins and organophosphates for agricultural use and termite control around power 
poles became quite an issue, particularly in the south west corner of the State.  As a farmer who used organochlorins 
and organophosphates over a long time, I can assure members that the trauma caused by chemical residues being 
recorded in beef in particular caused great disruption to the community.  Significant areas of land that had been in use 
for animal production were taken out of circulation.  That issue threatened the trade of our beef with Japan.  I mentioned 
to departmental people that there was another aspect; that is, a trade issue relating to Australia supplying beef to Japan 
in competition to the United States, which triggered the maximum residue level issues and caused a lot of pain.  The 
same sort of thing could happen through the misuse of veterinary chemicals.  It is very important that this legislation be 
passed as quickly as possible.   

It amazes me that a Bill that has been around for such a long time has turned up for debate at a critical time in the 
parliamentary phase - that is, in the last year of this term of the Government - when it could have been put in place two 
or three years ago.  We have passed some pretty airy-fairy legislation through this Parliament, and it surprises me that 
something so fundamentally important to the future of the agricultural industry in Western Australia should be just left 
in the wings with no real priority.  I need to remind members that the agricultural industry is still one of the mainstays 
of the Western Australian economy.  Everybody talks about the mining industry, and there is no doubt that the State is a 
powerhouse of mining and petroleum production.  However, I have travelled the length and breadth of this State, and 
the productivity, range and spectrum of the horticultural, agricultural and pastoral industries never ceases to amaze me.  
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In my electorate the current Government’s policy on old-growth forest has devastated the economy of the area.  The 
only things keeping the towns of the area going at the moment are agriculture and horticulture.  The good thing about 
agriculture is that farmers are the kind of people who do not really hoard their money.  They spend their money, it 
travels through the economy of each of those communities, and it is a boon to those communities.  I acknowledge that 
the Government has at least brought in this legislation.  I would have liked a bit more time to investigate the details of 
the legislation.  To be able to pass good law, we as members of Parliament must be able not only to take a briefing from 
the Department of Agriculture, but also to go into the agricultural sector, where this legislation will impact, and consult 
with those people.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  This legislation has already been considered and passed by the Legislative Council.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I know; I have read the debates in the upper House.  A lot of the debate had very little reference to 
this Bill.  A lot of it revolved around a whole lot of ancillary things, and I suppose I have done that to some extent, but I 
am just making the connection between what has happened with organochlorines and organophosphates and what can 
happen as a result of the misuse of veterinary chemicals.  I know a little bit about what I am talking about.  I wanted to 
explain to the House the importance of agriculture and of having good legislation.  I must have time to talk to my 
farmers about the impact of this legislation.  Members should understand that farmers may not be qualified 
veterinarians, but their animal husbandry skills will be in some cases even greater than those of qualified veterinarians.  
There are hundreds of farmers who can deliver calves, replace embryos and artificially inseminate animals.  I would 
like to talk to them about whether this legislation will impose any controls on them that may not be necessary.  How do 
I find that out, when I get a Bill at the eleventh hour of the eleventh month of the fourth year of the Labor Government?  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is one minute to midnight.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  At one minute to midnight, we get some legislation that is pretty important.  Anyone who practises 
animal husbandry knows of the risks of disease being introduced through products that could come into this country.  
Feed stuff contamination is a major issue.  Even the other House talked about the impact of genetically modified foods 
as adjuncts to feed.   

I support the legislation.  I am sure that if it is not 100 per cent workable, we will get some feedback from the 
agricultural industries fairly quickly.  I daresay, as will have to happen with a lot of things, when the coalition returns to 
government it will probably have to clean up the mess that has been made by the Labor Party.  However, in the spirit of 
cooperation, and rather than delay the House to any great extent, I thank the officers from the Department of 
Agriculture for their briefing, for providing me with information and for giving me the opportunity to ask some 
questions.  The Opposition supports the Bill and commends it to the House.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time.  

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr F.M. Logan (Parliamentary Secretary), and passed.  

ARCHITECTS BILL 2003 
Council’s Amendments 

Amendments made by the Council further considered from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Consideration in Detail 

Debate was adjourned after Ms A.J. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) had moved that amendments 
Nos 1 to 3 made by the Council be agreed to.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The minister responsible for the Architects Bill is Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich in the other place.  The 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure initially moved that these amendments be agreed to.  She normally represents 
the minister but did not have the detail to be able to answer questions about the amendments.  On that basis, I will assist 
the House with the completion of this matter.  The member quite rightly asked for some explanation.  The three 
amendments relate to clause 11 of schedule 2 of the Architects Bill 2003.  There are six subclauses to clause 11 of the 
schedule.  The effect of these three amendments is to delete all except the first clause.  Clause 11 of the schedule deals 
with powers in relation to transitional provisions, and subclause (1) allows for the Governor to make regulations 
relating to such transitional matters.  What subclauses (2), (3), (4), (5) and (6) added to the clause was in the form of a 
Henry VIII provision, which would have meant that the regulation could set aside provisions of the Bill or could apply 
provisions with specific modifications, and time matters related to that.  Some people in the other place felt that they 
could not support a Henry VIII provision as they did not feel it was justified.  The Government, on advice, thought it 
prudent to have such a provision, but did not think the Bill should be put in jeopardy by holding to that belief.  
Therefore, the Government is happy to accept that those parts of clause 11 of the schedule that could be characterised as 
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a Henry VIII provision be removed to allow the Bill to proceed.  We trust that we will have agreement in this place and 
that the Bill can therefore come into law.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Henry VIII has a lot to answer for.  I wonder why the Government was so happy to agree to these 
amendments.  Let us not kid ourselves.  The government minister in the upper House moved the amendments; the 
Opposition did not move the amendments.  I have been told by the Leader of the House, who, I presume, has had a 
conversation with the minister in the other place, that the reason she moved the amendments is that the Opposition was 
likely to oppose the clause.  I do not know the veracity of that, but one must presume it is true.  However, it makes me 
wonder about the advice the minister received on this clause, which, as the Leader of the House has said, can be 
described only as a Henry VIII provision.  Why would anything like that be included in modern legislation?  I can 
understand that regulations cannot be brought in that would override an Act.  That seems totally inappropriate.   

The Opposition will agree to these amendments to delete the vast majority of clause 11 of the schedule.  All the lines 
from line 12 on page 68 to the last line on page 69 will be deleted.  Quite a substantial part of the clause will be deleted.  
That emphasises the fact that the Government has messed around with its legislation in this past year.  We have had to 
deal with many amendments that have come back from the upper House.  Normally, it was because the legislation was 
poor legislation.  As a Parliament, we should not pass legislation that is not good and credible legislation.  As a 
Parliament - by that I mean both Houses - we should pass only good legislation that will enforce the law in certain 
areas. 

Of course, the Opposition has supported the Architects Bill.  The legislation was put in train when we were last in 
government.  The Royal Australian Institute of Architects was concerned about what would be contained in the Bill 
when it came into the Parliament.  I certainly had talks with the Institute of Architects just prior to the last election and 
gave it an assurance that the Liberal Party would ensure that architects were protected, and that the value, standing and 
professionalism of qualified architects were not diminished.  This Bill does protect architects.  That is why the 
Opposition has supported it in both this House and the other House.  The only clause being amended is basically one 
that was superfluous to start with; otherwise the Government would not be keen to agree to this - 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The issue was that the adoption of the report of the committee that the Bill went to meant that 
amendments Nos 1 and 3 would be deleted.  The minister then moved to delete amendment No 2, because it did not 
make proper sense to delete the other two. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Of course.  At the end of the day, the Government, with its Greens (WA) colleagues in the other 
place, has the numbers there.  If it were not for the Greens, which wanted this legislation changed, the Liberal Party and 
its National Party friend in the other place would not have had the numbers to defeat this clause in the Bill, either in a 
committee or outside a committee.  At the end of the day, I am saying that the Government should have got it right in 
the first place.  It should have looked at the consequences.  It should have looked at the downsides of any parts of the 
Bill.  It obviously did not do that.  For it to even think of supporting a Henry VIII provision shows the naivety of the 
minister at the time he did that, and shows the poor advice given to that minister. 

I do not want to delay the House any longer.  On behalf of the Opposition, I am quite happy to agree to this amendment, 
which is basically, as I said, just a deletion of 95 per cent of clause 11 of schedule 2.  I am sure these amendments will 
be passed now, and the other place will be informed. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 

RECOGNITION OF RETIRING MEMBERS’ SERVICE 
Motion 

Resumed from 11 November on the following motion moved by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House) - 

That this House extends its appreciation to all retiring members both for their service to the people of Western 
Australia and their contributions to this House.   

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [5.28 pm]:  I give what is in theory a Clayton’s valedictory speech.  It is a valedictory 
speech that a member gives when he does not really expect or hope to not come back here.  However, just in case I do 
not return to this place, I say that I am very grateful to the leader of government business in this House for giving me a 
few minutes to say a few words.  

Members will be aware that in December last year I lost the Liberal Party endorsement to be its candidate for the seat of 
Vasse at the forthcoming election.  However, since then I have resigned from the Liberal Party, and I now stand in this 
place as an Independent member of Parliament, and I will stand as an Independent candidate at the election, regardless 
of the date on which it is held. 

I wish to use my limited time to thank a number of people and to make an explanation.  Obviously, I thank the Leader 
of the House for giving me the opportunity to say a few words, just in case I am unsuccessful in my recontesting of the 
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seat of Vasse as an Independent.  However, I need to ask rhetorically: what are the chances of my being returned?  I 
clearly believe that I am the underdog because I have lost Liberal Party endorsement and therefore do not have the party 
machine supporting me.  I am pleased to say that the support I have received from the community has been nothing 
short of amazing.  People of all political persuasions have said that I have been unfairly treated and that I have been a 
hard-working and effective member undeserving of the fate that has befallen me.  I will require ALP preferences if I 
have any real chance of re-election.  In return, I will require Green preferences to flow strongly to the ALP.  Where 
there is life, there is hope.  I remain optimistic and committed.  As a result, it is my hope that Mr Speaker will see me 
back in the House after the election early next year. 

As an aside, I note that the strongest public criticism that has been directed against me in my eight years as a member of 
Parliament is because of my support for mining in the former pine plantation at Ludlow.  I have always believed that a 
strong and healthy environment can occur only as a result of a nation or community having a strong and healthy 
economy.  Without the wealth generated from industry of various types, no community or country can hope to achieve 
sustainability and cannot hope to properly protect its air, soil, water and biodiversity assets.  Ludlow is a classic 
example of a natural area of high conservation value that was severely degraded over the first 150 years of European 
settlement.  As a result of those activities over 150 years, wealth has been generated that, in turn, has given us the 
standard of living and the quality of life that most Western Australians enjoy today.  For example, the mining of 
limestone in the Ludlow tuart forest occurred from the 1840s onward to allow houses to be built.  The clearing of tuart 
forest from the 1850s onward allowed agriculture to produce enough food to meet the needs of the early settlers of the 
Swan River Colony.  The logging of tuart trees from the 1860s onwards and, particularly around the turn of the last 
century, provided the timber needed to expand the State’s rail system.  The planting of pine trees during the 1930s and 
onwards was designed to meet the wood fibre needs of the rapidly growing state population.  In 2004 mining of the 
mineral resource valued at $100 million will provide the wealth for all the past disturbances and impacting activities to 
be repaired and for the vast majority of pre-European natural values to be returned to the mining tenement areas.   

I cannot help but see a little irony in the situation facing me at the next election.  My support for a project that is clearly 
sustainable in every sense of the word may result in a loss of electoral support that could cost me my seat in Parliament.  
If I delve too deeply into my eight years in Parliament and try to make too many profound statements as some of my 
colleagues have done in the past week or so, the media may interpret my words to mean that I do not expect to come 
back here after the election.   

I will conclude by saying a number of thanks.  I thank the staff with whom I have had the pleasure of working, be they 
library, dining room, Assembly, Council, Hansard, security, administration or committee staff.  They have been 
overwhelmingly hard working, good natured and non-political.  I thank them for all those attributes.  I also thank most 
of the members of Parliament for most of their deliberations and actions over the past eight years.  It is a sad reflection 
on the nature of our job as parliamentarians that only a few members of this place and the other place have ended up 
being what I would call good friends.  However, I am pleased to say that the vast majority of people in this place and 
the other place and in the previous Government have become people whom I would call close and well-respected 
acquaintances.  I thank the current and past Presiding Officers of both Houses who, once Hon George Cash took up the 
President’s position, commenced an ongoing modernisation program and upgrade to Parliament House and the facilities 
available to members as well as offering support for an upgrade of facilities in electorate offices.  Finally, of course, I 
thank my long-suffering wife Carolina and our friends, the vast of majority of whom have continued to treat me as a 
friend first, a human being second and a member of Parliament a long way third. 

What are my concluding comments?  I can put them into one sentence.  I look forward, as the Independent member for 
Vasse, to being back here after the next election, when as an Independent member I will be able to continue to strongly 
represent the residents of Vasse to the Government and in the Parliament.   

[Applause.] 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [5.36 pm]:  I close the debate on the motion.  I do not propose 
to try to summarise the debate, but I think it is appropriate that I congratulate all those members on their contribution to 
the debate, and, more importantly, on their contribution to this House, the Western Australian Parliament and the 
electorates they have represented.   

I wish the member for Vasse well.  He and I were freshers together at the University of Western Australia in the same 
year, so we go back a fair way.  I have always appreciated him as a very honest and direct person.  We will wait to see 
how he goes in his election campaign. 

The member for Murdoch is always very affable.  He is one of the members who easily crosses barriers between 
members who are in different parties.  He is always friendly, open and able to share a joke.  Although he has been the 
butt of some jibes from this side of the House, he has always been able to handle them extremely well.  As a minister, 
we did take issue with the number of colouring-in competitions he ran and matters such as that, but nonetheless he had 
some fine achievements.  One of which he is very proud is Harmony Day, which has now become a national event.  He 
will certainly leave a mark on this State and on Australia. 
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My colleague the member for Bassendean is a person who has given great service to the union movement, to the Labor 
Party, to his electorate and to this Parliament.  He is an incredibly hard worker who gets down to so much detail.  We 
can see that in the work he has done in his current portfolio and the fantastic development in the State.  What a 
wonderful legacy he has left the State. 

The member for Stirling is again someone who is able to converse with people from all parties.  He was nicknamed 
“tarmac” at one stage because he did occasionally like to travel.  He again is someone who has served this Parliament 
for many years with distinction.  

The member for Moore is perhaps someone I have vied with for having the loudest voice in this Chamber.  He comes 
from a different background from most current members but he is someone for whom I have great respect because of 
his strength of conviction.  He is always true to himself and to that conviction.   

The member for Pilbara was elected a Labor Party member at the same time as I.  Although our paths have gone 
different ways politically, he is someone for whom I have respect.  His ability to run as an Independent and win a seat 
as an Independent clearly reflects the great personal following he has in his electorate, which in turn reflects the amount 
of work he has done there. 

The member for South Perth and I first met when he was a member of the other place and we worked together on a joint 
committee.  His passing will be missed - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  His moving on from here will be missed, because he is one of the few members who does attempt 
to understand the standing orders.  He has a considerable depth of knowledge of history and the Parliament.  We are 
well aware that his contribution to that history has been very special.  We thank him for that.   

The member for Ningaloo characterised himself in his contribution as both idealistic and pragmatic.  I and other 
members have been put in our places on more than one occasion when the member for Ningaloo has got to his feet and 
entered into a debate.  We have sometimes wondered what the debate was about because of his depth of understanding.  
His integrity has really come through.  Again he is a member who perhaps wishes he were coming back here after the 
election.  I believe he has been respected by members on all sides and made a contribution to his electorate and to this 
House.   
I do not think that one can sum up the member for Kingsley in one or two sentences.  The House will miss her as 
someone of incredible ability, not only intellectually but also in the amount of work that she seems capable of doing.  I 
suppose that on this side of the House we have some hope and encouragement because someone with that incredible 
determination and ability to work will be removed from the Liberal Party.  Although that will be the loss of the Liberal 
Party and the Parliament, we do not see it as all bad!  In the latter days of the Court Government, the member for 
Kingsley was Mrs Fix-it.  She was given a lot of hard jobs with which the previous Government was having difficulty, 
and was able to bring those matters under control.  She is certainly very well respected in her electorate. 
Mr C.M. Brown:  When we were in opposition, I referred to her once as the K and M minister.  I don’t know whether 
she recalls that at all. 
Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  Kiss and make up! 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Murray-Wellington is someone to whom I had to apologise for not giving him 
notice that I was going into his electorate.  I have always found the member for Murray-Wellington a very honest and 
direct person with a great sense of humour, which came through in his contribution to this debate; that is not just 
because we share the same old school tie!  He is someone I certainly respect.  I am sure that he has the respect of the 
House and that his electorate certainly appreciates the wonderful work he has done there for many years. 
The member for Dawesville, nicknamed “The Coach” in the Liberal Party, is one of those members again who has 
moved across barriers between the various parties.  He is always a friendly and open person who is willing to share a 
story, although I must say that some of the stories he has told about me were not totally accurate.  One of his overtures 
that I took with good nature was when I said something in the Chamber that was not quite proper and he sent me a cake 
of Solvol.  I did not use it on my mouth but I did use it on my hands. 
The member for Roe is, again, someone I have always found who was willing to get up and speak the truth.  There may 
have been times when he said something that was not politically astute but he regarded it as in the interests of his 
electorate and party.  He is always very forthright and is someone whose opinion in this place I have always been able 
to respect; however, I am not sure about his poetry.  In response to the member for Roe, and with a little assistance from 
the member for Girrawheen, I have put together a bit of a limerick - 

There was a bucolic chap from Roe, 
Whose poetry amongst Nats was the go, 
He found composing it in the shower, 
Gave him inspiration and power, 
Because it did not disturb the flow. 
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I thank those members I have referred to for the way they entered into the debate.  I sat through all of their contributions 
and I thought they were outstanding contributions to the debate in this place.  I certainly wish them well.  Perhaps the 
motion, Mr Speaker, can be carried by acclamation. 
[Applause.] 
The SPEAKER:  I declare the motion carried by acclamation. 

RAILWAY AND PORT (THE PILBARA INFRASTRUCTURE PTY LTD) AGREEMENT BILL 2004 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr C.M. Brown (Minister for State Development), read a first time. 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 
MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [5.42 pm]:  I move -  

That the Bill be now read a second time. 
The purpose of the Bill is to ratify and authorise an agreement, scheduled to the Bill, between the State, Fortescue 
Metals Group Ltd and Pilbara Infrastructure Pty Ltd for the development of new multi-user infrastructure in the Pilbara; 
to facilitate the development of a multi-user railway, multi-user port facilities and additional infrastructure that may be 
required for the transport and export of iron ore, freight goods and other products; to gain parliamentary approval for 
the railway and enable the grant of a licence for the railway; and to give statutory backing to open access arrangements 
for the multi-user railway and put in place a process to establish open access arrangements for the port facilities.  The 
agreement is with FMG and TPI.  TPI is a wholly owned subsidiary of FMG.  The proponent for the purposes of the 
agreement is TPI, and FMG enters into the agreement as guarantor of TPI.   

This is the first of two agreements that the Government intends to make for the Pilbara iron ore and infrastructure 
project.  The other agreement is for iron ore mining operations in the vicinity of the Chichester Range, which the 
Government will negotiate with FMG Chichester Pty Ltd.  The agreement, if ratified by Parliament, will not come into 
effect until all parties to the mining agreement have signed the mining agreement.  FMG has stated that it intends to 
dilute its interest in TPI to no more than 40 per cent so that the mining and infrastructure components of the Pilbara iron 
ore and infrastructure project will be separately funded and managed.  The Government anticipates that the multi-user 
railway and port facilities to be developed under the Railway and Port (The Pilbara Infrastructure Pty Ltd) Agreement 
will open the Pilbara iron ore industry to new entrants seeking to supply growing demand for iron ore, especially from 
China. 

The Government is facilitating the development of the new multi-user infrastructure to promote the growth of the 
Western Australian iron ore industry in the expectation that it will help new producers in the Pilbara capitalise on 
continuing strong global iron ore demand, build industry capacity and increase the State’s share of the world iron ore 
market.  The initial investment in the railway and port facilities to be developed under the agreement is likely to be 
underpinned by demand for iron ore transport and export services from FMG Chichester.  However, any excess capacity 
of the railway and port facilities will be available to other customers in accordance with the applicable access regime.  

FMG is examining the feasibility of FMG Chichester developing iron ore prospects in the vicinity of the Chichester 
Range in the eastern Pilbara, which will involve the upgrade and export of Marra Mamba ore to China, commencing in 
2007 for 20 years.  FMG’s plans in that regard are the subject of a detailed project feasibility study, which is due to be 
completed in mid 2005.  The plans of FMG and others would see the value of iron ore exports from the Pilbara 
expanding significantly over the next two to three years.  The Government is keen to support the expansion of the 
Pilbara iron ore industry as a response to customers’ demands for diversified sources of iron ore supply.  TPI is seeking 
to construct a railway from the vicinity of the Chichester Range in the eastern Pilbara tracking the existing BHP Billiton 
line for much of its north-south length to Port Hedland.   

The agreement requires the initial capacity of the railway to be at least 70 million tonnes per annum.  The agreement 
outlines a process for TPI and the minister to agree on a route for the proposed railway and for the submission of 
detailed proposals prior to construction of the railway.  The agreement also describes how the railway is to be owned, 
controlled, managed and operated.   

Land constraints within the port of Port Hedland may require the railway to end outside the port, in which case there 
will be a requirement for a conveyor and other additional infrastructure to transport product from the rail loop to the 
port facilities.  The agreement makes provision for this.  Tenure for the railway outside the port of Port Hedland will be 
established through a miscellaneous licence under the Mining Act 1978 for a term of 50 years or for the term of the 
agreement if it is determined earlier.   

TPI also has plans to construct new port facilities at Port Hedland.  The port facilities will be available for use by third 
parties, with FMG Chichester Pty Ltd a likely initial customer.  It is possible that the initial customer will commit to 
take the full capacity of the port facilities, but this is not settled.  The agreement obliges TPI to invest in further capacity 
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at the port of Port Hedland to meet the demands of new customers, if commercially justified, subject to the minister 
giving in-principle approval to any changes to TPI’s activities within the port.  If the minister approves changes or an 
expansion in principle, the company must submit detailed proposals within 18 months for consideration by government.  
The agreement sets out a process for TPI and the minister to agree regarding the area of land that will be made available 
within the port of Port Hedland for the port facilities, the railway, if it is to extend into the port, or additional 
infrastructure, if any.  Also, agreement will be required on the nature, characteristics and capacity of the port facilities to 
be developed under the agreement.  There is to be a process for the submission of detailed proposals prior to the 
construction of the port facilities, and an obligation for TPI to have in place an access regime for the port facilities that 
has been approved by the minister.  Tenure for the port facilities will be the subject of a lease from the Port Hedland 
Port Authority under the Port Authorities Act 1999 for the same term as that for the miscellaneous licence for the 
railway.  Tenure for the railway within the port, or for additional infrastructure, if any, as the case may be within the 
port, will be the subject of a licence from the Port Hedland Port Authority under the Port Authorities Act.   
Together, the railway and port developments will employ 1 500 people during the construction phase, and provide 
ongoing jobs for 225 people, mainly in Port Hedland.  The total capital investment for the railway and port is in the 
order of $1.4 billion.   
The agreement is consistent with the Government’s vision for the Pilbara iron ore industry and with the long-established 
practice of iron ore projects proceeding under state agreements.  The agreement contains local content provisions to 
ensure that local suppliers stand to benefit from the investment.  In the case of its labour requirements, the company is 
obliged to use reasonable endeavours to recruit as many people as possible from the Pilbara region.  FMG has advised 
the Government that the framework agreements it has signed with Chinese railway and port engineering companies to 
finance and construct the railway and port facilities do not detract from its commitment to honour its local content 
obligations.  The local content clause has been revised in response to matters raised by the Auditor General into his 
inquiry into the management of state agreement Acts.  The company is required to report quarterly and then monthly on 
local content during the important preconstruction in construction phases and after commissioning from time to time on 
the request of the minister.  The Department of Industry and Resources has also instituted new procedures to ensure that 
these obligations are properly complied with. 
The agreement breaks new ground in the area of managing the social impacts of development because, importantly, it 
contains provisions to promote the Government’s sustainability objectives by requiring TPI to consult with local 
authorities and regional communities, and to agree to a community development plan before the State will consider 
proposals under the agreement.  The community development plan is to cover matters including training and guaranteed 
employment for people living in the region, regional development and local procurement of goods and services, 
contribution to community services and facilities, and a regionally based work force.   

The community development plan must also include a process for regular consultation by TPI with relevant local 
governments on matters set out in the relevant clauses of the agreement.  Members should note that the agreement does 
not contain any provisions to limit the rating capacity of local governments.  The Government intends that the state laws 
regarding land valuation and rating are to apply to the railway and port facilities to be constructed under the agreement.  
The agreement makes specific provision for TPI to provide the plans, specifications and details for the railway and port 
facilities that would normally be required by local governments in whose area any works are to be situated.  This is an 
important feature, which is designed to address the information needs of local governments for the purposes of their 
statutory approvals. 

Another notable feature of the agreement, which sets it apart from previous iron ore agreements, is that it anticipates 
that the railway will be subject to the Railways (Access) Act 1998 and the Railways (Access) Code 2000, and provides 
for the port facilities to be subject to an access regime that is to be approved by the minister.  The agreement also 
contains additional provisions relating to access to the railway and to the port facilities. 

By entering into the agreement, the Government is facilitating a major investment in new infrastructure to support one 
of the State’s most important industries.  The investment will generate revenue for the State through the additional 
employment that it will create and the general increase in economic activity that will occur in the Pilbara region and in 
the State as a whole. 

The agreement commits the State to introduce and sponsor this Bill in Parliament prior to 31 December 2004 or such 
later date as the parties may agree.  The agreement, if ratified, will take effect only when all parties to the mining 
agreement have signed the mining agreement.  Importantly, in negotiating this agreement, the Government has been 
very mindful of its obligations to other parties.  I commend the Bill to the House. 

Adjournment of Debate 

MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [5.53 pm]:  I move - 

That the debate be adjourned.   

Question put and negatived. 
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Second Reading Resumed 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [5.54 pm]:  What a farce the running of this Parliament is 
today.  This is an important piece of legislation to provide for a proposal for a new railway, a port development and, 
presumably, a mine development in the Pilbara.  The minister responsible did not even offer a briefing to the 
Opposition.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That’s not true.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have now received the documents, but I have not read them.  This is important legislation that 
provides for an important project for the State.  It is the responsibility of this minister.  It should have been introduced 
into this House properly and given time for fair debate.  If the Legislative Assembly is to return next week, which 
would demonstrate the shambles that the business of the House is in, it would be sensible for the Opposition to have a 
briefing with the officers of the department and to at least be able to discuss any issues we might have with the 
proponent and to deal with them.  However, this Government, in its arrogance, did not even show that courtesy to the 
Parliament or the Opposition.  The minister did not even have the integrity to bring his Bill into this House in which he 
is the minister.  He pushed it through the upper House this afternoon and he now expects it to be debated and passed in 
this House without any member on this side of the House having received a briefing or any discussion on the Bill.  I am 
broadly aware of what the proponent wants - I know him well - but I have not had any advice from the department.  Mr 
Speaker, is that the standard of your Parliament; is that the standard of behaviour by this Labor Government that you 
want to be known and remembered for?  It is not an acceptable parliamentary standard.  This is not a trivial matter.  
This is about a potentially major project.  There are major implications for the environment and the economics of the 
railway and third party access, and there are serious issues about the port proposal for Port Hedland.  The existing major 
user of the port, BHP, has a point of view.  I have not had the opportunity to discuss that with BHP.  Has anyone in this 
House discussed it?  Not a dickie bird.  Not a person in this Parliament, in this major House of Government, has had a 
briefing or discussion on this legislation.  That is not the standard that this House should be following.  This is not a 
minor Bill.  I remind the minister that when he became a minister the first piece of legislation he introduced and rushed 
through Parliament was for the mineralogy project.  How is that going four years later?  Have they started work?  Have 
they signed contracts?  Have they done the engineering?  Have they commissioned the power stations?  What has 
happened in four years?  I read a report the other day that the proponent company was actually in receivership.  I raise 
that issue because I know a fair bit about that project.  I was the Minister for Resources for eight years before this 
minister, and I had formed a judgment that that project was not at a stage of development or commercial reality and 
market support at which a state agreement should be brought before this Parliament. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Are you saying that about this one? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am referring to the mineralogy project.  I am proved correct, because four years later it appears 
little progress has been made.  I make that point because when a state agreement is brought into this Parliament it 
immediately confers on the proponent a position of privilege under the law; it immediately confers on the proponent the 
standing of that project; and in this case members opposite may have noticed that the share price of the proponent 
company rose dramatically when it was announced that the state agreement Act would be put through.  From memory, 
the increase in value was $30 million or $40 million.  The mere act of introducing and passing a state agreement 
conferred a financial share market advantage on a proponent.  Did the minister consider that?  Did he consider that he 
would confer a $30 million or $40 million gift on a proponent by introducing and rushing a state agreement Act through 
Parliament?  Did the minister think about that?  Did he think about the propriety of that?  A state agreement is an Act of 
Parliament; it is an expression of this Parliament that this project has bipartisan support and will be honoured for long 
periods into the future.  That is why this Parliament should look at state agreement Acts carefully.  That is why 
members, when they vote in support of a state agreement Act, should understand the details of the agreement and all the 
implications that go with it. The minister rushed through the mineralogy agreement, which was not ready to progress; 
the project was not at that stage.  I hope it has made advances, but it had not reached that stage at the time.  That is why 
I declined to introduce it.  The agreement was largely negotiated by the department during my time.  I sat around the 
table for hours.  I hope that project ultimately proceeds, but it was not at a stage of development that warranted the 
passing of a state agreement Act.  A state agreement Act for a major project, which overrides other laws and gives 
particular positions of privilege, should be brought into this Parliament only when the project is judged by the minister 
and the department, and this Parliament, as imminent - as about to proceed.  That was not the case with the Mineralogy 
Pty Ltd project.  I do not know, as no-one in this House knows, whether it is also the case with the Fortescue Metals 
Group Pty Ltd project.  It is the minister’s responsibility not to play the share market.  I do not refer to him personally, 
but the minister should not be a part of capital gains and share market price changes.  That is not the minister’s 
responsibility.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Can’t you get out of the Mr Nasty mode for just a moment?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am telling members opposite about the responsibility of a Parliament, which the Labor Party 
notoriously misunderstood in the 1980s and during the Lawrence Government years.  A state government agreement 
Act is a right to bank money, a right to raise money and a right to see a company’s share market price rise.  It is a signal 
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to customers, investors, equipment suppliers and contractors that a project is about to happen.  That is the history of 
agreement Acts.  There have been about 70 of them, and I admit that one of two have not come into fruition since the 
1960s.  However, the history is that when an agreement Act passes this Parliament, it is a judgment by the Government 
and the Parliament that the project is at a sufficient state of development that it is about to proceed.  Therefore, it 
deserves to have conferred on it the status of an agreement Act.  It is not something thrown around as a political 
document in the run-up to an election.  It is not something given to a proponent to wave at the share market.  The 
company can use its prospectus and media consultants to do that.  This is an Act of Parliament giving privilege rights 
over an extended period under Western Australian law.  Can the minister look me in the eye and tell me today that this 
project is about to proceed?  

Mr C.M. Brown:  When you’ve finished your contribution, I will tell you - 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Is it about to proceed, minister?  If it is, I will support the agreement Act.  I will take the minister 
at his word if he can tell me that this project is about to proceed.  It still has a long way to go. 

Mr C.M. Brown:  Are you opposing it?  State your position. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  My position is that I will support a project that is well based and about to proceed.  

Mr C.M. Brown:  You’ve been briefed on it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have not been briefed! 

Mr C.M. Brown:  The Opposition has been briefed on this.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I place on record that I have not been briefed by the department on the project.  I have never 
attended a briefing, and the minister did not offer me a briefing or tell me that the Bill was coming on.  I understand that 
it went through the upper House today and that, because of the incompetence of this Government, we are coming back 
next week.  I am happy to deal with it then. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You can offer a briefing to everyone in the Liberal Party, but if it does not go to the Leader of the 
Opposition, they’ve not been briefed! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  How funny is the Leader of the House?  Does he think it is proper that the responsible minister 
should have introduced the Bill into Parliament and led the debate?  After all, the minister is receiving the salary for that 
responsibility.  Who introduced it for the Government in the upper House?  

Mr C.M. Brown:  It was the parliamentary secretary.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Terrific.  I do not know which one.  What is the Government doing allowing a parliamentary 
secretary rather than the minister to introduce an agreement Act into the House where the minister does not reside?  It is 
incredible.  The member opposite made a cynical comment.  Does he realise that $30 million was made on this?  Does 
the member for Peel realise that somebody made a capital gain of $30 million, and the minister did not even introduce 
the legislation into Parliament?  When the minister makes parliamentary decisions that confer windfall gains on people, 
the minister must be sure - 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  If you want to talk about windfall gains, what about what Xstrata is making from your defunct 
mine?  Let’s talk about that. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am happy for the member opposite to sledge.  I want to go into the history of this matter, 
minister.  I question how this Bill has been handled.   

The mining industry is going through a period of expansion, and we are seeing satellite ore bodies and mines developed 
at Mt Newman and Hamersley that have been planned for years.  The tonnage of the iron ore industry is increasing and 
infrastructure is being upgraded.  We are seeing the redevelopment of the Telfer mine to become a deep underground 
project.  Although the new project has a history with the previous Government, I acknowledge that most of the 
discussions and negotiations for the Ravensthorpe nickel project have occurred under this Government.  However, what 
has been the big step up for the mining industry?  When the Japanese economy underwent post-war reconstruction in 
the 1960s and 1970s, it was a unique opportunity that the Brand and Court Governments of the day grasped.  We saw 
the development of brand new iron ore, alumina and mineral sands industries and the like.  We saw also the 
development of the Pilbara.  The Chinese economy is potentially going through an even larger expansion and economic 
impact.  That is an opportunity for this State to step up to a higher level.  It is not enough to just export more iron ore or 
liquefied natural gas; they are unprocessed minerals and gases. 

I will refer to a few projects and remind this House of what has happened.  The Mineralogy Pty Ltd agreement that was 
introduced into this House straight after the election has proved to be at least four years premature.  Many technical 
issues were associated with that project, not least of which was the power supply for the type of ore body that is used 
and to power the crushing and separation that must be done.  They are huge technical problems.  The north does not 
have an adequate power grid to support the project.  They are some of the problems with that project, among others.  I 
spent countless hours on that project. 
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The minister played politics with the Windimurra vanadium project.  He thought it was in the interest of the State to 
criticise the project because the previous Government and I as minister had supported the gas pipeline.  What did the 
Government lose?  It lost from this State the largest vanadium project in the world and the most sophisticated value-
adding project in Western Australia.  That project, more than any other, integrated the raw material with the natural gas 
that was used for power and chemical change, and by-product was used from other industries, including alumina.  It 
was the most integrated, highest value-adding project in the State, and the Labor Party sought to play politics with it 
rather than make sure that it survived. 

The Government sat back and watched the Western Metals Ltd lead and zinc mine in the Kimberley close.  The 
Government sat back and watched while a Canadian group bought the project and immediately closed the operation.  
The biggest mining operation in the Kimberley was lost while the Government did nothing.  When the Government 
came to power, it boasted about the six or seven value-adding gas processing projects on the Burrup.  It talked about 
“skilling up for the Burrup”.  None of those projects came with the election of the Labor Government.  All those 
projects had years of history.  Many groups had visited sites at the Burrup.  They assessed them and talked to gas 
suppliers.  There are always dozens of projects being talked about, but the Minister for State Development and the 
Premier talked in this House as though those projects were about to start. 
Four years later, what is happening on the Burrup Peninsula?  The LNG train 4 project was negotiated by the previous 
Government and was agreed to by the proponents and the previous Government.  Just a couple of weeks after the 
election, the Government announced that that project would go ahead.  The Government probably does not even know 
what was the key issue for that major project.  It is a great project.  I have asked the Premier what was the major issue 
involved in the negotiations on that project, and I have yet to hear the Premier answer my question.  He does not even 
know what was the key issue for LNG train 4.  There was an important issue for the State. 
The project involving Burrup Fertilisers Pty Ltd, which is an Indian group, is midway through construction.  That is just 
one value-adding gas processing project.  That project was one of the three projects for which the previous Government 
allocated land at Hearson Cove.  Land was allocated to Burrup Fertilisers, Syntroleum Sweetwater Operations Ltd and 
the Methanex Australia Pty Ltd project.  I cannot remember the names of the other three companies with projects about 
which the Government boasted.  Certainly Syntroleum was involved.  However, what has been lost?  Syntroleum has 
gone.  If ever there was a project that should have been secured in this State, it was the Methanex project.  It had the 
capital and the market.  All it wanted was a secure gas supply; yet, the Government lost it.  Work is required to get 
those projects.   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You’ve lost it.  You don’t know what it’s about!   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Leader of the House cannot even run this House.  He has us coming back at a cost of 
thousands of dollars a day for two sittings, when there should have been just one.  He should explain that to taxpayers.   
The Government lost the project.  The Minister for State Development should look back on his four years.  This is his 
swan song.  His term as minister began by introducing an agreement Act that has gone nowhere, and is finishing with an 
agreement Act that, in my judgment, is premature.  He has presented the House with an agreement for a railway and a 
port that might happen, but there is another part to that project.  What will be carried on the railway?  It is proposed that 
it will carry iron ore.  The agreement for the mining part of the project is not in this Bill.  It is half an agreement.  That 
indicates that the whole deal has not been put together from a government point of view.  This is half an agreement.  
Why do we not have the full agreement?  The Fortescue Metals Group Ltd project has been spoken about for 12 months 
or more.  It involves a mine development, I think at Christmas Creek, a railway and a port.  We have before us a 
proposal for a railway and a port, but we do not have the agreement or proposal for the mine.  At a minimum, the 
Parliament could expect to see the whole agreement.  We are being asked to do a partial approval of a project on the all 
but last day of the sitting of the Assembly.  That is the standard of this Government.  Its efforts are half-baked.  It rushes 
out media releases to say that it is promoting the State when it is not doing the work.  Where are the projects?  What can 
the minister say about the projects that he has developed and are now operating and under way?  I give him credit for 
the Ravensthorpe nickel project.  Construction for that project is yet to start, but the camp is starting to be built and the 
project will proceed.  However, that is just a nickel project.  It will not go through to metal.   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  What about the HIsmelt ore process?   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Ravensthorpe nickel project is a concentrate project.  The metal will be produced in 
Queensland.  The high value adding will happen in Queensland, not Western Australia.  The Leader of the House raised 
the HIsmelt process.  What about HIsmelt?  HIsmelt is an obligation of Hamersley Iron-Rio Tinto to value add its iron 
ore resource.  That obligation goes back to the 1960s.  To the company’s credit, it developed a HIsmelt technology and 
built a small pilot plant in Kwinana.  The company told the previous Government that it wanted to go to the next step 
and scale up, because the physics of bigger volumes is different.  It said that it would not be fully commercial, so it 
wanted to scale it up in America.  I am trying to think of the name of the company it was to be involved with.   
Mr N.R. Marlborough:  They looked at Taiwan and China as well.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No; it was in America.  It was to involve a US steel producer that uses an electric arc furnace.  It is 
a very successful company.  The argument was that the US company had existing infrastructure and that HIsmelt could 
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therefore be developed next to it and scaled to a semi-commercial size to see whether it worked.  The company asked 
whether the Government would release it from its agreement obligations for further processing if it were to do that.  My 
answer was no, because it was not going to happen in Western Australia or the Pilbara and was not to full scale.  
HIsmelt is just one technology that can be used to process iron.  It is a good technology and it will hopefully prove 
commercial.  The company also said that it would like to do it in Kwinana.  My view was that it could do it in Kwinana 
if it needed to prove it up.  I do not have an objection to HIsmelt being in Kwinana, but I made it clear to the company 
that its development there would not relieve it from its processing obligations.  The previous Government said that it 
would extend the time in which the company could meet those obligations, but would only ever relieve the company of 
its processing obligations if it were to put in place full-scale commercial iron ore processing in the Pilbara or, at a 
minimum, regional Western Australia; for example, the mid west was an option.  That was the standard that we applied.  
What did this Government do?  Rio Tinto Ltd knew the view of the previous Government, the previous minister and the 
previous Premier, but what did it do?  It came to this Government and said, “We have a proposal for HIsmelt and we 
can do it in Kwinana.  What do you reckon?  Will you let us off our agreement obligations?”  What did this 
Government do?  It said okay.  The Pilbara iron ore resource is probably the second most valuable iron ore resource in 
the world.  The companies that are developing and expanding that iron ore resource are making more money today than 
they ever dreamt possible.  They are making hundreds and hundreds of millions of dollars more than they thought 
possible.  Their market expectation is beyond their wildest dreams.  They have maintained the Japanese, Korean and 
Taiwanese markets and on top of that they have a burgeoning Chinese market.  It does not get any better.  Why would 
the State not insist that the company retain its processing obligation?  If HIsmelt proved to be successful in this mid 
scale project, why would the Government not insist on the retention of a processing obligation for the Pilbara or the mid 
west?  A good Government, a strong Government, would do that, but, no, this Premier and this minister were interested 
only in the media release.  They were not interested in the long-term economic development of the iron ore industry and 
Western Australia.   

What is happening today?  I can recall when I was minister having a celebration with the mining companies when the 
tonnage in probably 1997 or 1998 -  

Mr A.J. Dean interjected.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I thank the member for Bunbury.   

It was about 1997 or 1998 when the tonnage for the iron ore industry went through the 100 million tonne mark.  We 
produced about 15 per cent of the world’s iron ore.  That was a day of celebration.  That was a watermark, given that 
the original iron ore project started at five million tonnes.  What is the tonnage today?  I do not know the latest figure; it 
is probably soaring up towards 170 million or 180 million tonnes.  It will crash through the 200 million tonne mark at a 
record pace.  However, do members know that the two fabulous iron ore resources of Mt Whaleback and Tom Price are 
being rapidly depleted?  They probably have only 15 to 20 years of resource left, at most.  They are the el dorados of 
Western Australia.  There are lots of other iron ore resources in the area, such as at Marra Mamba which has a lower 
grade ore.  However, the two prime hematite deposits - it seems that there are only two - are rapidly approaching 
completion.  That is even more reason that the State had to get in there and ensure that the industry went the next step.   

Our gas, in particular, is a low price by international standards, has security of supply and is abundant in volume.  We 
had not only a commercial and an economic opportunity, but also a moral suasion opportunity.  We, as a State, had an 
opportunity to put our foot down and demand for Western Australia some value adding, and the Government gave it 
away.  The Governments of John Tonkin, Charles Court, Brian Burke, Peter Dowding and Carmen Lawrence, and 
certainly the second Court Government, stood up for processing obligations.  It was the Gallop Government that gave 
them away.  It was the Gallop Government that agreed to a great project such as Gorgon, without any direct financial or 
development benefit beyond the project itself for Western Australia.  It is widely regarded as the softest agreement Act 
of the century.  What did the Government extract from that agreement?  It extracted a commitment from the company to 
fund some wildlife officers on Barrow Island.  For goodness sake, I think that ChevronTexaco Australia Pty Ltd and the 
others would have funded the wildlife officers; they are good companies.  I think they are aware that it is an A-class 
reserve of some 80 years, and that is what the Government extracted.  Do members of the Government know what the 
Gorgon project is?  Do they understand what it is?  It is at least 40 trillion cubic feet of gas; maybe 60 trillion or 
ultimately 100 trillion cubic feet with the Gorgon deeps.  It is without doubt Australia’s most valuable natural resource.  
We now have a project that will be established on Barrow Island, which is an A-class reserve.  The project is 100 per 
cent foreign owned.  The resource will be 100 per cent exported.  What will Western Australia get out of it?  It will get 
a few wildlife officers.  What a fantastic deal!  I will not name the company, but it is a major Western Australian 
company.  The head of this company internationally spent part of his career in Western Australia.  He came to see me 
six months ago, paying a courtesy visit.  He is an American, and he said that before he talked about his industry he 
wanted to know why the Government was developing Gorgon and sending all the gas to America.  He said that it was 
mad, and that everyone else thought the same.  Nothing is coming out of it for Western Australia or Australia.  Does the 
minister understand the resource rent tax system?  It is a profit-based tax.  Every other project in Western Australia, 
with the exception of Argyle diamonds, operates on an ad valorem royalty.  In other words, the proponent pays for the 
resource with a percentage of its value as it is extracted.  Every tonne of iron ore and every molecule of methane out of 
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the North West Shelf project means a bit of money for Western Australia, returning the resource to the people.  Like the 
North West Shelf, the Gorgon project is in commonwealth waters, so why did the Government not negotiate?  Why did 
it not do a deal?  This State was so weak under this Premier and this minister that there is no revenue sharing 
arrangement at all on Gorgon.  Under the North West Shelf agreement, negotiated by Sir Charles Court, and followed 
through by the Burke Government, 60 per cent of the royalty income goes to Western Australia, and 40 per cent to the 
Commonwealth.  However, the Government did not even get one per cent out of the Gorgon project.  It is even worse 
than that, because it is a resource rent tax proposal.  The proponents will pay very little for 10 years.  They will be 
producing gas for up to 10 years, in massive volumes at massive prices, and they will not be paying anyone for it.  
There is not even an Australian company involved.  Did the minister understand that that resource - arguably Australia’s 
greatest natural resource - does not involve any Australian company and produces no revenue stream for the 
Commonwealth or the State for 10 years, apart from income tax to the Commonwealth?  The resource is effectively 
being given away, because resource rent tax was never designed for gas.  It was designed for oil.  It was never 
envisaged that it would be used for natural gas. 

This Government did not even grasp the importance of that, or of bringing the gas onshore, so that it could sponsor the 
development of processing on the mainland and support industries.  Ironically, a year or so later, the Government runs 
out of gas.  It complains about the pipeline and says we need more gas supplies.  It had Gorgon, but it will not be 
connected to the mainland.  There is some vague term about building a pipeline to the mainland if it is commercially 
viable, but with gas prices at $2 in Western Australia and $6 in North America, that pipeline will never be commercially 
viable.  The proponents asked me why they would want to sell gas in Western Australia when they could sell it for 
twice the price in North America.  Why would they?  There is no intention to bring that gas onshore.  Proponents must 
be forced to do things for this country and this State, and the minister did not do this.  He was more intent on the press 
release promoting himself, or putting out press releases criticising the previous Government.  I have never seen a 
Government so distracted from its job that it spends all its time trying to criticise the Opposition.  It is a farcical 
Government.  That is why it has lost the trust of the Western Australian people.  It has not governed for the benefit of 
the State.  It has been self-interested in everything it does, and this is another example.  The minister did not have the 
decency to ensure that the Opposition in his House was briefed on this Bill.  He did not have the decency to bring the 
Bill on earlier in the upper House so that at least we would have known we would be dealing with it today.  He did not 
even have the decency this afternoon, if Parliament is to reconvene next week, to introduce the Bill, as he has just done, 
and say that it would be debated next week.  He did not have the decency or respect for members or the Parliament 
itself.  In my eight years as a minister, I never treated a piece of legislation like that, and I certainly never did it with a 
major piece of legislation.  If a minister brings in a minor Bill, as happens in the last weeks of a sitting, no-one cares.  
However, this is not a minor Bill.   

The minister’s swan song on leaving this Parliament is a bit like his first couple of weeks as a minister.  He will go out 
as he came in - shallow.  He is shallow in bringing documents and legislation before this House that have not been 
properly scrutinised and have not been made available for the Parliament to look at properly in a reasonable time.  
Certainly, some of the mineralogy projects can still be described as speculative.  This project has had a big effect on the 
share market.  I honestly do not know how close this project is to proceeding.  However, I put it to the minister that a 
minister responsible for the mining industry should bring in legislation to enshrine and grant the powers and privileges 
of an agreement Act only when he and his department are absolutely confident that the project is about to proceed.  For 
example, does the proponent have funding?  Has it raised the $1 billion or $2 billion required for the railway?  Does it 
have secure contracts to sell the iron ore?  Does it have a company to construct the railway?  Has the proponent reached 
agreement with the Port Hedland Port Authority and BHP Billiton Ltd on expansion of the port?  Has it reached 
agreement on the sharing of the channel into Port Hedland that was dug by BHP?  Have all those things been done?  
Are they in progress?  Has the proponent done all that?  What ore body will the proponent use?  Will it be the one at 
Christmas Creek?  Is Hope Downs involved?  Is Kumba Resources Ltd involved?  I do not know.  I suspect the minister 
does not know either. 

We are dealing with half a proposed agreement Act.  It was pushed through the upper House a couple of hours ago, and 
has now been brought into this place without any briefing or any discussion.  The minister did not even have the 
courtesy to walk across the Chamber this morning and tell me he wanted to bring the legislation into this House.  He did 
not even have the personal courtesy to do that.  It is extraordinary.  We can argue and have debates in this place.  
However, my observation is that most members of Parliament who want some legislation to go through this House have 
the courtesy to talk to their opposite number.  However, the minister did not even have the courtesy to do that. 

We have before us legislation to implement an agreement Act.  I want to place on the record now that I have not read 
that proposed agreement Act.  I place on the record that the first time I read the second reading speech was as the 
minister read it out.  I could not hear him so I read it myself.  I place on the record that I have not had a briefing from 
the department.  I had a conversation with the proponent in very broad terms in my electorate office a few weeks ago.  
What do I do?  What is the responsible thing to do?  Do I just say, “Yes, we trust you, minister, like we trusted you on 
the mineralogy project”, which I happen to know, without doubt, was not ready to proceed?  I do not know.  I have not 
been involved in the negotiations.  I have respect for and confidence in the officers of the department.  However, I 
suspect that the Government is rushing this legislation through in a pre-election environment. 
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I hope that when the minister responds he will assure me and the other members of this House that this project has 
financing, it has its mine, the other agreement has already been signed - maybe the minister will share that with us - the 
port agreement with BHP is complete, and customers are signed up - not just letters of intent.  Letters of intent are a 
dime a dozen in the resources industry.  Contracts are what matter.  Everyone has letters of intent.  The easiest thing in 
the world to get out of a Chinese steel mill is a letter of intent.  It will write a letter of intent while people are sitting 
there.  Contracts are what matter.  Shipping contracts are important as well.  There is a shortage of world shipping.  Is 
shipping in place?  I do not know.  I know that the proponent has an ability to raise funds.  He did so on the Murrin 
Murrin project.  I know that American bond holders lost $1 billion.  I also know that the project got into serious 
difficulty.  I know that a lot of people lost a lot of money on the share market.  After a lot of reinvestment, the project is 
now working.  Because of the involvement of a new group of people, including engineers, in that project, at least what 
looked at one stage to be a doomed project is now operating and doing well at a time of high nickel prices.  It is a pity 
the same did not happen with the Windimurra project, which by comparison was a more simple project. 

For the benefit of this House, I will guess what this project is about.  It is apparently about the development of multi-
user infrastructure in the Pilbara.  It is about a railway.  I do not know the route of the railway.  I do not know what 
environmental or other issues, including native title issues, might impact on that railway.  I do not know whether it will 
be a government-owned easement or a private easement.  I do not know.  There is reference to multi-use and a port 
development.  I do not know which berths are being referred to or where the development will occur in Port Hedland.  
Will it involve using BHP Billiton’s channels or is it using a new channel?  Will it share infrastructure with BHP 
Billiton?  From my experience, I doubt whether BHP Billiton will be too keen on that.  What is the arrangement with 
the Port Hedland Port Authority?  What land behind the port is available for processing?  Where will the processing, 
blending and beneficiation be done?  Will it be at the mine or the port or on the railway in between?  I do not know.  
Perhaps the minister can tell us.  The company is 100 per cent owned by Fortescue Metals Group.  Who are the major 
shareholders of that company?  Who are the individuals and what are the institutions?  What is their standing?  I hope 
the minister can tell us because he is now proposing legislation in the Western Australian State Parliament to give those 
individuals and companies a particular status; a marketable, commercial and valuable status.  This Parliament is about 
to confer that on them.  The minister should be very sure of the credentials of everyone involved.   

This legislation allows things to happen outside the Public Works Act.  As I said before, this involves a railway and a 
port.  What about the mine?  Who owns it?  Is it a separate company?  Is it approved for development?  What are the 
environmental issues?  Is there a water table effect?  What sort of ore is it?  I have no idea.  What are the issues on 
getting through the Chichester Range?  Previous proposals for the West Angelas project, which has subsequently been 
bought by Rio Tinto, involved extensive negotiations for a railway corridor.  The issues about getting through the 
Chichester Range were significant.  I am interested to hear about that. 

What will be the ownership, management and control of the railway and/or the port?  What are the land issues around 
the port, the railway and the mine?  What is the fly in, fly out arrangement?  I could go on and on.  The point is that I 
could talk about iron ore for another two or three hours, although I will not.  I do not know a lot about this project.  I 
essentially only know what I have read in the media.  I will sit down and recommend to my colleagues that we support 
this agreement.  I will never stand in the way of a development in Western Australia.  The about to be former Minister 
for Tourism smirks.  He is a person that the tourism industry says to me, for goodness sake - 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You were the minister who was sacked after three weeks by Richard Court.  He knew about you. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Does the minister want to hear what the tourism industry says about him?  The tourism industry 
told me the other day that it hopes I will take on the tourism portfolio when I am Premier. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You will mess it up if you ever get the chance.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  They want me back although they will probably not get that.  Their view of the minister is 
absolutely unequivocal.  The minister can sit and smirk, but he is a failed health minister and a very, very poor tourism 
minister. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are a failed economist. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I thank the minister for that. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Is it why Richard Court saw the Leader of the Opposition as having no leadership potential? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  It is why he was sacked as tourism minister after only three weeks. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It was actually about four or five months. 

Let us return to iron ore.  This is the minister’s opportunity.  In his last piece of legislation he has failed to respect this 
Parliament and to show any courtesy to members of this House and me as the opposition spokesperson on this Bill.  
Nevertheless, I will support this Bill; it will go through.  It will be the minister’s swan song.  It is half an agreement put 
through this House; the minister did not do his job properly, certainly in the parliamentary sense.  It reminds me of the 
minister’s first agreement with Mineralogy Pty Ltd.  Four years later, it is sitting on the shelf.  This is the swan song; 
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that is his performance.  He can come into this House and scream, yell and wave his hands around - as he does - but all 
that happens is that the resources industry and the finance industry find it embarrassing.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [6.35 pm]:  I will not go through the issues that the 
Leader of the Opposition has gone through, but I am very concerned about one particular issue; that is, the member for 
Pilbara is not here.  I have never been in this House when a proposed agreement Act has been debated and the member 
for Pilbara has not spoken passionately about it.  I just wonder whether he knows about this Bill being in the House.  
Even though he is retiring and will not be contesting his seat, I would be amazed if he were not passionate about this 
proposed agreement Act.  It is probable that no-one in this Chamber has spoken more words or more passionately about 
agreement Acts.  Does he know the Bill is being debated in the House?  I did not know it was coming into the House 
until just before today.  The Leader of the Opposition may say that I should have found out through mechanisms in 
place on this side of the House, and perhaps that is true.  However, I must ask the Leader of the House directly whether 
the member for Pilbara knows.  Does the local member of Parliament, who has responsibility in this Chamber for his 
electorate, know that this Bill is in this House?  I suspect not. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  What is the answer? 

Mr C.M. Brown:  Wait around and you will find out.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is terrific! 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Why not tell us now?   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Do we have to wait on the member for Pilbara to find out what is in his mind?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member for Peel, in his usual style, shows all the class of a dead elephant.  He is a great 
performer in this House, but this House is supposed to be about 57 members representing their electorates.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Where is he?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is a good point.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  What are you asking us for? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Does he know that this Bill is before the House? 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Ask him.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member’s party is the Government of the day.  It is the responsibility of the Leader of 
the House to bring these Bills into this place.  The process is that a Bill as significant as this is introduced, first read and 
then lies on the Table.  We all know the standing orders.  That gives every member of Parliament the opportunity to 
find out what will happen.  In this particular case the Bill is going from first reading to third reading in a flash.  The Bill 
is for a state agreement Act, which is a bankable document.  Like the Leader of the Opposition, I will be voting for the 
Bill.  The only reason I will be voting for the Bill is that no-one has contacted me.  I am working on the assumption that 
if people were really opposed to the Bill, I would have received telephone calls.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is not even on their list.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I know, and this is a state agreement Act!  The member for Peel was screaming out a few 
minutes ago that state agreement Acts are for 50 to 70 years.  That is right.  Does he not think that this House should 
have a little time to examine such significant pieces of legislation?  The Government shows its arrogance in bringing 
this Bill to the House and expecting members, not only on this side of the House but also on the other side of the House, 
to vote for a Bill that will establish an agreement that is bankable in world banks, when we are asking who knows about 
it.  I have an interest in a whole range of issues to do with the Bill, and I would like to know the outcome.  The second 
reading speech reads -  

The agreement breaks new ground in the area of managing the social impacts of development . . .  

It goes on for a full paragraph about a range of things that I would really like to know about.  I am expected to vote for a 
development in the regions when I have no idea what the references in this paragraph mean.  For example, the second 
reading speech reads - 

Members should note that the agreement does not contain any provisions to limit the rating capacity of local 
governments 

What does that mean?  I have no idea.  If I knew what it meant, I suspect that I might be a bit curious about it.  This 
very significant Bill is coming before this House when the Government knows that people like me and others in the 
Opposition will be reluctant to vote against the Bill because it deals with development and the prosperity of this State.  
However, it would be reasonable to know what is in the Bill.  We will, therefore, be voting absolutely blind today for a 
Bill from which a range of Australian and international corporations will benefit.  Somebody knows what that benefit is; 
certainly I do not. 
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MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [6.39 pm]:  Obviously I am not prepared for this Bill, as I was unaware that the Bill 
would be brought before the House for debate today.  As the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the National 
Party have said, it is a disgraceful show of arrogance on behalf of the Leader of the House, the minister responsible for 
the Bill and the Government as a whole.  Opposition members received a copy of a letter that the Leader of the House 
sent to the Leader of the Opposition on Friday stating the business that the House would deal with during the following 
week.  However, we got the letter referring to the business we would be dealing with today a couple of days ago.  I had 
already put the letter in my bin under my seat, as I did not think I would need it any more.  However, I have just pulled 
it out to have a look at it.  There is not one mention in that letter from the Leader of the House to say that we would be 
dealing with this Bill; nothing like it at all.  The letter is dated 25 November.  There is, therefore, some big kept secret 
by the Government to get this Bill through the Parliament.  This is the last Bill we will consider in this session of 
Parliament.  We do not know whether we will come back one day next week; there is no guarantee of that at all.  It will 
depend on whether the upper House makes more amendments to legislation during the next sitting week.  If it makes no 
amendments, this will be our last sitting day.  Here we are in the last item of business being asked to consider a massive 
development project Bill worth billions of dollars. 

I also looked on our daily green sheet to see what legislation, Bills, notices of motion, motions or whatever else it was 
intended that we deal with.  Madam Deputy Speaker, it is a full two-sided piece of paper, which we very rarely get, of 
all the messages and amendments from the Legislative Council with which we have had to deal today.  There is not one 
mention on that piece of paper of the Bill before the House at the moment, yet we are being asked to agree to it - there is 
very little else we can do - without any briefing whatsoever, as the Leader of the Opposition quite rightly said.  We have 
not even seen the Bill until today.  Therefore, how can this side of the House possibly do justice to the Bill with a 
considered opinion?  At the moment this is a dictatorship that we are looking at by the Leader of the House and the 
minister responsible, for whom I have always had a fair bit of time.  However, I must say that my opinion of the 
minister today has gone down enormously because he is trying to rush through this Bill with massive financial 
consequences for the State.  He hoped that this Bill would go through virtually unnoticed.  The member on this side of 
the House who knows more about this type of project and its ramifications is the Leader of the Opposition.  He spoke at 
length on the Bill, as much as he could understand it, as he has not had a briefing on it.  He has seen the Bill only now 
and we have only just heard the second reading speech.  As the Leader of the Opposition quite rightly said, at this time 
of the parliamentary calendar, lots of small Bills go through the House at the last minute.  Mostly they are housekeeping 
Bills of which all members are aware and to which they have no serious objection, and they are passed with the 
cooperation of the Opposition.  However, I do not know how to vote on this Bill.  I ask the Leader of the House: why 
was it not on the green slip today?  Why was it not on the letter the Leader of the House sent to the leader of opposition 
business? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Read the bottom of the letter. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I did.  I thought the Leader of the House would say that.  I will read the bottom of the letter 
because I think it is quite important.  This letter is dated 25 November.  Members should remember that date.  The last 
paragraph of the letter states -  

The Legislative Council could also deal with a number of other Bills today and any Messages for those Bills 
may also need to be taken on Friday.   

Was this Bill dealt with in the Legislative Council yesterday or today?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Today, I believe. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The letter says today.  That means yesterday.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Originally the Council did not intend to deal with business today.  It changed its plans.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Leader of the House has not shown members - particularly the Leader of the Opposition, who 
has a great deal of knowledge in this area - the common courtesy of telling them when this Bill will be coming on for 
debate so that they would have the opportunity of doing this Bill justice. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Who is your shadow minister in this area?  Do you know?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is Hon Norman Moore in the other place. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  He supported this Bill and helped to get it through the other place. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  When did he have a briefing?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You will need to ask him that.  He supported it and helped to get it through the other place.  That is 
why we are dealing with it now. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  When was the Bill introduced into the other place?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  A week or two ago. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Was it a week or two ago? 
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Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Hon Norman Moore strongly supports this Bill.  You are just showing up your internal divisions. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Not at all.  The last time this sort of thing was done and the Opposition accepted at face value what it 
was told by the Government and put a Bill through with great urgency, was on the Swan Valley Nyungah Community 
issue, and we soon found out that things were not at all as we had been told by the Government; so we are naturally 
very cautious.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My colleague is right.  That is absolutely true.  That was the last piece of legislation on which we 
were asked to take the Government on trust.  We were asked to believe that what the Government was telling us was 
truthful.  However, what did we find out at the end of the day?   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Are you saying the Premier was not telling the truth?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not saying that the Premier was not truthful.  I am saying that the information that was given 
to the Premier and that caused him to bring that Bill into this House was inaccurate.  That information was from senior 
persons in the Department for Community Development and the Department of Indigenous Affairs.  That information 
was not accurate and truthful.  I am not saying that was done deliberately.  However, it certainly was not accurate and 
truthful.  We took the Premier’s word as being the truth.  That is why we passed that Bill in this House.  The other place 
was able to scrutinise that Bill a lot more than we were able to, because the Premier wanted to get it through this place 
right away; it had to be done immediately.  That was just prior to a recess, too.  The Government is asking us to do the 
same thing today.  Is it reasonable for the Leader of the House to expect us to support a Bill that has been brought into 
this House in the death throes of this Parliament?  I think the Leader of the House would agree that it is not reasonable.  
If the minister is going to call us back for another morning or another day, or whatever, he should do the honourable 
thing and adjourn this debate until then, because otherwise he will go down in history as not being honourable on this 
matter.  I promise the Leader of the House that that would certainly spoil his record.  We will come back any day the 
Leader of the House calls us back. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The House may not sit next week. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The rumour has gone around.  Everyone has been told that we will be sitting on one day next 
week, and that it will be Friday.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It is likely, but it may not happen. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Leader of the House should call us back to discuss this Bill.  The financial implications of 
this Bill are so enormous that it would be totally irresponsible of the Government and the Leader of the House to expect 
us to simply pass this Bill without proper scrutiny and without a proper briefing.  Once we - particularly the Leader of 
the Opposition - have had that, we can then make a judgment about whether what we are being told today is the truth.   

Mr C.M. Brown:  So you have not made a decision about supporting this Bill?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As the Leader of the Opposition has said, we probably have no option but to support the Bill.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Did it go to your party room?    

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not believe it has.   

Mr C.M. Brown:  There has been no decision by the Liberal Party?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We have just had a recess period.   

Mr C.M. Brown:  Has the Liberal Party made a decision to support this Bill?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not aware of it. 

Mr C.M. Brown:  Has there been a decision to support this Bill?   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  The point is that I do not think there has been any opportunity for this Bill to be considered in the party 
room.  That is the problem.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Exactly.  If this Bill was introduced into the upper House last week -  

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Members of the upper House had much longer than just since last week to read it.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What does the member call a lot longer?   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Four or five weeks.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not believe that was the case.   

Mr C.M. Brown:  Who is your spokesperson for resources development?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister can tell us; it is his Bill.  When was it introduced into the Legislative Council?   

Mr C.M. Brown:  Who is your spokesperson on resources development? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I believe it is Hon Norman Moore. 
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Mr C.M. Brown:  Do you know his position on this legislation?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Opposition in the upper House has obviously supported it.  

Mr C.M. Brown:  Do the Liberal members in the upper House have a different position from Liberal members in the 
Legislative Assembly?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Not at all.  The Liberal Party does not control the upper House.  The Government and the Greens 
(WA) control the upper House.  The Government controls what business is brought into the upper House. 

Mr C.M. Brown:  How did the Liberal Party vote in the upper House? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As far as I am aware, we have not had a party meeting to discuss this.  This House does not 
necessarily simply mirror what the other place does.  That is why there are two Houses.  There are two lots of members 
of Parliament; we have a lower House and an upper House.  The member for Bassendean is the minister responsible for 
this legislation, so why did he not introduce it into this House first?  Why go through the circuitous route of introducing 
it in the Legislative Council, in which House the minister does not sit?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There is an auction going on at the moment.  The member for Peel says it was in the upper House 
for five weeks, the member for Ballajura says three weeks and the minister says it was more than a week.  Nobody 
seems to know when it was introduced into the upper House.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  It’s been on the notice paper for weeks.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  For how many weeks is that?  The member for Peel said “for weeks”.  Now he has changed his 
view from five weeks to weeks.  We do not know.   

The point I am making is that the minister responsible for this Bill, who is in this House, should have introduced it into 
this House.  He should have had the courtesy to speak to the person in this place who represents the shadow Minister for 
State Development to let him know what was going on.  We do not even know whether our member in the upper House 
was briefed.  

Mr C.M. Brown:  Doesn’t that say something?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should tell us the truth.  

Mr C.M. Brown:  When a minister is briefed we tell other members what is going on.  You guys don’t know what 
you’re doing; you don’t have a clue.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Why did the minister not introduce this legislation into this House?  

Mr C.M. Brown:  This is amazing.  This shows the absolute rabble you are.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This shows the arrogance of the minister and his Government.  He should answer me when I ask 
why he did not introduce this Bill into this House.  He is the minister responsible. 

Mr C.M. Brown:  It is unbelievable. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Why did he not introduce it into this House? 

Mr C.M. Brown:  Just make your speech, and I’ll make mine.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He thought he would take a circuitous route and drop the Bill into the upper House, and at the last 
minute, the very last piece of legislation this House will deal with before the election, is this Bill that has been dropped 
in our laps.  It is not on the list I have in front of me, dated 25 November, which lists the business to be dealt with.  No 
reference is made to this Bill, nor is there any reference to it on the green sheet, which is provided as a courtesy to 
inform members what business is to be dealt with.  The list of business fills two sides of this green sheet, but no 
mention is made of this Bill.  Does the Leader of the House place so little importance on a Bill of this magnitude that he 
is happy to allow it to be debated for half an hour?  In the dying throws of his Government he wants to stitch up this 
State for years to come when the Parliament has not had an opportunity to scrutinise the Bill properly.  Shame on the 
Leader of the House for not being more open and honest and letting us know this was coming.  Shame on the minister 
for not being more open and accountable and giving the Opposition in this House an opportunity to have a briefing.  
Shame on the Government for allowing this to happen.  It is not the first time, but it will be the last time, because it will 
not be elected for another term.  The public of Western Australia will see just how arrogant it is and how it wants to 
pass legislation that will not necessarily be of great benefit to the people of Western Australia.  As the Leader of the 
Opposition said, the State will get nothing out of this Bill.  The Government is just giving away our natural resources. 

MR N.R. MARLBOROUGH (Peel - Parliamentary Secretary) [6.54 pm]:  It is a pity the Leader of the Opposition is 
not in the Chamber because I wanted to direct my comments to him.  I do not know what the standing or the share value 
of Fortescue Metals Group Ltd is, but the Leader of the Opposition needs to stop supporting all those foreign-owned 
companies in the Pilbara today that are running the iron ore industry.  He ought to stop making excuses for the decisions 
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that they make in their boardrooms in New York, London or wherever, because the truth of the matter is that this is a 
dinky-di Aussie company.  Regardless of how many shares are held by this company in its short life or their value, the 
predominant shareholders are Australian.  This is an exciting development and an exciting new phase of the Pilbara iron 
ore industry.  The Leader of the Opposition likes to talk about the 30 or 40-year regime and the boardrooms of the 
existing oil companies, but the people in the industry today have not advanced the downstream processing.  The one 
company that continues to grow rapidly is an Australian company - Woodside Petroleum Ltd.  Members should look at 
how it has grown.  It is an Aussie company committed to Australia.  It is not committed to a boardroom in London, 
Sweden or New York; it is committed to Australia.  The company went through a helluva fight only three years ago 
with the Shell company.  Who led that fight, as reported in last week’s The Australian Financial Review?  The ex-
federal secretary of the Australian Labor Party, Gary Gray.  Today he is the director of corporate services and he is 
credited with running the case.  That is how well regarded he is.  

The Leader of the Opposition should have been properly briefed.  He is a very important person in this House; he is the 
potential leader of a Government by virtue of the fact that he is the leader of the opposition party, but he ought to start 
performing like a leader.  When he starts to perform at that level, people may vote for him, but he is not performing at 
that level.  Today was a prime example of how this Leader of the Liberal Party - the so-called champions of the private 
sector - has his head in the wrong place.  He has attacked an Aussie company. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  He didn’t attack anyone.  He attacked the minister for not letting us know about the Bill. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  He absolutely did.  He stood on his own hubris and importance and talked about how he 
had not been dealt with correctly, about how the Pilbara had run under his leadership and the leadership of Sir Charles 
Court.  He said that if he were in a position to do so, he would not vote for this legislation.  The great thing about this 
company - and I do not know its share value - is that it is Australian.  Members should look at the performers in the 
Burrup and the Pilbara.  The only other good performer that is committed to downstream processing happens to also be 
an Australian company.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  What percentage of shareholders are Australian? 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The member missed it; he was not in the Chamber. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You said it was an Australian company. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The Leader of the National Party was not in the Chamber.  It is an Australian company.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  What is the basis of its shares? 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I do not know its shareholding value, but I am confident that the predominant 
shareholders in its portfolio are Australian.  Why would they not be?  It has the potential to be a great Aussie company.  
Instead of knocking it, support the minister and the company and give it the opportunity to grow into a great Australian 
company. 

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [7.00 pm]:  I will deal with a couple of matters 
raised by the Opposition.  I start by talking about processes in the Labor Party when it was in opposition.  We had 
spokespersons.  When government Bills came to us, the spokesperson sought a briefing from the Government and the 
spokesperson then formulated a view that went to the party room or Caucus for a decision.  In the closing day of the 
Parliament session, Bills would be discussed with the party leader or whichever member was necessary in order for the 
party to form a view.  The party took a position - in fact, it took the same view in the lower House as to took in the 
upper House.  In the instance, the Liberal Party and the National Party have formed a coalition and appointed 
spokespeople, and the spokesperson for resources development is Hon Norman Moore in the other place.  Hon Norman 
Moore was fully briefed.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Was it two weeks ago? 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  He was fully briefed in relation to this matter. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  When? 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Hon Norman Moore - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  But was it two weeks ago?  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Members opposite should talk to him.  I looked down this list of opposition portfolio 
responsibilities and the Leader of the Opposition is the shadow Treasurer, and has shadow responsibility for the arts, 
public sector management and so on.   

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  Is this the excuse for not bringing it to the Legislative Assembly first up? 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  The member misses the point.  We briefed the opposition spokesperson on resource development.  

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  When?  Do not avoid the question. 
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Mr C.M. BROWN:  We briefed him and he supported the Bill.  The opposition spokesperson for resources development 
has supported the Bill.  I find it extraordinary that the spokesperson for the Opposition has been briefed, has supported 
the Bill, has taken the Liberal Party view and said that the Liberal Party supports this Bill.  He said that, as I understand 
it, in the other place.  However, down here, the Opposition does not know about it!  It is extraordinary!  Can members 
imagine this lot in government?  They would ring up and say, “Who’s made the decision today?”  Let me tell members 
what Bob Hawke said in 1985: “If you can’t govern your party, you can’t run the country.”  The fact that members 
opposite cannot get their act together is abysmal.  That is the first point.   
The second point raised by members opposite was that there has been no opportunity for Parliament to debate the Bill.  
That is unbelievable!  Who was it that every week in this place at five o’clock on Thursday put Bills through without 
debate?  It happened week after week in 1993, 1994, 1995 and 1996.  It was every week, and Bill after Bill was put 
through Parliament by the coalition Government and not one word other than the second reading speech was spoken.  
Not one word!  They applied the guillotine week after week to controversial legislation, and it went on and on.  They 
now say that this is not democracy.  It is unbelievable.  I cannot believe the unbelievably hypocritical position that has 
been put.  I cannot believe it. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Why did you not bring it into this House? 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  It is just unbelievable.  Why did we not bring it in here?  That is a really intelligent question!  The 
Government decides in which House it will introduce a Bill.  That is what it does. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Normally it would have been introduced in this House. 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Usually things are done this way or that way.  Governments make decisions.  Did the former 
Government not do that? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We always held a briefing. 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  That was not the question.  Can the member concentrate for 10 seconds on the one issue?  We are 
debating whether the Bill was introduced into the wrong House.  I asked the member for Hillarys whether his 
Government ever did it and was told that they always held a briefing.  For goodness sake!  I would love to be a fly on 
the wall at the Liberal Party’s party room meetings.  It is unbelievable. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  This is your arrogance.  Just because you think you have the numbers in the other place, you 
think you do not have to use the Parliament.  It is straight out arrogance. 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  It is not my arrogance at all.  If the member wanted to see arrogance, he should have been here - 
and he was - week after week when the former Government applied the guillotine and did not allow members to speak.  
The member should not ever talk to me about that.  He is just unbelievable. 
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You are applying the gag today.   
Mr C.M. BROWN:  I am not applying the gag.  The former Government did that week after week and it is now making 
this an issue.  The deputy leader of the coalition is absolutely unbelievable.  That is what he did when he was in 
government.  There was no democracy in this place.  The former Government applied the gag every week; it is on the 
record.  If I wanted to go and get Hansard, I would quote to the Leader of the National Party chapter and verse how he 
voted each week. 

The Opposition has said to us that the opposition spokesperson, who has been around for a little while in the upper 
House - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  When was he briefed?   
Mr C.M. BROWN:  He is not a new member.  He has been around for a few years. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke interjected. 
Mr C.M. BROWN:  I think it would be cruel to refer to that.  It would just create further embarrassment for them. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Spit it out.  Bring it on.  Come on, wave your hands around and bring it on. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the National Party! 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  This Bill - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You are meant to be a minister. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the National Party! 
Mr C.M. BROWN:  The shadow Minister for State Development was briefed on this Bill and supported the Bill in the 
other place. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Not to me. 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Maybe the Leader of the Opposition does not agree with his shadow Minister for State 
Development. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett:  The courtesy of this Parliament is that you brief each spokesperson in each House. 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  In the Labor Party, when a minister or a shadow minister is elected to that position, he receives a 
briefing and consults with whomever he needs to consult and then makes a decision.  The fact that that did not happen is 
unfortunate. 
I will deal with a couple of other issues.  It is because of the Leader of the Opposition’s time spent as the Minister for 
Resources Development and Energy that he has a rather rose-coloured view of all those things.  I will not traverse them 
all today.  The Leader of the Opposition said that he could speak for many hours.  So could I.  However, it is important 
to understand that sometimes proponents of state agreements act on them very quickly and sometimes they do not.  The 
proponents are sometimes well-recognised and well-established companies, and sometimes they are not.  Even when 
proponents are well-recognised, well-established, significant companies, they do not always take the opportunities that 
are available to them under a state agreement.  For example, the Mitchell Plateau state agreement was entered into in 
1971.  That agreement is now 33 years old and a first blow is yet to be struck to bring forward a project.  The Hope 
Downs agreement was entered into many years ago.  Although there is activity to try to bring forward a proposal, it has 
not yet happened.  In a range of other areas it has taken a long time for state agreement parties to come forward with 
proposals.  The State has to make determinations from time to time, as it will have to determine under this agreement, if 
a proposal does not come forward.  State agreements work by putting in place an agreement that gives a proponent a set 
period in which to bring forward a proposal, in this case a little over 12 months.  The proposal deals with all the detail 
of the project.  If the proposal is considered to be appropriate, the State can sign off on that proposal.  If the proposal is 
not considered to be appropriate, the State can move to determine the agreement.  That is the way in which state 
agreements have operated.  It has not been the case that all the detail on every part of a proposal has been worked out 
before the state agreement has been put in place.  If that were the case, there would be a project for each state agreement 
that is in place in this State, and there is not.   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Give me an example of one that is not an ore body?   
Mr C.M. BROWN:  Absolutely.  I will provide the Leader of the Opposition with an example of a state agreement that 
does not involve ore bodies.  This Parliament passed and supported the state agreement that I will mention.  The 
Parliament thought that it was a fantastic agreement.  I introduced the Bill and it was passed.  It was a very good 
agreement.  Not everybody agreed with it, but I think everybody in this House agreed with it.  It was not about an ore 
body.  It involved a timber company - Wesbeam.   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Wasn’t it about a timber resource?   
Mr C.M. BROWN:  That was a very good agreement and it did not involve an ore body.   
This agreement has been brought forward to try to assist in meeting the growing demand on our iron ore industry.  It is 
true that this is the first part of the agreement.  The second part relating to iron ore will have to be negotiated and 
agreed.  Those negotiations will take place in the final agreement.  It is perhaps unfortunate that the matter has incurred 
the wrath of the Opposition.  However, I believe this to be a good state agreement.  It is worthy of support.  As with 
other proponents, we can never absolutely guarantee that a proponent will come forward with a proposal in the set time.  
However, I am hopeful that given the enthusiasm of the proponent, this agreement will result in a proposal coming 
forward and further development in the Pilbara in Western Australia.   
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [7.14 pm]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [7.14 pm]:  I still want an answer from the minister 
about whether the member for Pilbara was advised that this Bill would be brought on for debate today?  That is not a 
minor question.  He is the local member of Parliament.  He is an ex-Australian Labor Party member.  He is an 
Independent member.  He has nothing to do with the National Party.  I feel that I have a responsibility as a member of 
this House to know whether he was advised.  If this were to happen in my constituency and I did not know about it, I 
would be a little annoyed; I would be a little peeved.  All the people in the Pilbara should feel the same way if that is the 
case.  It is a simple question: was the member for Pilbara advised that debate on this Bill would take place today?   

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [7.15 pm]:  I want to make a comment on the point raised 
by the Leader of the National Party.  This is about courtesy in your House, Mr Speaker.  I doubt that the member for 
Pilbara was advised.  That is an affront not only to him, but also to the Parliament and the people who live in the 
Pilbara.  If there is one person in this House competent to reflect on what this might mean for the communities in the 
Pilbara, it is the member for Pilbara and, indeed, you, Mr Speaker, as the member for Burrup.  I would have no 
objection if you were to leave the Chair and join in the debate.  It will no doubt impact on your community, but it is 
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essentially a Port Hedland based project.  I suspect that the Leader of the National Party is right.  I suspect that this 
Labor Government did not have the courtesy to advise the local member that this matter would be brought on for 
debate.  The Government has denied the local member the opportunity to speak in this debate and to perhaps speak to 
his local council, local organisations and the communities in his electorate.  I promise Labor members this: we will 
make sure that the people of Port Hedland and the Pilbara know that.  We will make sure that they know that the Labor 
Party did not allow their member of Parliament to represent their point of view in this House on an issue of profound 
importance to them.  That is the minister’s other legacy.  The Labor minister for mines has ignored not only this 
Parliament, the Opposition and the member for Pilbara, but also the people of the Pilbara.   

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [7.16 pm]:  I reject that view.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Have you told Larry Graham?   

Mr C.M. BROWN:  I reject that view.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Have you told him?  Just tell us yes or no.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Just a modicum of courtesy from the Leader of the Opposition would be reasonable.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  There has been none so far.   

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Let me put it this way: none given, none received. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You don’t know parliamentary process.   

Mr C.M. BROWN:  I know parliamentary process and I know the way that the Leader of the Opposition abused it year 
after year.  I saw that every week for eight years.  Every week he abused parliamentary process.  Every week he refused 
to allow the Parliament to debate issues.  Every week he rammed through legislation that people did not get an 
opportunity to debate.  I saw it week after week and now he sits there and laughs about it.  It is true.  He should read the 
Hansard.  He does not like to be reminded of it, but that is what he did.  An undemocratic -  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Give me an example.  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  I could give the Leader of the Opposition hundreds of examples.  If he reads the record -  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Give me just one example.  You said hundreds; give me one example.  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  It is very interesting.  The Leader of the Opposition is denying that he moved a guillotine motion in 
the Parliament every week for almost four years.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I am talking about the resources portfolio.  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  This is extraordinary!   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Give us an example of a state agreement.  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Talk about reinventing history!  This is unbelievable! 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Give us an example of a state agreement.  Do you have an example?  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Okay; we just rammed through a few minor things!  We rammed through workers’ compensation 
legislation!  That was just a minor thing!  It is unbelievable!  When the Leader of the Opposition complains about this 
issue, he does not come with clean hands.   

In terms of these matters, it is not arrogance because the opposition spokesperson on resources development has been 
briefed and has supported this Bill.  The fact of the matter is that I am unaware whether the member for Pilbara knew 
that this debate would be brought on tonight.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We did not know.  We were given absolutely no indication.  

Mr C.M. BROWN:  Is the member finished?  My understanding is that the member for Pilbara is supportive of this Bill.  
This is legislation on which the opposition spokesperson on resources development has been fully briefed and which he 
has supported.  I assumed, perhaps wrongly, that the opposition spokesperson on resources development spoke for the 
Opposition.  If I assumed that wrongly, I am sorry.  I apologise, because I thought that, when the Opposition appoints 
someone in a portfolio role, that person would take a decision and represent the views of the Opposition.  Perhaps I was 
wrong about that.   

The Opposition has sought to reflect on me, and the fact that I have not responded is about as much weight as I attach to 
that.  It is water off a duck’s back.  I promise that the only thing that I will not do when I am no longer in this position is 
to look through rose-coloured glasses and make up things about how good I was during my time.  I will not look back, 
like the old fellows and say “When I was a boy, I did all those things; I did them all; I am really great”.  I promise I will 
not do that.  If I do not do that, the standard of debate in Western Australia will certainly go up.  I support the third 
reading of the Bill.  
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Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and passed.  

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [7.25 pm]:  I move - 

That the House at its rising adjourn until a date and time to be fixed by the Speaker.  

It was assumed that this would be our last day of sitting, as it was to be the last day of sitting of the Legislative Council.  
I understand that the Legislative Council has now indicated that it might sit through until next Friday.  In that case, it is 
quite likely, but not finally determined, that we would need to return to deal with any Bills that are amended in the other 
place.  On that basis, the motion is to allow you, Mr Speaker, to determine the date of any such return.  If there are no 
amendments, we would not need to return.  However, my suspicion is that there will be amendments, and therefore we 
will need to return. 

The second issue is that I have also heard people say that although the Council is designated to sit through until next 
Friday, it may in fact not do so and may sit for a fewer number of days.  In that case, it is open to the Speaker to make a 
decision.  I am sure members will be able to let the Speaker have their points of view about a convenient sitting date.  
However, it may be that Friday, while the most likely day, will not in the end be the best day to sit in order that our 
sitting will match the sitting of the Council, if that is required. 

This motion simply allows us to finish the work of the Parliament in a way that will enable this House to fit in with the 
times set by the other place, as it must.  I am sure that you, Mr Speaker, will seek to do that in a way that, while it will 
be difficult, will fit in with the needs of the majority of members. 

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [7.26 pm]:  This is not a sign of good government.  I should imagine that the 
Leader of the House, no less than you, Mr Speaker, would be very disappointed at the lack of communication between 
the other place and you and the Government.  If it had been known on Wednesday that the Legislative Council would 
sit next week, the sitting today could have been cancelled, and we could have come back for one or two days next week.  
The point is that it is inconvenient when members need to make other arrangements in their community and with their 
family.  However, in the main, inconvenience is not the reason for the level of disappointment, because Parliament is 
our top priority.  Cost is also an issue.  The lack of knowledge and awareness and of communication between both 
Houses is quite appalling.  The Parliament cannot operate in that way.  I imagine that what is happening in the other 
place is really a result of mismanagement. 

Day in and day out I have heard government members say that the Opposition will not pass legislation.  However, I 
have also heard that legislation has been brought on in the other place, debated for half an hour and never seen again for 
weeks.  What sort of management occurs in the other place?  I do not wish to criticise anyone specifically.  However, 
the Leader of the House and you, Mr Speaker, must be very disappointed at the lack of communication and the lack of 
good management in the other place.  It certainly does not reflect well on the Government.  I suggest that the Leader of 
the House should have a word with his colleagues in the other place to tell them that they should get it together so that 
there can be better management, better coordination and better communication between the other place and this place.  
It is not just the inconvenience of members that is involved; it is the cost of bringing us back for another day, 
particularly country members.  Some country members will go back to their electorates tonight.  Most of them will not 
be able to go back until tomorrow.  They will then have to come back at a date to be determined.  We do not know 
whether it will be Wednesday, Thursday or Friday next week.  I have been in this place when we have determined that 
if the Legislative Council did not know when it would sit, we would come back after it had risen.  Both Houses sitting 
together on the last day has occurred in the past but it has also occurred when we have not known what the Legislative 
Council has been doing and, as a consequence, the Assembly has returned after the Council has risen in order to deal 
with amendments.  I imagine that in this particular instance, with a lack of coordination and communication, it might 
have been a far better option for this place rather than the inconvenience and disruption it is causing to members and 
this place. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [7.29 pm]:  From listening to the dissertation from 
the Leader of the House I hope that the responsibility is now put on Mr Speaker to determine when this House will sit 
again.  I hope there is certainty about the date and that members will be given time to make plans.  Wednesday of next 
week would be difficult because it is a short period between now and then.  If it is announced on Monday that we will 
sit on Tuesday or Wednesday, it creates a significant problem to handle.  If there is to be another day of sitting, let us 
make it Friday.  It is seven days hence and will give members time to rearrange diaries.  Alternatively, it could be the 
following week.  All members, including Mr Speaker, will disappoint people if we have to sit on Wednesday, Thursday 
or Friday.   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 7.30 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTION ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

TRANSPERTH, SENIORS CARDHOLDERS, FREE SUNDAY TRAVEL 

3038. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Is the Government still offering free Sunday travel on TransPerth to the holders of Seniors Cards? 

(2) If yes, what are the details of this free Sunday travel and what is the estimated lost revenue from this 
concession? 

(3) If yes, what similar concessions are offered to Seniors Card holders in rural Western Australia so that they can 
use free bus travel in their rural towns on Sundays? 

(4) Will the Government offer free bus travel on another day of the week to country people to make up for the lack 
of Sunday bus services in most parts of rural Western Australia? 

(5) Will the Government offer free or discounted TransWA bus or train travel on a Sunday to country people to 
make up for the lack of Sunday bus services in most parts of rural Western Australia? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Yes.  

(2) Seniors Card holders and age pensioners are entitled to free travel on Transperth services on Sundays, public 
holidays and during Seniors Week. 

During 2003-04, estimated free travel by seniors and age pensioners on bus and train services amounted 
to 410,000 initial boardings. Based on the 2003-04 average concession fare of $0.86, the revenue foregone was 
$353,000. 

(3) Bus services in regional centres do not operate on Sundays.  

(4) No. The reason that Sundays could be offered in Metropolitan Perth is because capacity exists on public 
transport services on these days; this does not denigrate the value of the transport offered, it simply recognises 
a practical reality that public transport could be offered for free on these days and that this offer assisted some 
seniors. 

(5) Seniors Card holders are entitled to a 50% concession on all Transwa services every day of the week.  

MAITLAND INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, KARRATHA 

3047. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for State Development 

(1) Are all environmental and other (including native title) approvals in place for the Maitland Industrial Estate 
near Karratha? 

(2) If not, what approvals are currently outstanding and what is the status of those approvals? 

(3) What services currently exist at Maitland? 

(4) What services are yet to be provided at Maitland before a major industrial development could be expected to 
choose it as their preferred site? 

(5) What are the cost estimates for the provision of each of these services that are yet to be provided at Maitland? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

(1) No. The EPA provided advice about development of the Maitland Estate under the provisions of Section 16(e) 
of the Environmental Protection Act (1986) in Bulletin 855 dated May 1997. 

The Maitland Estate is not encumbered with native title as this has been dealt with under the Burrup And 
Maitland Industrial Estates Agreement contracted between the State and the traditional owners in 
November 2002. 

(2) Planning approvals are in place, with appropriate zoning conferred under the Shire of Roebourne Town 
Planning Scheme Number Eight (August 2000). The land is currently held under pastoral lease. Generic and 
specific development approvals will be required for all infrastructure development. 

(3) The Northwest Coastal Highway abuts the southern boundary of the estate and the Dampier to Bunbury 
Natural Gas Pipeline passes through the estate. 

(4) Transport and services infrastructure are likely to be required including roads, port access corridors, port 
facilities with significant dredging required, industrial power; and process, potable and cooling water. 
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(5) In June 2002 I provided order of magnitude cost estimates to the Legislative Council for the provision of these 
services at Maitland and the associated port at West Intercourse Island (WII) as summarised below: 

Road to link Dampier Road with a crossing to WII                 $ 40M 
Causeway and bridge sections for road crossing to WII         $ 53M 
Port facilities to include dredged channel and single liquids Berth $100M  
Access to port facilities at WII from Maitland                       $ 66M 
TOTAL               $259M 

This would provide basic access from the Maitland area to the port for export of product. It does not include 
additional basic or specific infrastructure services required by industry (e.g. power supply; gas supply; waste 
disposal; the provision of any additional service corridors; or cooling, process, and potable water). There is no 
surplus capacity in existing infrastructure services in the area.  

Since then, the SMEC consultancy has conducted a comparative study of northern industrial sites. Using 
assumptions about "standard" projects, SMEC estimates a figure of $479M for Maitland's development. This 
amount is heavily caveated because any "real" development would necessitate different assumptions about 
costs, subject to requirements and detailed design of individual projects.  

CONSTRUCTION SKILLS TRAINING CENTRE, CAPITAL GRANT PAID BY ANTA 

3049. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Education and Training 

I refer the Minister to the Cole Royal Commission findings on the Construction Skills Training Centre (CSTC) and 
ask - 

(a) has the Minister or his Department received a letter or letters from the Australian National Training 
Authority (ANTA) seeking information on the capital grant of $996,561 paid to the Construction 
Skills Training Centre by ANTA on 6 July 1998, with the support of the Department of Training; 

(b) has the Minister or his Department responded to ANTA’s letter and if so, what was the date of the 
response and will the Minister table a copy of those responses; 

(c) what action has the Minister or his Department taken to investigate the non disclosure in the grant 
application of the intention by the CSTC to divert EBA Training Levy Funds to the CFMEU and the 
subsequent ‘loaning’ of these funds back to the CSTC; and 

(d) would the Department of Training have supported the CSTC grant application if the information had 
been disclosed? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) The Acting Chief Executive Officer, Australian National Training Authority wrote to the Director 
General, Department of Education and Training on 4 July 2003. The Chief Executive Officer, 
Australian National Training Authority wrote to the Director General, Department of Education and 
Training on 20 August 2003 and 13 October 2003. 

(b) The Director General, Department of Education and Training wrote to the Chief Executive Officer, 
Australian National Training Authority on 8 September 2003, 31 October 2003 and 23 February 2004. 
I table a copy of those responses.  [See paper No 3104.] 

(c) No action has been taken. 

(d) This question is hypothetical. The initial grant application was supported by the previous coalition 
government.  

WA LABOUR ADVISORY COUNCIL, MEETINGS AND MEMBERS 

3050. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier 

I refer to the Western Australian Labour Advisory Council and ask - 

(a) how often does this council meet; 

(b) where does the council meet; 

(c) who are the members of the council; 

(d) for each member of the council, what organisation do they represent and what is their title within that 
organisation; 

(e) is a sitting fee paid to members of the council; 

(f) if yes, how much; 
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(g) what are the associated costs of the council; 

(h) are council members entitled to claim expenses for re-imbursement; 

(i) if yes, will the Minister provide a list the expenses, the council member making the claim and the 
amount of re-imbursement paid; and 

(j) from which budget allocation are these funds paid? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a) - (j)  The Western Australian Labour Advisory Council (WALAC) is constituted under Australian Labor Party (WA 
Branch) Constitution and Rules 2003 - Rule 13.6. 

WALAC is not a Government sponsored body and receives no funding or resources from Government. 

JOONDALUP POLICE DISTRICT, AUTHORISED STRENGTH 

3051. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 2114 and ask - 

(a) what is the authorised and current strength of the Joondalup Police district; 

(b) do these figures include Probationary Constables and other officers undergoing training; 

(c) if yes, what are the number of Probationary Constables and other officers under training; 

(d) do the figures given for (a) include officers serving outside of the Joondalup Police District on 
detached or other duties; 

(e) if yes, what are the numbers of police officers serving outside of the Joondalup Police District on 
detached or other duties; 

(f) what is the area of land covered by the Joondalup Police District; 

(g) what is the population of the area covered by the Joondalup Police District; 

(h) what is the current police to population ratio for the Joondalup Police district; 

(i) what is the current police to population ratio for Western Australia; and 

(j) what are the police to population ratios for each of the other police districts in Western Australia? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a) The Police Service advise as at 31 October 2004 the authorised sworn strength of the North West 
Metropolitan Region was 267 FTEs and the actual strength was 271.6 FTEs. 

(b)-(c) The Police Service advise these figures include Probationary Constables, of which there were 36 
Probationary Constable FTEs at 31 October, but no recruits in training. 

(d)-(e) The Police Service advise these figures include two officers serving outside the North West 
Metropolitan Region. One has been serving in East Timor and one is working with the Royal 
Commission follow up Investigation Team. 

(f) The Police Service advise the North West Metropolitan Region covers 787 square kilometres. 

(g)-(h) The Police Service advise as at 30 June 2003 (the latest population figures available) the population of 
the North West Metropolitan District was 251,293 and the police to population ratio 1:952. 

(i) The Police Service advise the police to population ratio for Western Australia (based on June 2003 
population figures) is 1:389. 

(j) The Police Service advise the police to population ratio for all police districts (based on June 2003 
population figures) is as follows: 

• Central Metropolitan 1:282 
• East Metropolitan 1:810 
• North West Metropolitan 1:952 
• South East Metropolitan 1:754 
• South Metropolitan 1:789 
• West Metropolitan 1:799 
• Great Southern 1:426 
• Peel 1:680 
• South West 1:630 
• Wheatbelt 1:344 
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• Goldfields-Esperance 1:281 
• Kimberley 1:240 
• Mid-West Gascoyne 1:283 
• Pilbara 1:251 

MITCHELL FREEWAY, PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC CONGESTION 

3060. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer the Minister to peak hours traffic congestion on the Mitchell Freeway and ask - 

(a) have any studies been conducted on traffic mergers and the impact on speed, traffic flow and 
congestion, during peak traffic, on the northbound Mitchell Freeway at Hepburn Ave; 

(b) if yes, when were these studies conducted and will the Minister table the results and 
recommendations; 

(c) if no study has been conducted, will the Minister direct that a study be undertaken; 

(d) if not, why not; 

(e) are there any current plans for the Mitchell Freeway to be widened, north of Hepburn Avenue; and 

(f) if yes, what is the time line for this development and will the Minister table these plans? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a)-(b)  No formal studies have been undertaken. However, Main Roads continually monitors and analyses 
traffic flows on the Freeway through the use of ITS (Intelligent Transport Systems) technology. 

(c)-(f)  Mitchell Freeway north of Hepburn Avenue has a four lane divided configuration and is considered 
adequate to cope with current traffic conditions. There are no plans to widen the Freeway at this 
location. However, Main Roads will continue to monitor traffic conditions on an on-going basis. 

ABORIGINAL POLICE LIAISON OFFICERS, REVIEWS OF OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND WORKPLACE 
PRACTICE PROBLEMS 

3061. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

I refer the Minister to the Police News of June 2004, page 23, and the article titled ‘OS&H and APLOs – role of 
managers, OICs’ and ask - 

(a) has the Minister read the article; 

(b) is the Minister concerned that the role of Aboriginal Police Liaison Officers (APLO’s), as outlined in 
the article, does not reflect the risks that APLO’s find themselves exposed to in the field; 

(c) has the Minister or the Department, conducted any reviews or investigations of the occupational 
health and work place practice problems faced by APLO’s; 

(d) will the Minister table copies of these reports; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) if there have not been any reviews or investigations of the occupational health and work place practice 
problems faced by APLO’s, why not; 

(g) if there have not been any reviews or investigations of the occupational health and work place practice 
problems faced by APLO’s, will the Minister now instigate such a review or inquiry; and 

(h) if not, why not? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a) Yes 

(b)-(h) Effective from January 2004, the Gallop Government extended the application of the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act 1984 to include Aboriginal Police Liaison Officers (APLOs) and police 
officers to enhance occupational safety and health practices within the Western Australia Police 
Service. The Police Service is fully aware of and committed to fulfilling its occupational safety and 
health obligations to APLOs. 

The Commissioner of Police has reaffirmed the duties of APLOs to ensure adherence to orders that 
underpin the duty of care and OS&H obligations to APLOs. The role of APLOs has been defined by 
orders in the Commissioner's Operating Procedures Manual. Commissioner O'Callaghan has been 
working with APLOs and the Police Union to confirm the important role and function of APLOs into 
the future. 
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The Police Service advise the agency was subject to a full review as part of the implementation of the 
Occupational Safety and Health Act 1984. The Co-agency Agreement between WorkSafe Division 
Department of Consumer and Employment Protection and the Western Australia Police Service 
includes APLOs. A system for reporting hazards and accidents was put into place with the 
implementation of the Occupational Safety and Health legislation. All officers can report hazards and 
workplace accidents and they are investigated and corrective actions implemented as appropriate. Any 
overall trends that merge with any particular work practices or work areas will be dealt with by way 
of a more formal review process. 

POLICE, DNA SAMPLES, PROCESSING TIME AND COST OF TELEVISION ADVERTISING 

3063. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

I refer the Minister to the answer to questions on notice Nos 2343 and 2720 and ask - 
(a) what is the average time taken to process DNA samples taken from burglary crime scenes, from time 

of collection to time of processing and identification; 
(b) what is the cost of the television advertising for DNA as a Police crime-fighting tool authorised by the 

State Government; 
(c) who is the person who authorised this expenditure; and 
(d) from which budget allocation did this expenditure come? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
a)  The Police Service advise that Question 2343 related to DNA samples collected from a defined group of 

persons and this information could be readily extracted. Crime scene exhibits such as those from burglary 
offences are recorded on the Frontline Incident Management System (IMS) or Property Tracing System. The 
functionality to extract the type of date sought in the question is being incorporated into the next major 
enhancement to Frontline (IMS) which is scheduled to be rolled out early next year. Importantly, since the 
inception of the DNA database in July 2002 there have been 758 DNA database matches to burglary (dwelling) 
offences and 518 DNA database matches to burglary (non dwelling) offences. 

b)  The Office of Crime Prevention advises $153,548. 
c)  Mr Michael Thorn, Director, Office of Crime Prevention. 
d)  The Office of Crime Prevention advise Output 12 - Implementation of the State Crime Prevention Strategy, 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet. 

POLICE, DNA SAMPLES, PROCESSING TIME 

3064. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

I refer the Minister to the answers questions on notice Nos 2343 and 2720 and ask - 
(a) what is the average time taken to process DNA samples taken following an assault, from time of 

collection to time of processing and identification; 
(b) what is the average time taken to process DNA samples taken following a serious assault, from time 

of collection to time of processing and identification; 
(c) what is the average time taken to process DNA samples taken following a murder, from time of 

collection to time of processing and identification; and 
(d) what is the average time taken to process DNA samples taken following a discovery of drugs, from 

time of collection to time of processing and identification? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a)-(d) The Police Service advise that Question 2343 related to DNA samples collected from a defined group 
of persons and this information could be readily extracted. Crime scene exhibits such as those from 
assault offences are recorded on the Frontline Incident Management System (IMS) or Property 
Tracing System. The functionality to extract the type of data sought in the question is being 
incorporated into the next major enhancement to Frontline (IMS) which is scheduled to be rolled out 
early next year. Importantly, since the inception of the DNA database in July 2002 there have been 31 
DNA database matches to assault offences and 40 DNA database matches to sexual offences.  

DRIVERS' LICENCES, RENEWAL SYSTEM 

3066. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the issuing of driver’s licences, and the answering of telephone calls complaints by the Department of 
Planning and Infrastructure and ask will the Minister advise - 
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(a) has the Department of Planning and Infrastructure had difficulties in its renewal system, where the 
system fails to print out the reverse side of the licence detailing what types of vehicles the driver is 
entitled to drive; 

(b) if so, what was the problem, has this problem been rectified, and how was it rectified; 

(c) if not, will the Minister explain why one client has had to contact the Department of Planning and 
Infrastructure three times to have these endorsements on his licence, yet each time the licence was 
blank on the reverse side; 

(d) further to this particular situation, will the Minister explain why when telephoning the Department to 
ensure his licence was in order, this bus driver received a message telling him to phone back later as 
the there were too many calls waiting to even place him in a queue; 

(e) if a client is not placed in a queue, but told to telephone back later, is this call recorded statistically, 
and if so, how is it classified; and 

(f) given that the Auditor-General specifically stated that the Department’s Customer Service procedures 
needed improvement, will the Minister explain how these services have been improved? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Yes, instances have been identified where class restrictions limiting the type of vehicle the driver 
could operate, and endorsements on the reverse side of the licence were not printed correctly . These 
licences were limited to those issued between 6 July 2004 and 26 July 2004.  Action has been taken to 
contact those drivers affected and issue replacement licences free of charge 

(b) The problem has been rectified and licence endorsements and conditions are now correctly printed on 
the reverse of licences, where applicable. 

(c) The Department is not aware of the specific instance the member refers to but if she would like to 
provide details the Department would be happy to investigate. 

(d) As a result of some technical problems following the introduction of the TRELIS licensing system, 
there was a significant increase in the number of customers calling the Licensing Call Centre. The 
extraordinary high volume of calls meant that during peak times some callers were receiving an 
engaged signal. As a customer service initiative, instead of customers receiving an engaged signal, a 
message was introduced that informed them of the delays on such occasions. The message was 
subsequently amended to also inform customers that the Department was aware of a number of issues 
relating to driver and vehicle licensing and that these were being addressed. In any event the issue has 
since been addressed by the deployment of additional staff into the Call Centre to cater for the 
increase in enquiries. 

(e) No. The DPI system does not record this data. DPI has obtained statistical data from Telstra. However 
this is limited to the number of calls who received this message.  

(f) The Auditor General conducted a performance examination of 6 selected WA Government call 
centres, including the Department for Planning and Infrastructure's Licensing call centre and his 
report of April 2003 contains 6 recommendations relating to how agencies should improve the 
performance of their call centres. In response to those recommendations the Licensing call centre:  

• has included its hours of access with the "White Pages" telephone information; 

• has appointed additional resources to meet customer demands; 

• has appointed external consultants to conduct a comprehensive review; 

• has introduced an automated customer service survey; 

• is finalising development of its staff service standards; and 

• has developed a "Quality Call Monitoring" program that evaluates telephone etiquette, customer 
interaction and relationship, information handling and knowledge and efficiency. 

KWINANA FREEWAY, BUS LANE, CHANGES 

3067. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

With works beginning on the Kwinana Freeway to construct the South West Metropolitan Railway, I understand that 
one lane on the freeway has been labelled as a ‘buslane’ but with no barriers to enforce this separation, buses are 
moving outside that labelled buslane, in order to move left to the outside lane to exit the freeway, and that they are 
failing to give adequate warning to other traffic of their actions and because regular users of the freeway are no longer 
used to having buses in general traffic, their actions are presenting a traffic hazard and ask will the Minister advise - 
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(a) are these reports that buses are no longer using the dedicated buslane, accurate; 
(b) how many buses per day are now operating in general freeway traffic; 
(c) how many buses per day are using the labelled buslane; 
(d) what measures are in place to ensure that this lane is not used by general traffic; 
(e) what effect has the removal of one lane of traffic had upon the general traffic using the Kwinana 

Freeway; 
(f) how are buses managing their exit at Canning Bridge; 
(g) what warnings have general motorists been given to advise them that buses are now operating in 

general traffic, and will need to move rapidly from the labelled bus lane to the far side in order to exit 
traffic; and 

(h) since these changes were introduced, have there been any accidents involving buses and general 
traffic? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(a) The Kwinana Freeway Busway is predominantly continuing to operate in the same form as it has for 

the last few years. However, in the area near Judd Street on the north bound Busway, buses are now 
leaving the barriered Busway and, over a safe distance, merging with general traffic. The traffic 
management change has been necessary as buses cannot enter or leave the Esplanade Busport via the 
William Street Bridge arrangement because the bridge is currently being demolished. For some 
months buses have been using alternative routes in order to provide for New MetroRail works and to 
accommodate the final construction stages of the Perth Exhibition and Convention Centre. When bus 
route changes have been required they have been professionally planned and managed by traffic 
management experts and undergo thorough safety reviews.  

(b)-(c) All buses using the Kwinana Freeway Busway are required to merge with general traffic at a point 
just south of the Narrows Bridge. For safety reasons this merge occurs over several hundred metres. 
This process has been occurring since 25 July 2004 and no problems have been reported by bus 
drivers or the traffic management experts who have been monitoring this process. Buses are currently 
required to enter the Busport via Mounts Bay Road and, consequently, need to merge across traffic.  

There are currently 494 buses travelling north on the Kwinana Freeway Busway north of Canning 
Bridge on a typical weekday along with an additional 101 buses that have always entered general 
traffic from the South Perth area via the Judd Street on ramp.  

(d) The new exit created from the barriered bus lane is delineated from general traffic by a combination 
of flexible bollards and yellow lane marking. After a certain point, where the buses are permitted to 
merge, the bollards cease and lane marking prevails until a point on the southern side of the Narrows 
Bridge where the bus lane ends. Traffic management including signage and delineation was carefully 
planned and is working successfully. 

(e) Careful planning to accommodate the bus lane change provided for a compensating additional general 
traffic lane on the western edge of the Freeway at the commensurate point where the buses exit the 
barriered Busway. Accordingly, there has been no loss in general traffic capacity.  

(f) The bus entry and exit arrangements at Canning Bridge have not changed. 
(g) The Buslane temporary barrier exit was designed to allow buses to change lanes in a normal manner 

by providing sufficient travel distances between lane changes prior to the exit ramp. An initial media 
advertising campaign was instigated to advise motorists, along with messages on Main Roads' 
electronic message freeway signs for the first week. No permanent warning signage was considered 
necessary and subsequent observations and acceptance by the general public supported this decision 

(h) I am aware that there have been two accidents involving buses in the area south of the Narrows 
Bridge since the new arrangements were put into effect. Obviously this is a very busy area of traffic, 
particularly during peak periods and accidents occurring there are not untypical. It is therefore not 
surprising that a bus may be involved in an accident, indeed buses are involved in accidents in other 
parts of the City as well. However, travel on a Transperth bus remains one of the safest forms of 
transport available. There has been no indication that the accidents in question were caused by any 
fault in the modified traffic management arrangements.  

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS, MT HENRY-CANNING BRIDGES AND CANNING-NARROWS BRIDGES 

3068. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

Will the Minister advise - 
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(a) in the last five years, how many road accidents have been reported between the Mount Henry and 
Canning Bridges; and 

(b) in the last five years, how many road accidents have been reported between the Canning and Narrows 
Bridges? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) For the five years 1999 to 2003, 298 crashes were reported. 

(b) For the five years 1999 to 2003, 1376 crashes were reported. 

SCHOOLS, DIFFICULT TO STAFF METROPOLITAN, IMPACT OF LOCAL SELECTION 

3072. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) How does the Minister propose to ensure that difficult to staff metropolitan schools are able to attract 
principals and teachers under local selection? 

(2) How will the Department avoid those schools who do not elect to have local selection in place becoming 
anything more than repositories for principals and teachers who have failed to have their contracts at other 
schools extended? 

(3) Does the Minister concede that schools that do not have local selection may be staffed with under-performing 
principals or teachers, or those who do not fit the ethos of the school? 

(4) What will happen to permanent staff who have failed to have their five-year placements extended if there are 
insufficient vacancies at non-local selection schools? 

(5) Will the non-renewal of teachers’ and principals’ five-year placement be investigated or monitored so that 
remedial action can be taken if the reasons for non-renewal are performance related? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Will the Minister advise whether panels will be in place to undertake local selection of teachers and principals? 

(8) If no to (7), who will be charged with the responsibility of local selection? 

(9) If yes to (7), who will comprise membership of the panels? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1)  Principals for all schools will continue to be appointed through the central placement system. While it is not 
expected that there will be staffing difficulties in any metropolitan school, the central placement system will 
ensure that any unfilled local selection teaching vacancies are filled. 

(2) Procedures relating to the performance of principals and teachers and their suitability for positions, will apply 
equally to all schools irrespective of local selection. 

(3) No. 

(4) In this scenario, prior to the conclusion of their placement, teachers may seek a new position by applying to a 
local selection school with advertised vacancies. In addition, teachers may submit an application to the central 
placement system. 

(5) Non-renewal will be monitored. Performance will continue to be addressed through performance management 
processes. Matters of unsatisfactory or sub-standard performance will be dealt with through the Department's 
policy and procedures. 

(6) Not applicable. 

(7) Yes. 

(8) Not applicable. 

(9) Local selection processes must comply with Public Sector Standards in Human Resource Management. Panels 
will comprise suitably qualified individuals. Departmental policy allows schools undertaking local selection to 
include a community member on the selection panel. 

PERTH-FREMANTLE DUAL USE PATH, COMPLETION 

3075. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

In regard to the dual use path from Perth to Fremantle will the Minister advise - 

(a) how many kilometres of the dual use path have thus far been completed; 

(b) what suburbs does the dual use path currently serve; 
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(c) what route does the dual use path take; and 

(d) when is the dual use path expected to be completed between Perth and Fremantle? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) A total of 12.9 kilometres of the shared use path have been completed. 

(b) The section of shared use path currently completed starts at Perth and runs through the suburbs of 
West Perth, West Leederville, Subiaco, Daglish, Shenton Park, Nedlands, Claremont and 
Swanbourne, and finishes at Cottesloe. 

(c) The path travels along the northwest side of the Perth to Fremantle railway line, linking the train 
stations along the line. 

(d) Work on the shared use path was halted to resolve the best access to and through the Leighton Beach 
development. It should be noted that the Gallop Labor Government has spent in excess of $50 million 
on cycle infrastructure and has included work on the Armadale and Midland rail lines which were 
given very little attention by the previous Coalition Government. 

TAXI PLATES, LEASE RATES, REDUCTION 

3076. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the reduction of lease rates chargeable for taxi plates and ask - 

(a) what is the justification and/or methodology for the rate reduction; and 

(b) why was there a failure on the part of the Government to consult existing taxi drivers on the rate 
reduction? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

a)  The Government limits the number of taxi plates on issue, which creates an artificial market. It is, therefore, 
important that Government ensures that this artificial market is not exploited and that the public and taxi 
drivers are protected by the setting of maximum taxi fares and plate lease rates. 

The recent reduction in the maximum plate lease rate is consistent with the Government's policy to work with 
the taxi industry to provide fair returns to drivers and owner drivers, while offering the public an efficient, 
economical and safe service. 

The previously set maximum plate lease rate of $453 did not appear to have any rational basis. The decision to 
reduce the rate was made to make it more consistent with the current realities in the market place.  

However, I subsequently considered concerns that were expressed to me about the method of determining the 
average lease rate paid. As a result, I decided to amend the rate, on an interim basis, to $355 excluding GST. 
Taxi Plate Ownership Conditions have been modified and re-issued to all owners reflecting this change. 

I have also instructed the Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) to establish a new regulation 
requiring all taxi plate leases to be registered with DPI, including details of plate lease rates.  

Once this new regulation is in place and all plate leases are registered, DPI will undertake a detailed analysis of 
lease rates to enable me to make a final decision on the maximum taxi plate lease rate. 

b)  The decision to reduce the maximum taxi plate lease rate followed a taxi industry survey conducted last year as 
part of a review of the metropolitan taxi industry. The original modified rate aligned with the average lease rate 
paid in the market, as identified by the taxi industry survey the modified new rate takes into account industry 
feedback. 

SOUTHERN RAIL LINK, PROXIMITY TO HEAVY ROAD TRAFFIC 

3078. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to plans for the South West Metropolitan Railway between Perth and Mandurah and ask will the Minister 
advise - 

(a) are their any passenger rail services in the world that have been built as close to heavy road traffic as 
is planned between the Mount Henry bridge and the Narrows bridge; 

(b) if so, where are these rail systems operating, and what safety measures, if any, were required to 
compensate for the traffic; and 

(c) have any accidents occurred at these locations which can be attributed to the close proximity of 
rail/traffic, and if so, will the Minister provide details? 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Yes. 

(b) Besides the Northern Suburbs Railway, there are a number of examples of railways that operate 
within the median of freeway systems, or those that operate alongside roads. 

Examples include; 

• The Chicago Transit Authority (USA). The O'Hare Blue Line runs within the median of the 
Kennedy expressway, where train speeds are just under 100 km per hour and vehicle speeds are 
up to 130 km per hour. 

• Two other rapid transit systems that run within expressways in Chicago are the Congress branch 
of the Blue Line within the Eisenhower expressway and the Dan Ryan Branch Line within the 
Dan Ryan expressway, once known as the world's busiest expressway. 

• The MAX red line in Portland (USA) operates within the median of the Interstate 205 highway. 

• The Oresund Link railway connects Denmark and Sweden with a 200 kilometre per hour railway 
within the median of a four lane motorway. 

• The North Shore Line in Sydney runs alongside the Cahill expressway across the Sydney 
Harbour Bridge and the Bradfield Highway. 

• A number of light rail systems operate throughout the world, with and without separation barriers 
from adjacent traffic.  

One of the above examples, the North Shore Line in Sydney, has clearance tolerances that are tighter 
than those for the Southern Suburbs Railway between Mt Henry Bridge and the City.  

The clearances in Sydney and corresponding dimensions for Perth between the south end of the Mt 
Henry Bridge and the City are shown in the following table: 
Dimension     Sydney Perth Comment 

Centre of track to railside face of barrier  2.15 m 2.14 m The Sydney train is wider 

Width of Barrier    0.20 m 0.60 m  

Centre of track to roadside face of barrier   2.35 m 2.75 m  

Centre of track to edge of the regular traffic  2.65 m 3.35 m There is a 0.60 metre shoulder across  
the Narrows Bridge between the barrier and road  
lane. The Mt Henry Bridge has breakdown lanes  
on the road side of the barriers  

Edge of moving train to edge of traffic (minimum)  0.90 m 1.70 m Approximate for Sydney 
The barrier used on the Sydney Harbour Bridge and the Bradfield Highway is of inferior standard to 
that used on the Kwinana Freeway between the Narrows Bridge and Canning Bridge. The Sydney 
barrier is of riveted steel without the capability to redirect errant vehicles away from the railway, 
whereas those used in Perth are modern concrete barriers, with the ability to deflect traffic away from 
the railway. 

(c) It is understood there has been a fatality due to electrocution on the electrified third rail in Chicago 
(Perth's urban rail system does not operate with a live third rail). In that case it is understood that 
snow was ploughed alongside the barrier to form a ramp, which facilitated a vehicle to go over the 
barrier and come to rest inverted on the track where the driver was electrocuted by the live "third rail". 
As we have neither a third rail nor snow we don't anticipate any similar incidents. 

In the Sydney example, it is understood that there have been no train derailments since the bridge was 
built in 1932. The traffic environment in the Sydney example is extremely dense with around 180,000 
vehicle movements each day. The road traffic speed limit is 70 km/h, but average non peak speed is 
closer to 75 km/h. 

The rail service across the Bridge to the North Shore is extremely busy with double deck, eight railcar 
trains carrying up to 1,200 people each. The history of this train operation goes back 72 years and 
there is only known to be one incident where a car transgressed onto the rail tracks. 

Train speed on this section of line is less than 50 kilometres per hour and is limited by gradient and 
operational/signalling constraints. However, trains run in the opposite direction to adjacent road 
traffic with closing speeds between trains and vehicles at just over 100 kilometres per hour. On the 
Perth system, trains and cars operating in adjacent lanes run in the same direction at the same 
maximum speed of 100 kilometres per hour. 
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In Sydney, there are sections where the stanchions supporting the overhead power system are 
mounted directly on the crash barrier. In Perth the masts will be far less vulnerable, being located 
centrally between the two tracks. 

Motorists are one of the major beneficiaries of the railway. Without the railway, the level of 
congestion, pollution, frustration, exposure to accidents and journey times would be much higher. The 
Northern Suburbs Railway is testament to this and the community is the richer today because of those 
services. 

The presence of high capacity, safe and attractive rail passenger services along the Freeway medians 
in Perth, is an acute, visual message of a safer, more environmentally and socially alternative to 
private car travel. 

SECURITY AND RELATED ACTIVITIES (CONTROL) ACT 1996, AMENDMENTS 

3080. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) Will the Minister confirm that either she or members of her staff have met with the President and executive of 
the Security Agents Institute of W.A (SAIWA) on no less than three occasions this year to discuss proposed 
changes to the Security and Related Activities (Control) Act 1996? 

(2) Will the Minister confirm that at one such meeting on 10 December 2003, she gave a firm commitment to 
introduce changes to the Security and Related Activities (Control) Act 1996 during the May 2004 sitting of 
Parliament? 

(3) If so, will the Minister explain why this did not happen? 

(4) Will the Minister confirm that her office is solely responsible for the delay in progressing these amendments? 

(5) If not, will the Minister advise who is to blame and what action she will be taking against those who are to 
blame? 

(6) Will the Minister advise what actions she has taken within her portfolio with respect to the Emergency 
Management Australia – 2003 lessons learned report, which identified the essential assistance the Security 
industry can provide at incident sites and the multiple roles that the security industry can provide via their 
network of operations centres and over 15,000 licensed security industry personnel in this State for matters of 
consequence management? 

(7) Why did the Minister not even provide a letter of acknowledgment let alone a response to SAIWA who wrote 
to her in 2003 formally advising her of their willingness to participate in discussions regarding the above 
mentioned subject? 

(8) Will the Minister advise the amount of money that is collected annually from the Security industry by the 
Western Australia Police Service Commercial Agents Squad and how much of this money is returned to the 
industry each year in the form of Security industry services and improvements? 

(9) Will the Minister advise when she expects to introduce legislative changes to the security industry to 
Parliament and what the nature of those changes will be? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) Yes my staff and I welcome the valuable input of the Security Agents Institute of Western Australia (SAIWA) 
in the development of these reforms. 

(2)-(5)  The proposed reforms are not limited to legislative reform but rather comprise amendment of the principal Act, 
amendment of the Regulations and introduction of a Code of Conduct. These components are at different 
stages with some more advanced than others. The legislative reforms in particular are detailed and affect 
numerous stakeholders among whom there are a variety of views that needed to be considered and assessed. 
The tragic death of Mr David Hookes also caused further review of the reforms. A variety of persons are 
involved in progressing the legislative amendments including Ministerial staff, police personnel from 
Commercial Agent and Legal Services, the State Solicitor's Office and Parliamentary Counsel. 
Notwithstanding the contributions of all these officers, finalising the Bill to amend the Act has taken longer 
than initially planned. 

(6)-(7)  The Security Agents Institute has entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the 
Commissioner of Police. This MOU allows for members of the Security Agents Institute to assist Police in 
times of a Terrorist Incident, Natural or man made disaster that would stretch the resources of the Western 
Australia Police Service. Discussions with the Security Agents Institute and senior operational police 
commanders have resulted in a process that allows for Police to have a single point of contact with the Security 
Agents Institute and a deployment plan to assist the Police Service in times of need. Roles & Responsibilities, 
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Command & Control and Training Issues have been workshopped with Police and the Institute that has now 
resulted in a very viable and important plan. 

(8) The Police Service advise that in 2003/04 $860 871 was collected and that this funding is fully applied to 
supplement police budget funding to provide a comprehensive service, including licensing, regulatory and 
enforcement functions, to the security industry. 

(9) The Bill will be introduced as early as possible in the next sitting. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MOBILE TELEPHONE CHARGES 

3083. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier 

I refer the Premier to the answer to question on notice No. 2712 of 2004, and ask - 

(a) has the Premier inquired as to why the average monthly mobile phone bill has risen by 54% between 
the financial years 2002/2003 and 2003/2004; 

(b) has the Premier investigated the reason for this increase; 

(c) what action has the Premier taken to reduce this increase in expenditure; 

(d) has the Premier drawn the attention of the Minister for Agriculture to the 62% increase in his 
Ministerial Office monthly average mobile telephone expenditure between the financial 
years 2002/2003 and 2003/2004; 

(e) has the Premier investigated the reason for this increase; 

(f) what action has the Premier taken to reduce this increase in expenditure; 

(g) has the Premier drawn the attention of the Minister for Local Government to the 48% increase in his 
Ministerial Office monthly average mobile telephone expenditure between the financial 
years 2002/2003 and 2003/2004; 

(h) has the Premier investigated the reason for this increase; 

(i) what action has the Premier taken to reduce this increase in expenditure; 

(j) has the Premier drawn the attention of the Minister for Education to the 63% increase in his 
Ministerial Office monthly average mobile telephone expenditure between the financial 
years 2002/2003 and 2003/2004; 

(k) has the Premier investigated the reason for this increase; 

(l) what action has the Premier taken to reduce this increase in expenditure? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a)-(l) I have sought an explanation from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet for the significant 
variations in average mobile phone charges in a number of Ministerial offices between 2000-01 
and 2003-04. The Department has advised that many of the discrepancies may be attributable to 
changes in the administrative treatment of mobile and other phone charges over these financial years.  

The Department is undertaking a review of phone billing procedures within the Department to ensure 
there is consistency in the manner in which information is collated and reported. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD, IT UPGRADE 

3086. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier 

I refer the Premier to the Performance Examination of the Administration of Superannuation by the Auditor General 
and ask - 

(a) who is the contractor supplying the IT upgrade to the GESB; 

(b) was the IT upgrade put out to tender; 

(c) who were the other companies that tendered for the contract and what was the tender price for each, 
including the successful bid; 

(d) has the tender price been exceeded and by how much; 

(e) are there other unbudgeted costs overruns yet to be calculated; 

(f) has an estimate been made of these costs and what is that estimate; 

(g) if the tender price has been exceeded, who approved the increased expenditure and was a revised 
estimate agreed to with the contractor; 
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(h) what is this revised estimate; 

(i) has this specific tender process been subject to audit; 

(j) has the work carried out, to date, been audited or subject to peer review; 

(k) if not, why not; 

(l) if yes, who conducted the audit or peer review and will the Premier table a copy of the report; 

(m) if not, why not; and 

(n) when will the new IT system be fully operational? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

In respect of GESB's Superannuation Administration System: 

(a) A new system was introduced and the contractor was Synchronised Software Pty Ltd  

(b) Yes 

(c) Successful Tenderer - Synchronised Software - Contract Price $1,216,050 for software purchase plus 
annual maintenance fee. In accordance with longstanding policy of both Labor and Coalition 
Governments, details of unsuccessful tenderers are not public information. To reveal this sensitive 
information may compromise the states ability to obtain the best value for money through the 
tendering process. 

(d) No 

(e) No 

(f) Not applicable 

(g) Not applicable 

(h) Not applicable  

(i) Yes 

(j) Yes 

(k) Not Applicable 

(l) Application controls and project management quality audits were conducted during the development 
and implementation of the software and the system has been subject to audits by independent firms of 
auditors on specific aspects of its functionality since it was implemented, as part of both GESB's 
internal audit program and the annual audits undertaken on behalf of the Auditor General. 

(m) These reports have been made available to the Auditor General in the course of preparing his report, 
and on an ongoing basis through GESB's Audit Committee at which a representative of the Auditor 
General attends.  

(n) The system has been fully operational since acceptance of the software on 1 July 2001. 

In respect of GESB's Financial Management System 

(a) Oracle Corporation Australia Pty Ltd 

(b) Yes 

(c) Successful Tenderer - Oracle Corporation - Contract Price $575,450 for software purchase and 
implementation plus annual maintenance fee $69,032. In accordance with longstanding policy of both 
Labor and Coalition Governments, details of unsuccessful tenderers are not public information. 

(d) No 

(e) No 

(f) Not applicable 

(g) Not applicable 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Yes 

(j) Yes  

(k) Not applicable 
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(l) Application controls audits were conducted during the implementation of the software and the system 
has been subject to audits by independent firms of auditors on specific aspects of its functionality 
since it was implemented, as part of both GESB's internal audit program and the annual audits 
undertaken on behalf of the Auditor General.  

(m) These reports have been made available to the Auditor General in the course of preparing his report, 
and on an ongoing basis through GESB's Audit Committee at which a representative of the Auditor 
General attends.  

(n) The system has been fully operational since acceptance of the software on 1 July 2002. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD, COST OF ADMINISTRATION 

3087. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier 

I refer the Premier to the Performance Examination of the Administration of Superannuation by the Auditor General 
and ask - 

(a) what action does the Premier intend to take to control the cost of administration at the GESB; 

(b) what percentage of the increase in administration costs are as a result of the new IT system; 

(c) what percentage of miscalculations of employee benefits are as a result of the new IT system; 

(d) has an in-house audit been conducted to ascertain if further training is required, for staff, on the new 
IT system; 

(e) if no internal audit has been conducted to ascertain the causes of the errors, why not; and 

(f) is the contractor still assisting staff with ongoing training? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a) The Minister for Government Enterprises continues to control the cost of administration at GESB through the 
approval of the annual estimates in accordance with section 42 of the Financial Administration and Audit 
Act 1985. 

(b) The 31 percent on the increase in administration costs as a result of the new IT system is calculated as follows: 

    Increase 
       1999/2000 2002/2003        $         % 

Total Scheme Administration Costs  $18,845,313 $28,997,305 $10,151,992 54% 
IT Costs     $7,082,850 $10,233,070 $3,150,220 44% 
IT Cost as Proportion of total scheme 
administration costs   38%  35%  31%  N/A 

Total scheme administration costs increased from $18,845,313 in 1999/2000 to $28,997,305 in 2002/2003 - an 
increase of $10,151,992 or 54%. The amount of IT costs increased from $7,082,850 in 1999/2000 to 
$10,233,070 in 2002/2003 - an increase of $3,150,220 or 44%.  The percentage increase of administration 
costs ($10,151,992) as a result of the new IT system ($3,150,220) is therefore 31%.  However, IT costs as a 
proportion of total administration costs decreased from 38% in 1999/2000 to 35% in 2002/2003.        

The benefits gained from the 31% increase in administration costs due to the new IT systems include - 

• The introduction of a wider range of products to members such as Member Investment Choice, a post-
retirement draw down facility and an allocated pension.   

• A significant increase in both member and employer satisfaction levels, which is reflected in a 32.3% 
increase in the number of voluntary contributions received from members and a 74% increase in the value 
of benefits rolled in by members from other superannuation funds. 

• Greater ability to target member education and marketing efforts towards specific groups of members. 
Currently, over 50% of retiring members are choosing to invest their superannuation benefits in retirement 
products. 

• A 15% reduction in FTEs in the back office account processing area and a re-allocation of these resources 
into the front line member services area.   

• Processing efficiencies such as a 75% reduction in the time taken to process the Education Department 
payroll and a 30% decrease in benefit processing times. 

• Improved management reporting of financial and performance information. 

• Improved control over procurement through the automation of purchasing processes. 
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• Improved risk and compliance management through enhanced reliability of management information and 
data processing controls. 

(c) The Auditor General found "that GESB's system calculates benefits correctly and this is assured by a system of 
independent checks for all benefit calculations" (refer to page 6 of the Auditor General's Report). 

(d) GESB has a risk based audit program. Risk assessments and findings of audits related to CAPITAL 
superannuation administration system have never identified staff error as a high risk 

(e) The Auditor General reported that most errors in contributions were due to failings by agencies. This statement 
is made on page 23 of the Administration of Superannuation Report.  

(f) No. 

JOONDALUP POLICE DISTRICT, OFFICER NUMBERS 

3089. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) How many Police officers (FTE positions) were working in the Policing district that takes in the suburbs of 
Joondalup, Mindarie and Wanneroo when Labor took power on 10 February 2001? 

(2) How many Police officers (FTEs) are working in that same Police district now? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) I refer the Member to the answer provided to Assembly question on notice 2168. 

(2) The Western Australia Police Service advise that the actual strength of the North West Metropolitan District 
is 266.6 Police Officer FTEs and 5 Aboriginal Police Liaison Officer FTEs at 31 October 2004. It is worthy of 
note that at 31 October 2004 the North West District was operating above its authorised strength. Officers of 
the North West Metropolitan Police District have also contributed to some impressive reductions in crime in 
their area with the latest crime statistics reporting a 20.2% reduction in reported offences and an 11.4% 
improvement in clearance rates. 

JOONDALUP POLICE DISTRICT, AUTHORISED STRENGTH 

3090. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) What was the recommended Authorised strength of Police in the Policing district that takes in the suburbs of 
Joondalup, Mindarie and Wanneroo when Labor took power on 10 February 2001? 

(2) What is the Authorised strength of that same Police district today 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) I refer the Member to the answer provided to Assembly question on notice 2168. 

(2) The Western Australia Police Service advise the authorised sworn strength of the North West Metropolitan 
Region was 267 FTEs as at 31 October 2004. It is worthy of note that at 31 October 2004 the North West 
District was operating above its authorised strength. Officers of the North West Metropolitan Police District 
have also contributed to some impressive reductions in crime in their area with the latest crime statistics 
reporting a 20.2% reduction in reported offences and an 11.4% improvement in clearance rates. 

TRANSPORT, SMARTRIDER TICKETS, DISCOUNT 

3091. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer the Minister to the proposed ‘Smartrider’ ticketing system that is to be trialed and ask - 

(a) will the Minister guarantee that the discount that applies for the purchase of 10 and 25 trip multi-
riders will still apply to the Smartrider tickets; 

(b) will the Minister guarantee that the savings from not paying commissions on the sale of  multi-rider 
tickets by newsagents is passed on to public transport users; 

(c) will the Minister confirm that increases in ticket prices will be passed on to commuters, immediately 
approval is given, without the ability of using up pre-paid travel as is currently the situation; 

(d) will the Minister guarantee that for journeys up to 4 zones a commuter will have two hours to transfer 
between services and up to three hours to transfer between services when between 5 and 9 zones; and 

(e) if the Minister cannot make these guarantees, why not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Yes. 
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(b) Transperth offers discounts to multirider users so that Transperth passengers on average currently 
receive a discount of 11 percent on their base fare. The structure of the Smartrider discount will 
necessarily be different since the Smartrider will operate differently, but the discount structure will be 
designed to collect the same net revenue per passenger for Transperth as would have been collected 
under the multirider system. 

(c) With the smart-rider technology, the card operates as an "electronic purse". While value is placed on 
the card in advance, the travel is not technically paid for until the value is deducted from the card.  

(d) The transfer times currently available will not be affected by the introduction of Smartrider cards. It 
should be noted that the current transfer times were increased by the Gallop Labor Government. The 
Gallop Government fulfilled its commitment by extending the period for which all tickets are valid 
by 30 minutes to two hours in zones one to four, and by 60 minutes to three hours for zones five to 
eight. The transfer period had previously been decreased by the Court Government, adversely 
affecting the mobility of public transport users. 

(e) Not applicable 

COLE ROYAL COMMISSION, POLICE SQUAD, RESOURCES, AND WITNESS INTIMIDATION 

3092. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

I refer the Minister to The West Australian newspaper, dated 1 May 2004 and the report titled ‘Police frame building 
probe charges’ and ask - 

(a) will the Minister investigate the report that ‘the police squad, known as the Cole royal commission 
task force, operates out of the arson squad offices but has few resources…’; 

(b) will the Minister take action to improve resources to the squad; 

(c) is the Minister concerned with the report that ‘many potential complainants, including big building 
companies, would not provide statements due to fear of reprisals from the CFMEU’; and 

(d) what action will the Minister take to ensure that potential witnesses will not be intimidated? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a)-(d) The deployment of police resources is the responsibility of the Commissioner of Police. The Police 
Service has advised that the inquiry team was adequately resourced and completed its inquiries in a 
thorough and timely manner. The inquiry team was established within the Major Crime Division and 
appropriate personnel, resources, accommodation, travel and overtime were allocated to the team. 

All persons are encouraged to report breaches of criminal law to the police. Police will investigate 
complaints and make every effort to instigate prosecutions if there is prima facie evidence of offences 
being committed. Where complaints are received, police will also support witnesses and instigate 
investigations into and prosecutions of persons who attempt to intimidate or coerce witnesses. 

COLE ROYAL COMMISSION, POLICE SQUAD, RESOURCES, AND WITNESS INTIMIDATION 

3093. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

I refer the Minister to The West Australian newspaper, dated 1 May 2004 and the report titled ‘Police frame building 
probe charges’ and ask - 

(a) did the Minister sign off on a communique in early 2004 emphasising that the rule of law applies to 
all parties who work in the building and construction industry; 

(b) is the Minister concerned that The West Australian’s report states that the police squad has few 
resources to conduct its inquiries and that this may reflect on the Minister’s commitment to the joint 
communique; and 

(c) what action will the Minister take on the report that ‘many potential complainants, including big 
building companies, would not provide statements due to fear of reprisals from the CFMEU’? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a) No, however the rule of law applies to all Western Australians and the Western Australia Police 
Service will appropriately investigate alleged breaches of criminal law. 

(b) The deployment of police resources is the responsibility of the Commissioner of Police. The Police 
Service has advised that the inquiry team was adequately resourced and completed its inquiries in a 
thorough and timely manner. The inquiry team was established within the Major Crime Division and 
appropriate personnel, resources, accommodation, travel and overtime were allocated to the team. 
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(c) All persons are encouraged to report breaches of criminal law to the police. Police will investigate 
complaints and make every effort to instigate prosecutions if there is prima facie evidence of offences 
being committed. Where complaints are received, police will also support witnesses and instigate 
investigations into and prosecutions of persons who attempt to intimidate or coerce witnesses.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MOBILE TELEPHONE CHARGES 

3095. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer the Minister to the answer to question on notice No. 2381 of 2003 and ask - 

(a) what was the reason given for the 51% increase in mobile phone charges, for the Geraldton Port 
Authority, between the financial years 2000/2001 and 2002/2003; 

(b) what was the reason given for the 192% increase in mobile phone charges, for the Dampier Port 
Authority, between the financial years 2000/2001 and 2002/2003; 

(c) what was the reason given for the 41% increase in mobile phone charges, for the Fremantle Port 
Authority, between the financial years 2000/2001 and 2002/2003; and 

(d) what was the reason given for the 141% increase in mobile phone charges, for the Port Hedland Port 
Authority, between the financial years 2000/2001 and 2002/2003? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

a)  The Geraldton Port Authority has experienced a 51% increase in mobile phone charges due to the following 
reasons:- 

i) There has been a marginal increase in the number of mobile telephones due to a change in the manner 
in which they maintain contact with their on call employees for the purposes of conducting moorings 
and unmoorings. 

ii)  The period 2002/2003 was the period of extensive activity within the Port due to the deepening 
project and a large proportion of employees were constantly in contact with the many and varied 
contractors that were working on the many facets of the Port Enhancement Project. 

b)  The Dampier Port Authority's increase in mobile phone usage can be attributed to: 

• In house management of the Dampier Cargo Wharf resulting in the employment of the Dampier Cargo 
Wharf Manager 

• Increased activity within the Port resulted in employment of an Environmental Manager and Port 
Development Manager 

• Increased mobility of Port Staff 

• Lack of alternative land line connections on the Burrup Peninsula 

c)  Fremantle Ports procured the bulk cargo handling business at Kwinana from BHP Billiton in 2002/03 requiring 
more employees to operate outdoors in locations where there are no fixed phone lines. 

In addition, as an organisation required to conduct its business affairs based on prudent commercial principles, 
it is essential for staff to be able to respond efficiently to customer needs. 

d)  From the information provided by PAPA in the answer to PQ 2381 mobile phone expenses increased from 
$5,400.51 in FY 2001 to $8,577.44 in FY 2003 an increase of $3,176.93 or 59%. We are unsure how the 141% 
was calculated for PQ 3095. 

Nevertheless, the main reason for the 59% increase, which occurred predominantly in FY 2002, was the 
appointment of staff to new positions and to positions that were vacant for a period of time in FY 2001, 
together with a marked increase in port activity over the two years. 

SCHOOLS, MEETING BETWEEN STATE SCHOOL TEACHERS' UNION OF WA AND MINISTER 

3097. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education and Training 

I refer the Minister to The West Australian dated 16 June 2004 and the article titled ‘Teachers mark Carpenter out’ and 
ask - 

(a) has the Minister sought a meeting with the State School Teachers’ Union to seek clarification and 
advice as to which schools were referred to by the statement that ‘He has failed to maintain the 
resources to schools, class sizes remain unacceptably high, maintenance of schools is too slow and 
upgrading of school facilities is woeful’; 
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(b) if yes, when was the meeting held, who attended and which schools were identified; and 

(c) if not, why not? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) No 

(b)-(c)  On the 8th of August this year, the Premier, Geoff Gallop announced the unprecedented $65 million 
"Fixing Our Schools" program to address maintenance issues across the State School system. The 
AEU recently reached an agreement with the Department of Education and Training on matters such 
as Class Sizes, the EBA was voted on and endorsed by the membership. 

SCHOOLS, INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FUNDING 

3099. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education and Training 

I refer to the funding arrangement for Information Technology (IT) in schools under the Government’s Education to 
Community (e2c) initiative and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware that the cessation of the Coalition Government’s Learning Technologies 
Program in 2002 and the commencement of the current Government’s e2c initiative has resulted in a 
reduction in funding for IT to some schools in 2003 and 2004; 

(b) will the Minister advise how many schools have been disadvantaged as a result of reductions in IT 
funding in 2003 and 2004; 

(c) will the Minister advise how many of those schools that have suffered from a reduction in funding 
have done so because their school communities have contributed to the school’s expansion of IT; 

(d) did the Minister promise that schools that had been proactive in expanding IT would not be 
disadvantaged under the new funding arrangements; 

(e) if yes to (d), will the Minister explain why the Government has not met this promise; 

(f) if no to (d), is the Minister aware that Wembley Primary School Parents and Citizens Association 
believes such an assurance was made and is querying with the Department of Education and Training 
why the school has had a reduction in IT funding for 2003 and 2004; 

(g) will the Government redress the funding arrangements for Wembley Primary School and all other 
schools that have had a reduction in IT funding; and 

(h) if no to (g), why not? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) No schools were disadvantaged through funding allocations in 2003 and 2004. The Learning 
Technologies Program concluded as planned at the end of 2002. From February 2003, a recurrent 
amount of $17 million per school year has been distributed directly to schools for expenditure on 
information and communication technologies (ICT). This direct ICT funding allocation has been 
supplemented by centrally funded ICT initiatives. 

(b),(f),(g)-(h)  
 
Not applicable. 

(c) The level of Parents and Citizens' Association contribution does not influence the funding formula for 
schools. 

(d) Yes. Overall, ICT funding for schools has not been reduced. In addition to the direct ICT allocation, 
schools also receive significant benefit from several centrally funded Education to Community (e2c) 
initiatives. These initiatives include the broadband telecommunications service, centrally delivered, 
high-speed Internet services, the Notebooks For Teachers Program and centrally provided software 
licenses. Further cost saving measures, such as remote management of the school information 
technology infrastructure and extended technical support are being introduced as the e2c strategy 
progresses. 

(e) The Government has met this commitment. During 2001, the Department's investment in ICT totalled 
$51.2 million. Taking the subsequent funding and initiatives into account, ICT funds across the 
government education system for 2002/03 were increased by almost 50% compared with previous 
years. 
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BUILDING INDUSTRY, APPRENTICES, EMPLOYMENT OF TRADESMEN 

3100. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) Is consideration being given to allowing building and construction companies to employ and hire out relatively 
large numbers of apprentices without actually employing the appropriate number of tradesmen (Sub-
contractors) being used as opposed to employee tradesmen? 

(2) If so, under what legislative authority is such an arrangement possible. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) No 

(2) Not Applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3101. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs; Science; 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Premier - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

I am advised that: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet 

(a) 2 
(b) 12 days 
(c) Yes 
(d) RiskCover and Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
(e) Not applicable 
(f) Nil 
(g) Not applicable 
(h) Not applicable 
(i) Not applicable 
(j) Not applicable 

Governor's Establishment 

Not applicable to Governor's Establishment  

Office of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner 

The Commissioner for Public Sector Standards advises as follows: 

(a) Nil. 
(b)-(j)  Not applicable. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3102. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Energy 
For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Deputy Premier - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 
Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
Western Power 

(a)  For the Financial Year 2003/2004 - there were 78 workers’ compensation claims that incurred lost 
time (lost time refers to either part or full shift). 

(b)  Average time lost for the 78 claims = 93.43hrs 
(c)  Yes 
(d)  An internal investigation is conducted, generally by the employee's formal leader. 
(e)  Not Applicable 
(f)  Nil 
(g)  Nil 
(h)  Not Applicable 
(i)  Not Applicable 
(j)  Not Applicable 

Office of Energy 

(a) Nil 
(b) Not applicable 
(c) Yes 
(d) Investigations are conducted internally. 
(e)-(g)  Not applicable 
(h) Yes 
(i) Investigations are conducted internally 
(j) Not applicable 

Economic Regulation Authority 
(a) Nil 
(b)-(e)  Not applicable 
(f) Nil 
(g)-(j)  Not applicable 

Office of the Auditor General 
(a) nil 
(b) one day 
(c) all workplace injuries are reviewed and investigated to the extent warranted. 
(d) where appropriate, they are reviewed by the Manager Human Resources 
(e) not applicable 
(f) no employees on stress leave 
(g)-(j)  not applicable  
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Energy Safety Directorate 

(a) Nil 
(b) Nil (Energy Safety has experienced negligible workers' compensation claims during recent years.) 
(c) Yes 
(d) The Manager responsible for the work area. 
(e) N/A 
(f) N/A 
(g) N/A 
(h) No cases of lost time due to stress registered per workers' compensation scheme. 
(i) N/A 
(j) N/A 

WA Treasury Corporation 

(a) Nil 
(b) Not applicable as the Corporation has not had anyone away on worker's compensation 
(c) Yes 
(d) Human Resources Manager 
(e)-(j)  Not applicable 

Department of Treasury and Finance 

(a) One (permanent) 
(b) Average lost time is zero days 
(c) Yes 
(d) The department, RiskCover, or a workplace consultant 
(e) Not applicable 
(f) Nil 
(g) Nil 
(h)-(j)  Not applicable 

Note: Figures supplied by RiskCover 

Office of Native Title 

Answer will be supplied under the Department of Premier and Cabinet. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3103. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Attorney General; Minister for Health; Electoral Affairs 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Attorney General - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

Attached are reports in PDF format in response to questions (a), (b), (f) and (g).  [See paper No 3107.] 

Below are responses submitted to questions (c)-(e) and (h)-(j). 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH: 

Royal Street Divisions 

c)  Yes. All incidents that result in a claim are investigated including lost time injuries. 

d)  The investigations are carried out by management responsible for the areas, Occupational Safety and 
Health (OSH) representative and the Department's Consultant OSH. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  Consultant OSH, management and Independent Investigator appointed by RiskCover. 

j)  Not applicable. 

South Metropolitan Area Health Service 

c)  Yes. 

d)  Depending on the nature and circumstances of the incident, investigation may involve 
Supervisor/Manager, Occupational Safety and Health representative, Occupational Safety and Health 
Staff, Human Resource Officers. RiskCover may also appoint an external investigator to conduct 
independent investigation to identify causation factors. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  See (d) above. 

j)  Not applicable. 

Western Australian Country Health Service 

c)  Yes. 

d)  Varies but can be line management, OSH representatives with management, OSH Coordinator or 
RiskCover. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  Varies but can be line management, OSH representatives with management, OSH Coordinator or 
RiskCover. 

j)  Not applicable. 

Women's and Children's Health Service 

c)  Yes. 

d)  Superior or manager, OSH Representative and member of the OSH Unit. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  Human Resources Branch, OSH unit and RiskCover. 

j)  Not applicable. 

North Metropolitan Area Health Service 
North East (Swan and Kalamunda) Health Service 

c)  Yes. 

d)  The investigation is conducted by the work area supervisor/manager and by the occupational safety 
and health representative for the work area. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  The investigation is conducted by the work area supervisor/manager and by the occupational safety 
and health representative for the work area. The insurer (RiskCover) will appoint an external agency 
to undertake the investigation of the claim for stress. 

j)  Not applicable. 
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North East (Royal Perth) Health Service 

c)  Yes. All workplace injuries resulting in lost time are investigated. 

d)  The relevant Departmental Manager, the Departmental Safety Representative, one of the hospital's 
Occupational Safety and Health Officers or a combination of the above depending on the severity and 
circumstances of the injury. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. Each case of stress has been investigated to determine the cause and review workplace practices. 

i)  The relevant Departmental Manager, the Departmental Safety Representative, one of the hospital's 
Occupational Safety and Health Officers and a representative from Employee Services Department 
may all be involved. 

j)  Not applicable. 

North East (Bentley) Health Service 

c)  Yes. 

d)  OSH Representatives, Supervisors, OSH Unit, issued to the individual "Specialised" OSH Staff, 
Injury Management and Rehabilitation Coordinator. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  No current claims for stress related workers' compensation. If it were the case in accordance with our 
Incident Investigation protocols this would be fully reviewed with recommendations. 

i)  Should Bentley have a stress claim it would be as above (d) executive and other external professional 
services as required. 

j)  Not applicable. 

North West Health Service ( SCGH, Osborne Park, Graylands) 

c)  Yes. 

d)  Management, Safety and Health Representative and Occupational Safety and Health Department. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  Management, Safety and Health Representative and Occupational Safety and Health Department. 

j)  Not applicable. 

Drug and Alcohol Office 

c)  Yes. 

d)  OSH representatives and supervisor. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  OSH representative and supervisor. 

j)  Not applicable. 

PathCentre 

c)  Yes. 

d)  Section Manager and reviewed by OSH representatives and Divisional Manager. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  Section Manager and reviewed by OSH representatives and Divisional Manager. 

j)  Not applicable. 

South West Area Health Service 

c)  Yes. 

d)  OSH Representatives, unit Managers/Supervisors, OSH Coordinator, Manager Workforce Risk. 
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e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes. 

i)  Manager Workforce Risk, OSH Coordinator. 

j)  Not applicable. 

Office of Health Review 

c)  Yes. 

d)  The Office of Health Review would conduct an initial investigation in consultation with RiskCover. 

e)  Not applicable. 

h)  No data available - no workers’ compensation claim made since commencement of the agency. 

i)  See (d) above. 

j)  Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Department's Occupational Health Safety representatives or RiskCover undertake/organise an 
investigation into an incident depending on the circumstances. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(h) Yes. 

(i) As per answer to (d). 

(j) Not applicable. 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

(c) Yes. Any workplace injury that may occur within the Equal Opportunity Commission and results in 
lost time is fully investigated, including a review of relevant workplace practices. 

(d) The investigation would be conducted by a management and occupational safety and health 
representative. Any incident of a serious nature would be referred onto WorkSafe for investigation. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(h)-(j) Not applicable. 

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Director of Legal Services, or someone authorised on her behalf. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(h)-(j)  Not applicable. 

LAW REFORM COMMISSION 

(c) The Law Reform Commission has had no workplace injuries resulting in lost time. If such an injury 
were to occur, an investigation would be carried out. 

(d) The Executive Officer would conduct the investigation. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(h) The Law Reform Commission has had no employees on workers' compensation as a result of 
workplace stress and therefore to date has had no need to investigate to find the cause of the stress and 
to review workplace practices. If a case of stress were to occur, an investigation would be carried out. 

(i) The Executive Officer would conduct the investigation. 

(j) Not applicable. 

LEGAL AID WA 

c)  Yes. 

d)  Human Resource Consultant, in conjunction with the Occupational Health and Safety Representative 
and RiskCover. If Regional - also liaise with Office Supervisor or line Manager for investigation. 
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e)  Not applicable. 

h)  Yes 

i)  Human Resource Consultant coordinates and liaises with employee's line Manager and/or supervisors 
and RiskCover as appropriate. 

j)  Not applicable. 

OFFICE OF THE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

(c)-(e)  Not applicable. 

(h)-(j)  Not applicable. 

STATE SOLICITOR'S OFFICE 

(c) Yes. 

(d) A senior Manager and the Occupational Health Safety and Welfare Officer. 

(e) Not Applicable 

(h)-(j)  Not applicable. 

W.A. ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Manager Business Services 

(e) Not applicable 

(h)-(j)  Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3104. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; Indigenous Affairs; Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

WAIRC 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not Applicable. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The Manager Human Resources, and the relevant Manager. 

(e) Not Applicable. 

(f) Nil. 
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(g) Not Applicable. 

(h) Yes, if the cause of the stress is found to be as a consequence of workplace practices, a further review 
is undertaken and actioned. 

(i) The Manager Human Resources. 

(j) Not applicable. 

Department of Consumer and Employment Protection - DOCEP 

(a) 1 permanent employee. 

(b) 2 days. 

(c) Yes, all workplace injuries resulting in lost time are investigated to find the cause of the injury.  

(d) The Supervisor and Safety and Health representative investigate the accident. 

(e) Not Applicable. 

(f) Nil. 

(g) Not Applicable. 

(h) Yes. 

(i) The Manager, Human Resources representative and employee meet to discuss a resolution. The case 
is regularly reviewed and evaluated to ensure the effectiveness of the injury management process. 

(j) Not Applicable. 

WorkCover 

(a) 1 permanent employee. 

(b) In 2003/04 financial year, the average hours paid to employees on workers' compensation was 111 
hours. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The Incident Management team. 

(e) Not Applicable. 

(f) Nil. 

(g) Not applicable. 

(h) Not Applicable. 

(i) Not Applicable. 

(j) Not Applicable. 

Department of Indigenous Affairs - DIA 
(a) Nil. 
(b) Not Applicable. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) All such incidents are investigated by the Regional Occupational Safety and Health Representative 
with the Occupational Safety and Health Coordinator from the Department's Human Resources 
Branch. 

(e) Not Applicable. 
(f) Nil. 
(g) Not Applicable. 
(h) Where the Department has previously had an employee on worker's compensation due to stress, yes. 
(i) The Occupational Safety and Health Coordinator. 
(j) Not Applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3105. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for the Environment 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 
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(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT 

Department of Environmental Protection 

(a) 1. 

(b) 35 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The employee's supervisor in liaison with Human Resources, and complemented by the Occupational 
Health and Safety Committee and RiskCover.  

(e) Not applicable.  

(f) Nil. 

(g)-(j) Not applicable. 

Water and Rivers Commission 

(a) 0. 

(b) 58 days. 
(c) Yes. 

(d) The employee's supervisor in liaison with Human Resources, and complemented by the Occupational 
Health and Safety Committee and RiskCover.  

(e) Not applicable.  
(f) Nil. 
(g)-(j) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT  
(a) 7. 
(b) 26 days. 
(c) Yes. 

(d) Occupational Safety and Health Team Leader or supervisor of the injured worker in consultation with, 
and cooperation of,  the injured worker and any witnesses.  

(e) Not Applicable. 

(f) Nil.  
(g)-(j) Not applicable.  

BOTANIC GARDENS AND PARKS AUTHORITY  

(a) 1.  
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(b) 83 days.  

(c) Yes.  

(d) All accidents and incidents are reported to the Occupational Health and Safety Committee, and the 
Manager Employee Services undertakes investigations.  

(e) Yes.  

(f) Nil. 

(g)-(j) Not applicable.  

PERTH ZOO 

(a) 2. 

(b) 38 days.  

(c) Yes. 

(d) The investigation is carried out by the area Supervisor.  

(e) Not applicable.  

(f) Nil.  

(g)-(j) Not applicable.  

BUSSELTON WATER BOARD  

(a) 1.  

(b) 3 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Local Safety Committee.  

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) Nil. 

(g)-(j) Not applicable.  

AQWEST - BUNBURY WATER BOARD 

(a) 1.  

(b) 30 days. 

(c) Yes.  

(d) By the Board's Risk Management Committee, Manager and Supervisor.  

(e) Not Applicable. 

(f) Nil.  

(g)-(j) Not applicable.  

NOTE 1 : The information provided for part (a) of the question relates to claims registered with RiskCover with an 
accident date between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004 

NOTE 2 : The average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation for part (b) of the question is for the 
period 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004.  

NOTE 3 : Information to part (f) of the question relates to information provided by RiskCover as at 31 July 2004.  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3106. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Justice; Community Safety 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 
(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 

a result of a workplace injury; 
(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 

injury; 
(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 

review workplace practices; 
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(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 
(e) if not, why not; 
(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 
(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 

permanent employees; 
(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 

review workplace practices; 
(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 
(j) if not, why not? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

Western Australia Police Service 

Note: RiskCover do not cover sworn police officers for work place injuries, therefore, the following data relates to 
unsworn staff only. 

(a) The Insurance Commission advise 12 as at 31/07/04. 
(b) The Insurance Commission advise 19 days as at 30/06/04. 
(c)-(d) The Police Service advise all incidents in the workplace are investigated based on the Incident 

Investigation Process where the OSH Representative, the Officer in Charge and the employee 
consider the causes for the injury and ways of preventing future injuries. This is also investigated by 
the Health and Welfare Branch (Worker's Compensation Officer, Safety Officer and the rehabilitation 
Officer) with a view to implementing injury management strategies to assist the injured employee to 
return to the workplace as soon as practicable. 

(e) Not applicable 
(f) RiskCover advise 0. 
(g)-(j) Not applicable. 

Fire and Emergency Services Authority 
(a) The Insurance Commission advise 9 as at 31/07/04. 
(b) The Insurance Commission advise 17 days as at 30/06/04. 
(c) The Fire and Emergency Services Authority (FESA) advise all workplace injuries reported to FESA, 

using the hazard/accident report form, are investigated to determine the cause of the injury. The 
hazard/accident report includes an investigation section which the supervisor of the injured person 
must complete and then forward to the Health Safety and Welfare Branch for review.  Once the cause 
of the injury is known, applicable work practices, equipment and any other relevant information are 
reviewed to determine if there is any way in which they could be improved.  A process is also in place 
to undertake necessary improvements. Where applicable, circulars are then released to the appropriate 
departments to ensure all those concerned are aware of any changes which may have been made to 
work practises or equipment. 

(d) FESA advise the investigation is undertaken by the supervisor of the injured person. FESA's Health 
Safety and Welfare Branch, and where applicable Safety and Health Representatives, are available to 
assist at all times throughout the investigation. Serious incidents may also be investigated by other 
relevant areas of FESA in accordance with FESA's Incident Analysis policy (Policy 54). 

The report, complete with the investigation details, is then forwarded to the Health, Safety and 
Welfare Branch. The branch then reviews the report and the corrective actions which have been 
recommended or implemented by the supervisor. The report is viewed by the Safety Advisor and the 
Safety Coordinator to review from a safety perspective, the Welfare Liaison Officer to review from a 
psychological viewpoint and the Physical Fitness Officer to review from a physiological aspect. This 
process ensures independent professional review of possible solutions.  

(e) Not Applicable. 
(f) The Insurance Commission advise 2. 
(g) The Insurance Commission advise 0. 
(h) FESA advise all stress claims are investigated as per the injury reporting procedure outlined above 

unless the circumstances and sensitivities of the case dictate that alternative investigative procedures 
are required. 
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In addition to the above procedure, FESA has conducted an investigation into all stress claims made 
within the Worker's Compensation system in the last four years. The aim of this investigation was to 
identify trends which may be able to assist FESA identify possible stress injuries. Stress triggers have 
been identified and a process implemented to ensure that action is taken when these triggers are 
identified, including a meeting of the Health Safety and Welfare branch members to determine the 
best strategies to adopt for each specific case (i.e. a case management approach). This allows early 
interventions to prevent injuries occurring or escalating in the future. 

(i) FESA advise the supervisor conducts the investigation as per the injury reporting procedure, or if 
there is a conflict of interest whereby the cause of the stress is a result of conflict with the supervisor, 
the manager above the supervisor would investigate the incident and so on. If other issues are 
involved, managers from other FESA Divisions (e.g. Human Services) or independent persons 
external to FESA may be involved in investigating stress related claims.  

(j) Not Applicable. 

Department of Justice 
(a) The Insurance Commission advise 55 as at 31/07/04. 
(b) The Insurance Commission advise 24 days as at 30/06/04. 
(c) Yes 
(d) The Department of Justice advise the Department's Occupational Health Safety representatives or 

RiskCover undertake/organise an investigation into an incident depending on the circumstances. 
(e) Not applicable. 
(f) RiskCover advise 11 
(g) RiskCover advise 0. 
(h) Yes  
(i) Refer to (d). 
(j) Not applicable 

Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services 

(a) Nil 

(b)-(j) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3107. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

Main Roads Western Australia 

(a) 1 
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(b) 15 days in the 2003/04 financial year. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The employee, Supervision/Manager and/or Safety Representatives. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) There were no occurrences in 2003/04. 

(g)-(j)  Not applicable. 

Public Transport Authority 

(a) As at 31 August 2004 there were 14 employees in receipt of worker's compensation payment. 

(b) The average for the year ended 30 June 2004 was 21 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The injured person's Manager/Supervisor 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) Two. 

(g) Nil.  

(h) Yes. 

(i) The injured person's Manager/Supervisor 

(j) Not applicable. 

LandCorp 

This response is on behalf of LandCorp and the Armadale Redevelopment Authority. 

(a) 0 

(b) 0 

(c) Not applicable as we have not had any occurrences 

(d) Not applicable see (c) 

(e) Not applicable see (c)  

(f) Not applicable - no employees absent on workers’ compensation 

(g) Not applicable - no employees absent as a result of workplace stress 

(h) Not applicable - no cause 

(i) Not applicable - see (h) 

(j) Not applicable - see (h) 

Albany Port Authority 

(a) Nil 

(b)-(j)  N/A 

Broome Port Authority 

a)  nil 

b)  8 days 

c)  yes 

d)  CEO 

e)  N/A 

f)  none 

g)  N/A 

h)  N/A 

i)  N/A 

j)  N/A 
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Bunbury Port Authority 

(a) Nil 

(b)-(j)  N/A 

Dampier Port Authority 

(a) None 

(b)-(j)  Not applicable 

Esperance Port Authority 

(a) Nil 

(b) 3 days 

(c) Yes 

(d) The Port Operations Manager 

(e) N/A 

(f) N/A 

(g) N/A 

(h) N/A 

(i) N/A 

(j) N/A 

Fremantle Port Authority 

(a) 4 

(b) 25 days 

(c) Yes 

(d) Trained Inspectors employed by Fremantle Port Authority 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 

(g) 0 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable 

Geraldton Port Authority 

(a) None 

(b) Average 14.35 hours per incident 

(c) Yes 

(d) All workplace injuries are investigated internally by the Commercial Manager who has responsibility 
for HR, the Safety Officer and the Head of the Department involved in the accident. RiskCover also 
investigate workplace injuries that they feel need further investigation. 

(e) N/A 

(f) None 

(g) N/A 
(h) N/A 
(i) N/A 
(j) N/A 

Port Hedland Port Authority 
(a) Nil 
(b)-(j)  N/A 
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Midland Redevelopment Authority 

(a) There are no permanent or non-permanent Midland Redevelopment Authority employees currently on 
workers' compensation as a result of a workplace injury. 

(b)-(j) Not applicable 

East Perth/Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 

(a)  Nil 

(b) Not applicable 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Not applicable 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) Not applicable 

(g) Not applicable 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable  

Armadale Redevelopment Authority  

LandCorp has relayed on a response on our behalf, as this question deals with Human Resources issues which are 
handled by LandCorp for the ARA. 

Eastern Goldfields Transport Board 

(a) One. 

(b) 2 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Manager. 

(e) N/a. 

(f) Nil. 

(g)-(j) N/a. 

DPI 

a)  1 as at 30 June 2004 

b)  57 days 

c)  Yes, Incident Report is submitted and followed-up 

d)  Consultant, Occupational Safety and Health along with workplace safety representatives 

e)  N/a 

f)  0 

g)  Nil 

h)  Yes. Those claims not supported by department are then further investigated by RiskCover 

i)  Consultant, Occupational Safety and Health, in liaison with line manager 

j)  N/a 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3108. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for State Development 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 
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(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

I am advised: 

a)  Nil 

b)  19 days 

c)  Yes 

d)  Depending on the nature of the incident, investigations are conducted by either a safety and health 
representative, the Department's Occupational Health Manager or an external consultant 

e)  Not applicable 

f)  Nil 

g)  Not applicable 

h)  Not applicable 

i)  Not applicable 

j)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3110. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth; 
Disability Services; Culture and the Arts 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION 

As at 31 July 2004: 
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(a) 23 

(b) 33 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The line manager and the safety and health representative. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) 1 

(g) None. 

(h) Yes. 

(i) The line manager, safety and health representative, psychologist and psychiatrist. 

(j) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT OF CULTURE AND THE ARTS 

As at 31 July 2004: 

(a) Department of Culture and the Arts - 0  
Art Gallery of Western Australia - 1  
State Library of Western Australia - 0  
Western Australian Museum - 1  

(b) Department of Culture and the Arts - 7 days. 
Art Gallery of Western Australia - 1 day. 
State Library of Western Australia - 2 days. 
Western Australian Museum - 76 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Initial investigations are conducted by the employee's supervisor and relevant Occupational Safety & 
Health Representative.  

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) None. 

(g) Not applicable.  

(h) Not applicable. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(j) Not applicable. 

DEPARTMENT FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

As at 31 July 2004: 

(a) 5 

(b) 31 days. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) The workplace manager, or team leader, in association with the Safety Representative; the Manager 
Risk Assessment. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) 1 
(g) None. 
(h) Yes. 
(i) See part (d)  
(j) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3111. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Tourism; Small Business; Sport and Recreation; Peel and the South 
West 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 
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(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 
(j) if not, why not? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

Tourism Western Australia 

(a) 1 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 0 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes  
(d) Line Manager with assistance/review Human Resources 
(e) Not applicable 
(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(h) Not applicable 
(i) Not applicable 
(j) Not applicable 

Rottnest Island Authority 

(a) 2 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 20 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes 

(d) Internal line managers, RIA risk manager and, when necessary, external investigators 
(e) Not applicable 
(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(h) Not applicable 
(i) Not applicable 
(j) Not applicable 

Small Business Development Corporation 
(a) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 0 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes 
(d) The Director Corporate Services is responsible for undertaking and/or arranging or workplace injury 

investigations 
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(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable 

Department of Sport and Recreation;  

(a) 1 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 100 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes  

(d) Manager Human Resources in conjunction with relevant line management 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable 

Recreation Camps and Reserves Board 

(a) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 20 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes  

(d) Manager Human Resources in conjunction with relevant line management 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable 

WA Institute of Sport 

(a) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 0 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes  

(d) Relevant Section managers and HR Officer 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(h) Not applicable 

(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable 

WA Sports Centre Trust 

(a) 3 as at 31 July 2004 
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(b) 8 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes 

(d) In the case of minor injuries, the investigation is conducted internally by the employee's immediate 
supervisor. In the case of a major injury, RiskCover are requested to conduct the investigation in 
conjunction with Senior Management of the Trust. 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(h) Not applicable 
(i) Not applicable 
(j) Not applicable 

Peel Development Commission 
(a) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(b) 0 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 

at 30 June 2004 

(c) No lost time injuries  

(d) Any future lost time injuries would be investigated by the Manager Corporate Services, consistent 
with Commission policy. 

(e) Not applicable 
(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(h) Not applicable 
(i) Not applicable 
(j) Not applicable 

South West Development Commission 

(a) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(b) 0 days based on claims occurring between 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 which have had time lost, as 
at 30 June 2004 

(c) Yes  

(d) Manager Corporate Services 

(e) Not applicable 

(f) 0 as at 31 July 2004 

(g) 0 as at 31 July 2004 
(h) Not applicable 
(i) Not applicable 

(j) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3112. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; the 
Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 
(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 

a result of a workplace injury; 
(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 

injury; 
(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 

review workplace practices; 
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(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Department of Agriculture - This response relates to the Department of Agriculture only and excludes information on 
statutory authorities under the Minister's control. 

(a) 4 

(b) 16 days.  

(c) Yes. 

(d) All Departmental incidents are investigated by line managers/safety representatives. Some incidents 
are investigated by the Departmental Occupational Safety and Health advisor and on some occasions 
an investigation may be performed by an external investigator. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) 1 

(g) None. 

(h) Yes. 

(i) Refer to response in (d) above. 

(j) Not applicable. 

Department of Fisheries 

(a) 3 

(b) 50 days.  

(c) Yes 

(d) Occupational Safety and Health representatives 

(e)-(j)  Not applicable 

Forest Products Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b) 20 days. 

(c) Yes 

(d) The local manager, safety representative and/or an occupational health and safety officer conduct the 
investigation. 

(e)-(j)  Not applicable 

Mid West Development Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b) MWDC has had no case of workplace injury resulting in lost time. 

(c) Yes 

(d) The Corporate Services Manager. 
(e) Not applicable 
(f) Nil 
(g)-(j)  Not applicable 
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Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b) WDC has had no case of workplace injury resulting in lost time. 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Investigation of workplace injury would be the responsibility of the Corporate Services Manager. 

(e)-(j)  Not applicable 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b) GSDC has had no case of workplace injury resulting in lost time. 

(c) Not applicable 

(d) Investigation of workplace injury would be the responsibility of the Corporate Services Manager. 

(e)-(j)  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3113. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development; the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne; Goldfields-Esperance 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 
(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
(a) Nil. 
(b) 18 days for the Albany Cemetery Board and 15 for the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board. These are 

estimates for claims with a date of disability (Accident Date) falling within the period 1 July 2003 
to 30 June 2004. No other departments or agencies have had any compensation claims during this 
period. 

(c) Yes 

(d) Department of Local Government and Regional Development - Occupational Health and Safety 
Representative 

Kimberley Development Commission - Chief Executive Officer 

Pilbara Development Commission - The Manager of Finance and Administration, Pilbara 
Development Commission 

Gascoyne Development Commission - The supervising staff member in conjunction with the 
Occupational Safety and Health Representative. 

Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission - Occupational Safety and Health Officer 
(e) N/A 
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(f) N/A 

(g) N/A 

(h) The Department of Local Government and Regional Development, the Kimberley Development 
Commission and the Gascoyne Development Commission have had no cases of stress leave. 

Pilbara Development Commission - Yes 

Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission - Yes 

(i) Pilbara Development Commission - The Manager of Finance and Administration, Pilbara 
Development Commission 

Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission - Occupational Safety and Health Officer 

(j) N/A 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3114. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 
(a) Nil 
(b) N/A 

(c) There are no workplace injuries resulting in lost time 
(d) N/A 

(e) N/A 

(f) N/A 
(g) N/A 

(h) There are no stress related workers' compensation claims 

(i) N/A 

(j) N/A 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3115. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works; Land Information 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 
(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 

a result of a workplace injury; 
(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 

injury; 
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(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

State Supply Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b)-(j)  None 

Land Information Department 

(a) 2 

(b) 63 days 

(c) Yes 

(d) In the first instance, they are investigated by either the A/Employee Relations Consultant, or the 
Workforce Services Officer. 

If further investigations are required, an Occupational Therapist, Ergonomist, or Psychologist from a 
Government Approved list of providers is appointed. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) 1. 

(g) Not applicable. 

(h) Yes 

(i) In the first instance the investigation is carried out by either the A/Employee Relations Consultant, or 
the Workforce Services Officer. 

If deemed necessary, an Investigator from a Government approved list of providers is appointed to 
investigate the matter further. 

(j) Not applicable. 

Housing And Works 

(a) 5 

(b) 70 days 

(c) Yes 

(d) Departmental officers, RiskCover, RiskCover appointed Investigator, and/or external Consultant 
engaged by the Department. 

(e) N/A 

(f) Two 

(g) Nil 

(h) Yes 

(i) Departmental officers, RiskCover, RiskCover appointed Investigator, and/or external Consultant 
engaged by the Department. 

(j) N/A 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, EMPLOYEES, WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

3116. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government Enterprises 

For each department and agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) how many employees, both permanent and non-permanent are currently on workers’ compensation as 
a result of a workplace injury; 

(b) what is the average time for employees to be on workers’ compensation as a result of a workplace 
injury; 

(c) are all workplace injuries, resulting in lost time, investigated to find the cause of the injury and to 
review workplace practices; 

(d) if yes, who conducts the investigation; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) of the employees absent on workers’ compensation, how many are as a result of workplace stress; 

(g) of those employees on workers’ compensation as a result of workplace stress, how many are not 
permanent employees; 

(h) has each case of stress resulting in lost time, been investigated to find the cause of the stress and to 
review workplace practices; 

(i) if yes, who conducts the investigation; and 

(j) if not, why not? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

GOLD CORPORATION 

a.  4 

b.  70.3 hours 

c.  Yes 

d.  Managers of area and OSH representatives 

e. to j.  Nil 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD 

a.  Nil 

b.  Nil  

c.  Yes 

d. Human Resources Branch 

e to j.  Nil 

INSURANCE COMMISSION 

a.  2 

b.  7 days  

c.  Yes 

d.  Elected OSH Representative & Management Representative(s) 

e. to j  Nil 

LOTTERIES COMMISSION 

a.  Nil 

b.  Nil 

c.  Yes 

d.  The Lotterywest line manager conducts the investigation. External investigators are called upon as 
required  

e to j  Nil 
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RACING AND GAMING 

a.  4 

b.  38 Days 

c  Yes 

d  Relevant Supervisor 

e to j  Nil 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Authority 

a.  0 

b.  104 Days 

c.  Yes. 

d.  Relevant Supervisor. 

e to j  Nil. 

Racing and Wagering Western Australia (TAB) 

a.  1 

b.  123 

c.  Yes. 

d.  Relevant Supervisor. 

e to j  Nil. 

WATER CORPORATION 

a.  5 

b. 13 Days 

c.  Yes. 

d.  Supervisor, Manager, Team Leader, OSH Advisor 

e.  Not applicable. 

f.  Nil. 

g.  Nil. 

h.  The Water Corporation has had no stress claims in the last year however, when it had a case, it was 
investigated by an independent investigator provided by the Corporation's insurer. 

i.  Independent investigator. 

j. Not applicable. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3117. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs; Science; 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Premier received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Premier accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Premier? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Premier to the event? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 82 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004.  
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(2) 18 invitations were accepted. 

(3)-(4)  Invites accepted (see list below). 

Company      Venue/Guests 
WA Football Commission     Dockers v Western Bulldogs 
       17 August 2003 
       Mrs Bev Gallop 
Rio Tinto      Dockers v Essendon 
       5 September 2003 
       Mr Sean Walsh 

WA Football Commission     Sandover Medal Count 
       10 September 2003 
       None 
WA Football Commission     WAFL Grand Final 2003 
       21 September 2003 
       None 
Perth Glory      Glory v Melbourne Knights 
       28 September 2003 
       None 
WA Cricket Association     Australia v Zimbabwe 
       11 October 2003 
       Mrs Bev Gallop 

The then Minister for Tourism    England v S. Africa Rugby 
       18 October 2003 
       Tom & Leo Gallop 
WA Sports Centre Trust     Australia v Iraq Soccer Match 
       16 November 2003 
       None  
Perth Glory      Glory v Brisbane Strikers 
       27 December 2003 
       Mrs Bev Gallop 
Minister for Sport     Australia v Belgium  
       Hyundai Hopman Cup Match 
       7 January 2004 
       Leo Gallop 
International Tennis Federation    Hyundai Hopman Cup Final 2003 
       10 January 2004 
       Mrs Bev Gallop 
Town of Vincent      Glory v Woollongong Wolves 
       7 February 2004 
       Mrs Bev Gallop 
Perth Glory      Glory v Newcastle Unity 
       14 February 2004  
       None 
Perth Glory      Glory v Parramatta Power 
       20 March 2004  
       None 
WA Football Commission     WC Eagles v Richmond  
       29 May 2004  
       Mrs Bev Gallop 
WC Eagles      WC Eagles v Geelong 
       3 July 2004  
       Mrs Bev Gallop 
WA Table Tennis Association    WA Table Tennis 2004 Championships 
       13 August 2004  
       None 
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Fremantle Dockers     Fremantle v WC Eagles 
       22 August 2004  
       Mrs Bev Gallop 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3118. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Energy 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Deputy Premier received invitations to attend major 
sporting events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Deputy Premier accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Deputy Premier? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Deputy Premier to the event? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

"Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply." 

(1) 32 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004.  

(2) 10 invitations were accepted. 

(3) Invites accepted (see list below). 

COMPANY   VENUE/DATE    GUEST 
Australian Hotels Association Subiaco Oval 
    Fremantle Dockers Vs Western Bulldogs 
    17 August 2004    Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC 

Australia Post   Subiaco Oval 
    Western Derby 
    30 August 2004   

North West Shelf Gas  Lilac Hill 
    ACBs Chairman's Xl Vs Zimbabwe 
    1 October 2003   

BHP Billiton   Subiaco Oval 
    England Vs South Africa 
    18 October 2003   

Chevron Texaco   Subiaco Oval 
    West Coast Eagles Vs Port Adelaide 
    3 April 2004   

The West Australian  Subiaco Oval 
    Fremantle Dockers Vs Adelaide Crows 
    11 April 2004   

West Coast Eagles  Subiaco Oval 
    West Coast Eagles Vs Brisbane Lions 
    17 April 2004    Mr Ben Ripper 

Telstra    Subiaco Oval 
    West Coast Eagles Vs Fremantle Dockers 
    1 May 2004    Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC 

BHP Billiton   Subiaco Oval 
    Australia Vs South Africa 
    31 July 2004    Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC 

Alinta Gas   Subiaco Oval 
    Western Derby 
    22 August 2004    Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich MLC 
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3119. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Attorney General; Minister for Health; Electoral Affairs 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Attorney General received invitations to attend major 
sporting events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Attorney General accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Attorney General? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Attorney General to the event? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

(1) There are no records available for the period February 2001 to December 2003. Since January 2004, 18 
invitations have been received. 

(2) Eight. 

(3) ° Hyundai Hopman Cup, guest of the Cancer Council. 
° Hyundai Hopman Cup, guest of the International Tennis Federation 
° One Day International, Australia v India, guest of Chevron Texaco 
° Fremantle v Carlton, guest of Satterley Property Group 
° Fremantle v Adelaide, guest of Fremantle Chamber of Commerce 
° Fremantle v Geelong, guest of WA Football Commission 
° Fremantle v Port Adelaide, guest of Channel 9 
° Fremantle v Sydney, guest of Mayne Health 

(4) Generally, my wife. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3120. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; Indigenous Affairs; Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 21 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004. 

(2) 14 invitations were accepted. 

(3) Invites accepted (see list below). 

Company     Venue/Guests 
Gull Petroleum     Dockers v Western Bulldogs 

17-Aug-03 
Ms Rusyn 

Dept of Sport & Recreation  Western Desert Football Match - 
Curtin Raiser 30-Aug-03 
Ms Rusyn 

West Coast Eagles    WCE v Dockers 
30-Aug-03 
Ms Rusyn 

BHP Billiton     Dockers v Essendon 
5-Sept-03 
Ms Rusyn 
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Minister for Tourism    Attend Telstra Rally Australia WA Suite 
6-Sept-03 
Ms Rusyn 

Minister for Tourism    Host WA Suite at Hopman Cup 
5-Jan-04 
Ms Rusyn; Mick Gooda and guest; John Walker and guest 

BHP Billiton     Attend Australia v India Cricket Match 
1-Feb-04 

Town of Vincent     Perth Glory v Woollongong Wolves 
7-Feb-04 
Ms Rusyn and two sons 

Rio Tinto     WCE v Port Adelaide 
3-Apr-04 
Ms Rusyn and son; Bob Horstman; Sue Lothian; Lisa Davenport 

Satterley Property Group    WCE v Brisbane Lions 
17-Apr-04 
Ms Rusyn 

Skilled Engineering    Dockers v Brisbane Lions 
22-May-04 
Ms Rusyn 

BHP Billiton     Present BHP Billiton Cup at Dockers v Sydney Swans 
24-Jul-04 
Ms Rusyn; Farley Garlett and guest 

WA Football Commission   WCE v Western Bulldogs 
1-Aug-04 
Ms Rusyn 

Rio Tinto     Dockers v WCE 
22-Aug-04 
Ms Rusyn 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3121. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for the Environment 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 
(1) 13 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004.  
(2) 5 invitations were accepted. 
(3) Invites accepted (see list below). 

Company    Venue/Guests 
Minister for Sport and Recreation   Telstra Rally Australia 

6 September 2003 
Husband 

Minister for Sport and Recreation  World Rugby Cup (South Africa vs England) 
18 October 2003 
Son 
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Minister for Sport and Recreation  Hopman Cup (USA vs France) 
7 January 2004 
Husband 

Satterley Property Group    Football (WC Eagles vs Fremantle Dockers) 
1 May 2004  
Husband and Son 

Satterley Property Group   Rugby (Wallabies vs South Africa) 
31 July 2004 
Husband and Son 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3122. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Justice; Community Safety 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and a half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 20 invitations were received for August 2003 - August 2004. 

(2) 14 invitations were accepted. 

Event     Name of Host Company   Guests 
Fremantle Dockers Vs Western Bulldogs 
17/08/03     Australian Hospitality Association  Mr Greg Roberts 

AFL Match West Coast Vs Melbourne 
24/08/03     WA Football Commission   Mr Greg Roberts 

Western Derby Football Match 
30/08/03     Australia Post    Mr Greg Roberts 

Telstra Rally Australia 
04/09/03     Rally Australia    Mr Greg Roberts 

AFL Match Dockers Vs Essendon 
05/09/03     BHP Billiton    Mr Greg Roberts 

Lilac Hill Festival Cricket Match 
01/10/03     City of Swan    Mr Greg Roberts 
          Mr Mark Thompson 

World Cup Rugby South Africa Vs England 
18/10/03     Australian Rugby Host Union  Mr Greg Roberts 

Hopman Cup Final 
10/01/04     Minister for Tourism   Mr Greg Roberts 

AFL Match West Coast Eagles Vs  
Brisbane Lions 17/04/04   Rio Tinto    Mr Greg Roberts 

Holden V8 Supercar 2004 Series Round 5 
13/06/04     Holden Ltd    Mr Greg Roberts 

AFL Match West Coast Eagles Vs  
Essendon 16/07/04   WA Football Commission   Mr Greg Roberts 
          Mr Mark Thompson 

WAFL Match Swan Districts Vs  
East Fremantle 07/08/04   Swan Districts Football Club  Mr Greg Roberts 
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AFL Match West Coast Eagles Vs       Mr Greg Roberts  
Carlton 15/08/04    Rio Tinto    Mr Mark Thompson 
AFL Match West Coast Eagles Vs  
Dockers 22/08/04    BHP Billiton    Mr Greg Roberts 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3123. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 
(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 
(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 18 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004.  
(2) 12 invitations were accepted. 
(3) Invites accepted (see list below). 

Company      Venue/Guests 
Satterley Property Group     WC Eagles v Melbourne 
      24 August 2003 

WA Football Commission    WC Eagles v Dockers 
      30 August 2003 

Sunday Football League     Grand Final 
      12 September 2003 

WA Football Commission    WAFL Grand Final 2003 
21 September 2003 

Great Southern Railway     AFLGrand Final  
      27 September 2003 

Minister for Tourism     S. Africa v England Rugby 
18 October 2003 

Minister for Tourism     USA v Russia / France v Czech Republic 
Hyundai Hopman Cup 
9 January 2004 

WA Football Commission    Dockers v Carlton 
27 March 2004 

The West Australian     Dockers v Adelaide Crows 
      11 April 2004 

Fremantle Chamber of Commerce    Dockers v Melbourne 
      6 June 2004  
Mirvac Fini      Dockers v Sydney Swans 
      24 July 2004 
Satterley Property Group     Dockers v WC Eagles  
      22 August 2004 

Satterley Property Group     WC Eagles v Melbourne 
      28 August 2004  

(4)  The names of guests accompanying the Minister at these events is not recorded, though I note the Member 
herself was present at a number of these events. 
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3124. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for State Development 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

I advise: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 31 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004.  

(2) 9 invitations were accepted. 

(3) Invites accepted (see list below) 

Host    Event   Accompanying  Hospitality 
       Guest   Included (Y/N) 

Minister for Tourism Telstra Rally Australia - WA Suite,  -   Y 
Gloucester Park 5 Sept 03 -  

Telstra   AFL Grand Final, MCG  
Melbourne 27 Sept 03  Dr Sally Cawley   Y 

Requested by DoIR Host WA Suite Rugby World  
Cup 2003 - England v Georgia, 
Subiaco Oval 12 Oct 03   -   Y 

Requested by DoIR Host WA Suite Rugby World  
Cup 2003 - Samoa v Uruguay,  
Subiaco Oval 15 Oct 03  David Lee, Policy Adviser  Y 

Australian Rugby Union South Africa Vs England Rugby  
World Cup 2003, Subiaco Oval  
18 Oct 03   Dr Sally Cawley   Y 

John Schaap, MD,  Hyundai Hopman Cup XVI 
Resort Casino  Burswood International   

(Russia Vs France),  
Burswood Dome 5 Jan 04  Dr Sally Cawley   Y 

Requested by WATC Host WA Suite at Hyundai  
Hopman Cup - Australia Vs  
Slovak Republic & Belgium Vs  
Canada/Hungary, Burswood Dome 
8 Jan 04    Dr Sally Cawley   Y 

Australian Rugby Union Pre match function & Rugby  
International Test - Australia Vs  
South Africa, Subiaco Oval  
31 July 04   Dr Sally Cawley   Y 

BHP Billiton Iron Ore Dockers Vs Eagles, Subiaco Oval Dr Sally Cawley   Y 
   22 August, 2004 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3125. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 
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(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and a half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months then I will 
endeavour to provide a reply. 

(1) 24 invites for major sporting events were received for the year from August 2003 to August 2004. 

(2) 8 invitations were accepted. 

(3)-(4)  (See list below). 

DATE OF EVENT EVENT   COMPANY HOSTING   GUEST(S) ACCOMPANYING 
THE MINISTER   THE MINISTER 

24/08/2003 Netball Grand Final  WA Netball     - 

21/09/2003 WAFL Grand Finals  WAFC    Mrs Carpenter 

27/09/2004 AFL Grand Final  AFL      - 

03/04/2004 WCE v Port Adelaide  West Coast Eagles   Mrs Carpenter 

11/04/2004 Dockers v Adelaide  Rio Tinto    Staff:  
   Matt Keogh,  
   Ryan Batchelor,  
   Nicole Woods &  
   Karen Burbridge,  

08/05/2004 Dockers v St Kilda  WAFC    Mrs Carpenter 

09/05/2004 School Sport Australia National School Sport     - 
Baseball Championships  

06/06/2004 Dockers v Melbourne  WAFC    Mrs Carpenter 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3126. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth; 
Disability Services; Culture and the Arts 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 8 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004. 

(2) 3 invitations were accepted. 

(3) Invites accepted (see list below). 

Company    Venue/Guests 
Burswood International Resort Casino Hyundai Hopman Cup Match XV  

2 January 2003  
None 

Perth Glory    Glory v Sydney Olympic Sharks  
1 June 2003  
Keir Ralph 
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Tourism Commissioner   Hyundai Hopman Cup Match XVI  
6 January 2004  
Keir Ralph 
Julie Peck 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3127. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Tourism; Small Business; Sport and Recreation; Peel and the South 
West 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply. 

(1) 102 invites were received for last year August 2003 - 2004. 

(2) 47 invitations were accepted. 

(3)-(4)  
Company   Event/Guests     Date 

Stirling Lions   Stirling Lions v ECU Joondalup 
Mrs Susan Kucera    2/8/03 

Town of Northam  Avon Descent 
Mrs Susan Kucera    2/8/03 

Perth Orioles   Perth Orioles v Melbourne Phoenix 
Mrs Susan Kucera    8/8/03 

West Coast Eagles  Western Desert Cup 
Mrs Susan Kucera    30/8/03 

West Coast Eagles  West Coast Eagles v Fremantle 
Mrs Susan Kucera    30/8/03 

WA Tourism Commission  Telstra Rally Australia 
Mrs Susan Kucera    6/9/03 

WA Football Commission  Sandover Medal Count 
Mrs Susan Kucera    10/9/03 

WA Football Commission  WAFL Grand Final 
Mrs Susan Kucera    21/9/03 

Australian Football League AFL Grand Final 
Mr Michael Begley    27/9/03 

WA Tourism Commission  Rugby World Cup South Africa v Uruguay 
Mrs Susan Kucera    11/10/03 

WA Tourism Commission  Rugby World Cup England v Georgia 
Mrs Susan Kucera    12/10/03 

WA Tourism Commission  Rugby World Cup Samoa v Uruguay 
Mrs Susan Kucera    15/10/03 

WA Tourism Commission  Rugby World Cup UK v South Africa 
Mrs Susan Kucera    18/10/03 

Soccer West Coast  Top 5 Champion of Champions Grand Final 
Mrs Susan Kucera    19/10/03 
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WA Tourism Commission  Rugby World Cup Georgia v Samoa 
Mrs Susan Kucera    19/10/03 

WA Football Commission  International Rules Series Australia v Ireland 
Mrs Susan Kucera    24/10/03 

WA Sports Centre Trust  World Peace Game (Soccer) Australia v Iraq 
Mrs Susan Kucera    16/11/03 

WA Sports Centre Trust  International Track Cycling Grand Prix 
Australia v Great Britain 
Mrs Susan Kucera    21/11/03 

Perth Wildcats   Perth Wildcats v New Zealand 
Mrs Susan Kucera, David and Chantelle Watts 20/12/03 

Perth Glory   Perth Glory v Brisbane Strikers 
Mrs Susan Kucera    27/12/03 

Hyundai Hopman Cup  Hopman Cup New Year's Eve Ball 
Mrs Susan Kucera    31/12/03 

Tennis West   Hopman Cup Belgium v Slovak Republic 
Mrs Susan Kucera    5/1/04 

Hopman Cup   Hopman Cup USA v Czech Republic 
Mrs Susan Kucera    6/1/04 

Perth Glory   International Under 23's Soccer Match 
Australia v Korean Republic 
Mrs Susan Kucera    7/1/04 

WA Tourism Commission  Hopman Cup Russia v Czech Republic 
Mrs Susan Kucera    8/1/04 

WA Tourism Commission  Hopman Cup Final 
Mrs Susan Kucera    10/1/04 

WA Softball   U/16's Girls National Softball Championships 
WA v Victoria 
Mrs Susan Kucera    11/1/04 

WA Cricket Association  ING Cup Match WA v NSW 
Mrs Susan Kucera    21/1/04 

Perth Glory   Perth Glory v Wollongong 
Mrs Susan Kucera    7/2/04 

Peel Thunder   AFL Wizard Regional Challenge 
Fremantle v Kangaroos 
Mrs Susan Kucera and Ms Susan Martin  13/3/04 

WA Athletics   State Track & Field Championships 
Mrs Susan Kucera    20/3/04 

WA Sporting Car Club  2004 WA Motor Racing Season Opener 
Mrs Susan Kucera    20/3/04 

Western Australian Police Sports Police & Emergency Services Games 
Federation   Mrs Susan Kucera    20/3/04 
WA Tourism Commission  Salomon Masters at Margaret River 

Mrs Susan Kucera    4/4/04 

West Coast Eagles  West Coast Eagles v Fremantle 
Mrs Susan Kucera    1/5/04 

WA Football Commission  Fremantle v Brisbane Lions 
Mrs Susan Kucera    22/5/04 

WA Football League  2004 Repcol Interstate Challenge WA v Victoria 
Mrs Susan Kucera    19/6/04 

Fremantle Football Club  Fremantle v Port Adelaide 
Mrs Susan Kucera    19/6/04 



 [ASSEMBLY - Friday, 26 November 2004] 8737 

 

West Perth Football Club  Joondalup Falcons v South Fremantle 
Mrs Susan Kucera    3/7/04 

WA Football Commission  Fremantle v Sydney 
Mrs Susan Kucera    24/7/04 

Tony O'Gorman MLA  Joondalup Falcons v Perth 
Mrs Susan Kucera    25/7/04 

WA Tourism Commission  Tri Nations Rugby Test Australia v South Africa 
Mrs Susan Kucera    31/7/04 

WA Football Commission  Fremantle v Collingwood 
Mr Gary Stokes     6/8/04 

Town of Northam  Avon Descent 
Mrs Susan Kucera    7/8/04 

WA Little Athletics  State Road Walking Championships 
Mrs Susan Kucera    7/8/04 

Claremont Football Club  Claremont v Swan Districts 
Mrs Susan Kucera    14/8/04 

Fremantle Football Club  West Coast Eagles v Fremantle 
Mrs Susan Kucera    22/8/04 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3128. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; the 
Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months I will endeavour 
to provide a reply.  

(1) 7 invitations were received for last year August 2003 - 2004.  

(2) 5 invitations were accepted.  

(3)-(4) Invites accepted (see list below).  
Company   Venue 
Telstra    Dockers v Essendon 

5 September 2003 
Mrs Sue Chance 

Events Corp   South Africa v England Rugby 
18 October 2003 
Mrs Sue Chance  

Australian Wheat Board  Iraq National Soccer Team v WA State Team 
16 November 2003 
Mrs Sue Chance  

WA Football Commission  Dockers v Melbourne 
6 June 2004 
Mrs Sue Chance  

Barbagallo Raceway  Wanneroo Car Racing 
13 June 2004 
Mrs Sue Chance  
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3129. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development; the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne; Goldfields-Esperance 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Only one year's data is prepared for your question as the information you have requested would require staff to go back 
through every invitation received over the past three and half years. This would cause significant interruption to the 
operation of the office. If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event prior to the last 12 months the Minister will 
endeavour to provide a reply. 

(1) Since August 2003, Minister Stephens has received (11) invitations. 

(2) Since August 2003, Minister Stephens has accepted three (3) invitations.  

(3)-(4)  

Event     Invitee  Date  Accompanying guest(s) 
West Coast Eagles Vs Sydney Swans Rio Tinto 15 May 2004 + Partner 
Fremantle Dockers Vs Brisbane Lions Chevron Texaco 22 May 2004 + Partner 
Fremantle Dockers Vs West Coast Eagles BHP Billiton 22 August 2004 + Partner 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3130. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(1)-(4) Please refer to the answer for question on notice 3129 of 17 August 2004. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3131. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works; Land Information 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

HOUSING AND WORKS 
Refer to Question No 3132 

LAND INFORMATION DEPARTMENT OF 
Refer to Question No 3132 

STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION 
Refer to Question No 3132 
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, ATTENDANCE AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS INVOLVING CORPORATE 
HOSPITALITY 

3132. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government Enterprises 

(1) Since February 2001, on how many occasions has the Minister received invitations to attend major sporting 
events that incorporated corporate hospitality, including food and beverage? 

(2) Of those invitations, on how many occasions has the Minister accepted? 

(3) What were the events and the name of the company hosting the Minister? 

(4) What are the names of guests accompanying the Minister to the event? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

The information requested would require staff to go back through every invitation received since February 2001. This 
would cause significant disruption to the operation of the office.  

If the Member wishes to ask about a specific event I will endeavour to provide a reply. 

With respect to the period 01/09/2003 to 31/08/2004: 

Name    Company    Venue/Guests 

As Minister for Racing and Gaming I attended a number of race meetings as a guest of the hosting club.  On some 
occasions this was a result of a formal invitation.   

Hopman Cup - hosted by EventsCorp and on occasions as a guest of Burswood   

Jeff Dennis   Perth Glory    Perth Glory vs South Melbourne 
9 November 2003 
Son 

John Giorgi    Town of Vincent   Perth Glory vs Wollongong 
7 February 2004 
Son 

Grant Dorrington   WA Football Commission  West Coast vs Port Adelaide 
3 April 2004 
Son 

Nigel Satterley    Satterley Property Group   West Coast vs Brisbane 
17 April 2004 
Son 

Lindsay James    Liquor Stores Association   West Coast vs Geelong 
3 July 2004 
Friend 

Bradley Woods   Australian Hotels Assoc   Fremantle vs Kangaroos 
10 July 2004 
Son 

Nigel Satterley    Satterley Property Group   West Coast vs Carlton 
15 August 2004 
Friend 

Nigel Satterley    Satterley Property Group   West Coast vs Fremantle 
22 August 2004 
Son 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE  

3133. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs; Science; 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

I refer the Premier to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Premier and 
ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Premier - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 
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(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 
(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 
(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(This is a consolidated answer prepared by the Department of Housing and Works for all General Government Sector 
agencies as at 25 November 2004). 

(a) 183,702 square metres 
(b) 292,910 square metres 
(c) 1,167 square metres or 0.6% of the total owned portfolio. The national average for all State 

jurisdictions is 1.3% for combined leased and owned accommodation. Western Australia has the 
second lowest accommodation vacancy rate among those State and Territory jurisdictions which 
report this data. 

(d) Bunbury (412 square metres) 
Derby (569 square metres) 
Merredin (88 square metres) 
South Hedland (98 square metres) 

(e) Bunbury - $113,996 forecast gross rental value in 2004-05 
Derby - $196,682 forecast gross rental value in 2004-05 
Merredin - $13,485 forecast gross rental value in 2004-05 
South Hedland - $25,480 forecast gross rental value in 2004-05 

(f) The Bunbury and Derby vacancies reflect a lack of demand for the available space. It is likely that the 
vacant space in the Bunbury Government Offices will be backfilled by a Government agency prior to 
the conclusion of 2004-05. The Derby vacancy is largely attributable to the recent withdrawal of the 
University of Notre Dame as a tenant in the building. 

(g) 2,896 square metres or 1.0% of the total leased portfolio. The national average for all State 
jurisdictions is 1.3% for combined leased and owned accommodation. Western Australia has the 
second lowest Government accommodation vacancy rate among those State and Territory 
jurisdictions which report this data. 

(h) Kalgoorlie (467 square metres) 
Midland (329 square metres) 
Bunbury (1,100 square metres) 
Perth (1,000 square metres) 

(i) Kalgoorlie - $121,743 contingent liability in 2004-05 
Midland - $104,661 contingent liability in 2004-05 
Bunbury - $597,890 contingent liability in 2004-05 
Perth - $398,757 contingent liability in 2004-05 

(j) Negotiations are currently in an advanced stage to lease the remaining vacant space at Bunbury Tower 
to a private tenant. It is therefore unlikely that the full contingent liability assigned to this tenancy will 
be required. The Midland vacancy, a specialised computer suite, has arisen following the termination 
of a lease by a private tenant. The Perth vacancy represents space previously occupied by the former 
Anti Corruption Commission under a lease which expires in 2005. The Kalgoorlie vacancy is made up 
of three smaller portions of space expiring in 2006. The space is no longer required by agencies as a 
result of a rationalisation of Government space use following Machinery of Government and 
Functional Review reforms. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3134. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Energy 

I refer the Deputy Premier to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the 
Deputy Premier and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Deputy Premier - 
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(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3135. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Attorney General; Minister for Health; Electoral Affairs 

I refer the Attorney General to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the 
Attorney General and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Attorney General - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3136. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; Indigenous Affairs; Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 
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(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3138. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Justice; Community Safety 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3139. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3140. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for State Development 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 
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(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17 August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3142. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth; 
Disability Services; Culture and the Arts 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3143. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Tourism; Small Business; Sport and Recreation; Peel and the South 
West 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 
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(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3144. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; the 
Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3145. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development; the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne; Goldfields-Esperance 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3146. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3147. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works; Land Information 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 

(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, OFFICE SPACE, AREA AND VACANT SPACE 

3148. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government Enterprises 

I refer the Minister to office space owned or leased by Departments and Agencies under the portfolio of the Minister 
and ask for each Department and Agency under the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) what is the total area of office space owned by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(b) what is the total area of office space leased by departments and agencies within your portfolios; 

(c) of the office space owned by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(d) where is each vacant office located; 
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(e) what is the value of each vacant office and the cost of outgoings; 

(f) what is the reason for each office being vacant; 

(g) of the office space leased by departments and agencies, within your portfolios, what is the total area 
of vacant office space; 

(h) where is each vacant office located; 

(i) what is the value of each vacant office, the amount paid in rent and outgoings; and 

(j) what is the reason for each office being vacant? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Please refer to the response provided by the Premier for question on notice 3133 of 17th August 2004. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3149. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs; Science; 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Premier - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3150. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Energy 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Deputy Premier - 
(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 
(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 
(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 

superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 
(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3151. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Attorney General; Minister for Health; Electoral Affairs 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Attorney General - 
(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 
(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 
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(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3152. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; Indigenous Affairs; Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3153. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for the Environment 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 
(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level.  
(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level.  
(c)-(d) Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 

the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund.  However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3154. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Justice; Community Safety 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 
(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 
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(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a)-(b) This information is not available at Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d) Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth’s Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3155. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 
(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 
(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 

the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3156. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for State Development 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 
(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

I am advised: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3157. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Education and Training 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 
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(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3158. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth; 
Disability Services; Culture and the Arts 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3159. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Tourism; Small Business; Sport and Recreation; Peel and the South 
West 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3160. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; the 
Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)   Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund.  However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3161. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development; the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne; Goldfields-Esperance 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3162. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
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evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3163. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works; Land Information 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, UNFUNDED SUPERANNUATION 

3164. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government Enterprises 

For all Departments and Agencies within the portfolio of the Minister - 

(a) for the financial year 2003/2004 what is the level of unfunded superannuation, in dollar terms; 

(b) what is the projected level of unfunded superannuation for the financial year 2004/2005; 

(c) do employees within your Department and Agencies have the right to nominate a preferred 
superannuation fund; and 

(d) if not, why not? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(b) Information is not available at a Department and Agency level. 

(c)-(d)  Governments have traditionally held a policy that State Government Employees generally do not have 
the right to nominate a preferred superannuation fund. However, superannuation policy is constantly 
evolving and the Government will consider its position on choice of fund in light of the recent 
passage of the Commonwealth's Choice of Fund legislation, which will come into effect on 1 
July 2005. 

MOTOR VEHICLES, NEW, FUEL EFFICIENCY 

3166. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Does the State Government require that new car buyers must be given information on the fuel efficiency of 
vehicles available for sale in Western Australia and, if yes, what are these requirements? 

(2) Are new car buyers given advice from any source about the relative fuel efficiencies of motor vehicles with 
manual versus automatic transmissions? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that General Motors will soon cease to make manual transmissions available in any of 
the Commodore range of vehicles, Australia’s most popular large car, forcing all buyers to use up to 5% 
additional fuel when compared with a manual transmission vehicle? 

(4) Does the Greenhouse Strategy or the Sustainability Strategy address what Government can do on the issue of 
the fuel efficiencies of motor vehicles, especially in terms of transmission type? 

(5) Would the Government consider giving registration fee concessions for more fuel efficient motor vehicles, 
including vehicles with manual transmissions? 

(6) If not, why not? 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

1.  From the 1 January 2001 all new passenger vehicles offered for sale have been required to display a label 
indicating the vehicle's fuel consumption. This requirement is enforced through Australian Design Rule 81/00 
"Fuel Consumption Labelling for Light Vehicles". The Australian Design Rules are administered by the 
Australian Government through the Department of Transport and Regional Services.  

As from 1 January 2004 the coverage of this requirement was extended in ADR 81/01 to cover light 
commercials under 3.5 tonnes, all fuel types and for the label to also include a carbon dioxide emissions value, 
an indicator of greenhouse gas emissions. 

2.  The label described in the previous answer provides this advice. 

3.  I am advised that General Motors has made a commercial decision not to include manual transmissions as an 
option for its base range of vehicles. However it is understood that manual transmissions will still be available 
for other Commodore models.  

4.  The Western Australian Greenhouse Strategy includes provisions to adopt a revised government vehicle fleet 
environmental policy to increase the use of 4 cylinder vehicles and significantly reduce fuel consumption (and 
CO2 emissions) per km, provide a greenhouse emissions offset option, and to continue the use of LPG powered 
vehicles where appropriate. Government currently subsidises the conversion of private petrol vehicles to LPG. 

Transmission types have not been included in these strategies. The difference in performance between manual 
and automatic transmissions is closing rapidly due to advancements in both engine and transmission design 
coupled with the advantages of electronic control systems. In some cases automatic transmissions now provide 
better fuel consumption than manuals in highway drive cycles. 

5.-6.  The issue of providing registration fee concessions is a complex issue that government will consider in the 
consideration of overall Greenhouse and Sustainability Strategies.  

POLICE, POWERS TO CHARGE PEOPLE WHO ENTICE CHILDREN INTO MOTOR VEHICLES 

3167. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) Is the Minister aware of an email sent on 13 August 2004, to all members of Parliament from Peter Viney who 
advised that the school-age daughter of a member of his staff, ‘Barry’, was the subject of an attempted 
abduction by two men in a motor vehicle? 

(2) Is it true that, as claimed by ‘Barry’, unless they grab the child the Police are powerless to act? 

(3) If yes, is the Minister proposing to amend the law so that people who clearly have no right to request a child to 
enter a motor vehicle can be charged with an offence? 

(4) If such an amendment to the law is not being proposed, why will the Minister not act to give the Police 
appropriate powers to arrest and charge people who seek to entice children into their motor vehicles without 
lawful or reasonable excuse? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2)-(4)  The Western Australia Police Service advises a statement was provided by the young girl involved and she 
also assisted in the preparation of an identikit picture. Inquiries were also undertaken in respect of a partial 
registration number provided by the girl, with a number of vehicles fitting the description identified. Police 
advise they investigated the incident as "Attempted Abduction" however there was insufficient evidence to 
substantiate a charge for that offence. 

It is advised that the Government's Criminal Law Amendment (Simple Offences) Bill 2004, which received the 
support of the Legislative Council yesterday, includes a new offence at Clause 46 where a person is 'suspected 
to have committed or about to commit any offence" which could be the offence police could charge a person 
with in the circumstances described. In addition Section 74A of the Criminal Code may be used to determine 
the offence in that circumstance. 

SOUTHERN RAIL LINK, KWINANA FREEWAY DEDICATED BUSLANES, DECOMMISSIONING 

3170. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

With works beginning on the Kwinana Freeway to construct the South West Metropolitan Railway, will the Minister 
advise when the dedicated buslanes will be decommissioned? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

The scheduled time for the removal of buses from the Kwinana Freeway bus lane to enable the start of construction of 
the track works is 31 March 2006. The actual time at which the bus lane will be closed will depend on the detailed 
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construction schedule of the contractor. The contractor's program will be closely monitored to give the optimum time to 
build the track and electrical infrastructure.  

It is proposed to implement a High Occupancy Vehicle Lane for buses and cars on the Kwinana Freeway northbound 
carriageway between Leach Highway and the Narrows Bridge. The High Occupancy Vehicle Lane will be introduced as 
a temporary facility to achieve the following objectives: 

• Provide bus priority whilst maintaining an acceptable level of service for the general motoring public during the 
final track laying and commissioning phases of the Southern Suburbs Railway project; and 

• Act as a trial for the introduction of high occupancy vehicle lanes within Western Australia. Monitoring the 
performance of the trial will assist in establishing Government policy on transit lanes.  

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES, NAVIGATION LIGHTS, USE AT NIGHT 

3173. Mr J.P.D. Edwards to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Is the Minister aware that it is a requirement of the Prevention of Collisions at Sea Regulations, being 
regulations promulgated under the Western Australian Marine Act 1982, that between the hours of sunset and 
sunrise all vessels, including vessels owned by the Crown, are required to display navigation lights in 
accordance with those Regulations? 

(2) Is the Minister also aware that the purpose of that requirement is to prevent collisions at sea (with consequent 
serious injury and loss of life) and to ensure the safety of all mariners? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that to navigate a vessel at night without navigation lights is an extremely dangerous 
practice and one calculated to cause collisions with consequent serious injury and loss of life and, moreover, is 
a serious breach of the Western Australian Marine Act 1982 and Regulations? 

(4) Is the Minister aware that the Executive Director of Fisheries and his Officers, being Masters in charge of 
vessels owned and operated by the Department of Fisheries, make a practice of navigating their vessels at night 
without navigation lights (and without any lights at all) and with their vessels in that condition surreptitiously, 
come alongside fishing vessels in circumstances where a collision is extremely likely if not inevitable? 

(5) Is the Minister aware that Senior Officers of the Department of Fisheries allege that the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure, which administers the Western Australian Marine Act 1982 condone, if not 
encourage, this extremely dangerous practice?   

(6) Will the Minister ensure that this extremely dangerous practice is stopped immediately and that the relevant 
Officers are dealt with according to law? 

(7) Is the Minister aware that the Department of Fisheries Regional Manager, Mr Russell Dyson in a radio 
interview of 7 July 2004 stated that Patrol Vessels had an arrangement with the Marine Safety division of the 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure to operate vessels without navigation lights in certain 
circumstances? 

(8) Will the Minister provide the written authority for that arrangement that supports Mr Dyson’s statement? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1)  Yes  

(2) I assume that the primary purpose of the regulations is to prevent collisions at sea.  

(3) Failure to display navigation lights at night is a breach. The degree of any danger arising from such a failure 
will depend on the circumstances of each case. 

(4) No. I am aware of 7 occasions when a vessel operated by the Department of Fisheries has conducted a night 
time covert investigation without displaying navigation lights. I understand that on each occasion the Master of 
the vessel has exercised extreme caution and complied with specific safety requirements.  

(5) No 

(6) I understand that the Department of Fisheries has ceased navigating vessels at night without navigation lights. 
It has been determined that no action regarding the relevant Officers should be taken.  

(7) I have not heard the radio interview but am aware of Mr Dyson's assertion. 

(8) There is no written authority. There is no arrangement. I assume that Mr. Dyson was referring to the 
determination/policy of the Department for Planning and Infrastructure that it is not generally in the public 
interest to take prosecution action in circumstances where appropriate safety measures were taken and no 
misuse occurred. The Department of Fisheries was aware of this determination/policy. 
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NOISY AND SMOKY VEHICLES, COMPLIANCE NOTICES 

3175. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 772 of 2003 and ask - 

(a) when were the compliance notices referred to in part (d) finalised; 

(b) when was the enforcement strategy referred to in part (d) finalised; 

(c) does the compliance notice identify emission offences; 

(d) will the information on emission and noise offences be passed to the Department of Environmental 
Protection (DEP) for action or information; and 

(e) does the DEP currently supply lists of vehicles reported under their ‘Smoky Vehicle Reporting 
Program’ for action under the enforcement strategy? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) June 2003. 

(b) Development of the strategy is complex, and involves the Department for Planning and Infrastructure, 
the Department of Environment and the W A Police Service. Whilst work on the strategy is 
continuing it is yet to be finalised.  

(c) Compliance Notices are not categorised according to faults. 

(d) The proposed enforcement strategy will provide for information to be exchanged with the Department 
of Environment. 

(e) The enforcement strategy has yet to be finalised however the Department of Environment continues to 
act on reports of "smoky vehicles" under its existing arrangements. 

POLICE STATIONS, ONE MAN, NUMBER 

3177. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

Will the Minister advise which Police Stations in Western Australia are one man stations? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

The Police Service advise North Perth, Maylands, Joondanna, Bencubbin, Dowerin, Dumbleyung, Dwellingup, 
Gascoyne Junction, Mingenew, Mukinbudin, Trayning, Wickepin, and Wyalkatchem. 

BORONIA PRISON, STATISTICS 

3178. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) Will the Minister advise the number of prisoners in the Boronia Prison? 

(2) Will the Minister advise what crimes each of these prisoners have been convicted of? 

(3) How often and for what length of time are these prisoners permitted to receive visitors? 

(4) Is it permissible for the boyfriends or husbands of these prisoners to stay with their partners in jail overnight? 

(5) Have there been any escapes from the Boronia prison? 

(6) If so how many individual prisoners have escaped? 

(7) On what dates did each escape occur? 

(8) What crime was each escapee originally incarcerated for? 

(9) Are children permitted to live with inmates in the jail? 

(10) If so, how many prisoners currently have their children living with them? 

(11) Are prisoners permitted to leave the jail for any purposes and, if so, for what purposes? 

(12) How much did the prison cost to build? 

(13) Is it true that the jail chef is a former French pastry chef? 

(14) Is it possible for prisoners to be sentenced straight to Boronia prison without first doing time at another 
women’s prison? 

(15) Why does the Boronia prison not have any identifying signage? 

(16) How much does it cost per year to run the Boronia prison? 
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(17) What was the cost of each of the outdoor settings on the verandah of each prison unit? 

(18) What is the purpose of the round glass building that is on the eastern side of the Boronia Prison complex? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) The Department of Justice advise 51 (as of Monday 6 September 2004) 

(2) The Department of Justice advise the majority of women at Boronia have been convicted for driving without a 
Motor Driver's Licence, non payment of fines, and fraudulently claiming Centrelink payments. 

(3) The Department of Justice advise prisoners are permitted two visits per week; each for up to two hours 
duration. 

(4)-(5) No  

(6)-(8) Not applicable  

(9) Yes 

(10) The Department of Justice advise nine women currently have their children living with them.  

(11) The Department of Justice advise prisoners are permitted to leave the prison for those purposes detailed within 
the Prisons Act 1981 (WA).  

(12) The Department of Justice advise the cost of construction of the prison was $11 million.  

(13-(14) No 

(15) The Department of Justice advise Boronia Pre-release Centre has only been open for a short time and the 
signage is currently being produced. 

(16) The Department of Justice advise the recurrent budget for Boronia for 2004-2005 is $3 million. 

(17) The Department of Justice advise the four-seater and six-seater settings, made by Albany Regional Prison 
prisoner labour, each cost $470.38 and $666.57 respectively to produce. 

(18) The Department of Justice advise the Spiritual Centre for women, which is located in the north-eastern corner 
of Boronia Pre-release Centre for Women, is used for both formal and informal meeting purposes associated 
with a range of religious denominations. 

POLICE STATIONS, REDUCTION IN OPENING HOURS 

3179. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) Will the Minister advise which Police Stations have had a reduction in opening hours since Labor took 
Government on 10 February 2001? 

(2) Will the Minister advise the current and previous opening hours of those Police Stations that have been 
affected ? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1)-(2) Please refer to the answer to Council question on notice 2188. In addition to the information provided in 
answer to that question, the Police Service advise that Maylands Police Station, a non-patrol station, was 
open 8am to 4pm Monday to Friday and is now open 8:30-12:30pm Tuesday and Thursday; the staff attached 
to Port Hedland Police Station were redeployed to South Hedland Police Station in 2002 where the station is 
staffed 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, with the front counter open for general enquiries from 8.00am 
to 4.00pm Monday to Friday; and the Hilton and Wickham Police Stations have been reopened in 2002 
and 2004 respectively. 

MANNING PRIMARY SCHOOL, REMAINING BUSHLAND 

3180. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Education and Training 

I refer to the remaining bushland on the Manning Primary School site and ask - 

(a) is the bush area on vested or unvested Crown land; 

(b) if the land is unvested, does the Education Department have the power to prevent the Crown from 
vesting the land to a Local Government authority; and 

(c) if yes to (b), will the Minister intervene to expedite the transfer of control to the South Perth City 
Council? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) It is vested to the Department of Education and Training  
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(b)-(c)  Not applicable 

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD, CONTRIBUTIONS TO SPORTS DEVELOPMENT TRUST 

3181. Mr T.K. Waldron to the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

I refer to the statement by the Minister for Racing and Gaming in The West Australian on 8 July 2004 that some 
revenue from the TAB contributes to the Sports Development Trust, which assists junior sports development in this 
State and ask - 

(a) what was the total amount of TAB monies paid to this Trust for each of the years 2002/2003, 
2003/2004 and 2004/2005; 

(b) how much has been allocated to junior sports development from this Trust in each of the years 
2002/2003, 2003/2004 and 2004/2005; 

(c) will the Minister provide a list of the junior sport development programs funded from this Trust for 
each of the years 2002/2003, 2003/2004 and 2004/2005; and 

(d) will the Minister list all other grants (non junior sports grants) from this Trust for each of the years 
2002/2003, 2003/2004 and 2004/2005? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

(a) 2002/03: $288,591 
2003/04: $564,384 
2004/05: $240,380 

(b) 2002/03: $56,000 
2003/04: $3,500  
2004/05: $15,000  

(c)-(d)  Please see tabled document.  [See paper No 3105.] 

SOUTHERN RAIL LINK, NARROW GAUGE TRACKS 

3185. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the planning process for the South West Metropolitan Railway (SWMR) in terms of the gauge of railway and 
that the contract specifications that were given to Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd are for narrow gauge tracks and ask will 
the Minister advise - 

(a) will the entire SWMR be on narrow gauge railway tracks; 

(b) without standard gauge tracks, can freight trains use this line; 

(c) was the cost of laying longer sleepers for standard gauge railway tracks considered in the planning 
process, in the long term eventuality of the extension of the railway, and the possible use of high-
speed trains; 

(d) if this matter was considered, will the Minister table documents concerning that process of 
consideration, costing, recommendation and the reasoning behind it; 

(e) if the matter was not considered, why not; and 

(f) if in the future a decision is made to extend the railway further south, what will be the cost of 
replacing all the narrow gauge sleepers with standard gauge sleepers and track? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Yes. The Southern Suburbs Railway (previously referred to as the South West Metropolitan Railway) 
will be a narrow gauge electrified passenger railway. The railway will be an extension of the existing 
narrow gauge passenger railway system in Perth. 

(b) Regardless of the track gauge, the Southern Suburbs Railway and the entire existing suburban 
network to Clarkson, Armadale, Fremantle and Midland and the new Thornlie Spur are specifically 
dedicated to passenger traffic and there is no freight operation on these lines. 

(c) The Perth urban rail network is capable of being extended along most of the lines and if and when 
justified, this extension will use the existing track gauge and will use the existing forms of railway 
infrastructure and rollingstock. Extension of the railway does not require and is not conditional on the 
track gauge or the speed of the trains. 

(d)-(f)  In terms of the railway gauge in Perth, this was considered as far back as the 1870's and there were a 
number of opinions about the appropriate railway gauge more-so then than now. The decision was 
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taken then to build Perth's first passenger railway from Fremantle to Guildford in 1881 as a narrow 
gauge railway (1,067 mm). During the 1950's and '60's, there were a number of reviews of the railway 
and there was consideration to changing the gauge to Standard Gauge (1,435 mm). These reviews 
were considered by various governments and for reasons of spatial economy, relatively low 
population and patronage and for the high cost involved, the decision was taken to retain the narrow 
gauge railway. Prior to the decision to electrify the passenger railway network in the mid to 
late 1980's, this was again considered and after careful thought, it was decided to retain the narrow 
gauge railway.  

It is worth noting that many high capacity, high speed urban and inter-urban and freight railways 
operate successfully on narrow gauge track. The Brisbane suburban and Queensland east coast main 
lines are narrow gauge. Their east coast main line is the heaviest freight line operation in Australia, 
carrying mainly coal over long distances at high speeds. High speed narrow gauge country passenger 
trains also use these lines. Many parts of the passenger railway network in Japan and South Africa are 
narrow gauge and high speed, high capacity passenger services operate successfully on this track 
gauge. In Western Australia most of the freight railway in the south-west of the State is narrow gauge 
and operates very successfully.  

Given that there has been a long history of operations on narrow gauge in Perth and a large 
investment in rollingstock and infrastructure, it is unlikely that any future extensions of the Perth 
urban passenger railway will be in any other than narrow gauge as a natural extension of the existing 
network. 

ROADS, SPECIAL SPEED RESTRICTIONS AROUND SCHOOLS, COLOUR IT SAFE TRIAL 

3186. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer the Minister to the special speed restrictions, in place around schools, during morning and afternoon peak pupil 
times and the trial of on road markings of speed restrictions, reported in the Sunday Times on 13 May 2001, titled 
‘Colour it safe’ and ask - 

(a) has a report been presented on the result of the trial; 

(b) if yes, who received copies of the report and will the Minister table a copy of the report; 

(c) if not, why not; and 

(d) what action has the Minister taken to support Main Roads in their quest for extra funding to paint all 
roads around schools with speed restrictions? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Yes. 

(b) The report, completed in February 2002, has been distributed within Main Roads and the Road Safety 
Council's Speed Management Taskforce. Attached is a copy of the report.  [See paper No 3058.] 

(c) Not applicable. 

(d) Main Roads has not requested extra funding to install painted road markings around all schools.  

The report in question showed from before and after surveys no significant effect on driver behaviour 
as a result of the markings and recommended that Main Roads should be selective in considering sites 
for treatment. As a consequence, Main Roads has developed a policy for installation of School Zone 
pavement markings on roads, where:  

• The road has a speed limit greater than the Built Up Area 50 km/h default speed limit outside of 
the School Zone times, or 

• The road is a District Distributor road and has an annual average daily traffic volume greater 
than 5 000 vehicles per day. 

Main Roads has an on-going program to install these pavement markings under the above criteria and 
funds these works from its annual Traffic and Safety budget. 

This policy means that not all roads around schools will be treated with speed pavement markings. 

EASTERN GOLDFIELDS TRANSPORT BOARD, BULONG NICKEL AND SONS OF GWALIA, FINANCIAL 
LOSSES 

3189. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) What was the extent of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board's loss when Bulong Nickel ceased to trade ? 

(2) Where was this loss reported in the annual report ? 



8758 [ASSEMBLY - Friday, 26 November 2004] 

 

(3) What is the exposure of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board to Son's of Gwalia given that they have gone 
into administration? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) $46,228 

(2) The Bulong Nickel debt has not been written off and is included in the "Receivables" item of the Board's 
balance sheet (page 18 of the Board's 2002/2003 Annual Report). 

(3) $6,604 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3190. Mr A.J. Dean to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs; Science; Citizenship 
and Multicultural Interests 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Premier aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Premier’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Premier provide these costings; 

(d) if the Premier’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Premier have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3191. Mr A.J. Dean to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Energy 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Deputy Premier aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Deputy Premier’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Deputy Premier provide these costings; 

(d) if the Deputy Premier’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be 
involved in such a move; 

(e) does the Deputy Premier have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to 
move to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 
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(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3192. Mr A.J. Dean to the Attorney General; Minister for Health; Electoral Affairs 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Attorney General aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Attorney General’s total 
Government department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Attorney General provide these costings; 

(d) if the Attorney General’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be 
involved in such a move; 

(e) does the Attorney General have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants 
to move to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3193. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; Indigenous Affairs; Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 
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(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3194. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for the Environment 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3195. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Justice; Community Safety 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 
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(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3197. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for State Development 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

I am advised: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the Coalition did 
not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, headquartered 
in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative Council. 

(b)-(g) The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one of 
nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. Given the 
lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced redundancy. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3198. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for Education and Training 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3199. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth; Disability 
Services; Culture and the Arts 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 
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(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3200. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister for Tourism; Small Business; Sport and Recreation; Peel and the South West 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3201. Mr A.J. Dean to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; the 
Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3202. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development; the 
Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne; Goldfields-Esperance 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3203. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister representing the Minister for Heritage 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 
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(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3204. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works; Land Information 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 

(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, RELOCATION TO BUNBURY 

3205. Mr A.J. Dean to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government Enterprises 

I refer to the article entitled ‘Liberals move in’ in the Bunbury Mail of 1 September 2004 where the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mr Colin Barnett MLA, promises to relocate a major Government Department to Bunbury and ask - 

(a) is the Minister aware of these statements from the Opposition; 
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(b) have any recent cost estimates been done for the relocation of the Minister’s total Government 
department to Bunbury; 

(c) if yes, will the Minister provide these costings; 

(d) if the Minister’s department was moved to Bunbury how many public servants would be involved in 
such a move; 

(e) does the Minister have departmental information on the willingness of these public servants to move 
to Bunbury; 

(f) if the public servants are not willing to move to Bunbury, how would this proposal affect their 
employment security; and 

(g) does this proposal have the support of the CSPU/CSA on behalf of its members? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a) Yes, I am aware of the Opposition promise in this regard. However, in eight years in office the 
Coalition did not relocate one Government agency to a regional area.  

The Gallop Government, on the other hand, has moved to create a Regional Power Corporation, 
headquartered in a regional area, but the Liberals have blocked the legislation in the Legislative 
Council. 

(b)-(g)  The Leader of the Opposition has a promise for every person but no plan to pay for them. It is just one 
of nearly 400 unfunded promises made by Liberal and National Party members and as such has little 
credibility. 

The Leader of the Opposition would have little regard for the views of public servants in this matter. 
Given the lack of detail in the proposal, he may well be contemplating forced relocation or forced 
redundancy. 

NO 307 CANNING HIGHWAY, COMO, PURCHASE OF LAND BY PROPERTY OWNER 

3206. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Is the reserve street land frontage outside No 307 Canning Highway, Como, on the riverside of the highway, 
part of the area to be considered under the current highway reservation study? 

(2) If not, is a portion of that land likely to be available for purchase by the property owner? 

(3) If so, how would the property owner apply to purchase such land? 

(4) If the land is unavailable for purchase, why is this so? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Not Applicable. 

(3)-(4)  The 2.4 metre strip of land abutting No 307 Canning Highway is unavailable for purchase at this time because 
it forms part of the existing Canning Highway road reserve and Metropolitan Region Scheme "Primary 
Regional Road" reservation, which is subject to the current planning review. 

GREAT SOUTHERN HIGHWAY, NORTHAM, BLUE METAL QUARRY 

3207. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the blue metal quarry located on the Great Southern Highway in the Shire of Northam and ask - 

(a) what planning approvals are required for the operation of the quarry; 

(b) if planning approvals are required for the operation of the quarry, have all of these been given; and 

(c) if not, why have the required approvals not been given? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) A planning approval is required from the Shire of Northam, for the development or expansion of a 
quarry under the provisions of the current town planning scheme.  

(b)-(c)  The Shire of Northam has advised that the original application for the quarry was granted approval in 
the early 1990's after consideration by the Council Works and Town Planning Committees.  

Subsequently, the Shire of Northam refused an application for planning approval for the expansion of 
the existing quarry in February 2002. The proponent has appealed to the Town Planning Appeal 
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Tribunal against the refusal. The appeal has not been determined and is pending the outcome of a 
Public Environmental Review under the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act. 

VASSE-DUNSBOROUGH ROAD, INVESTIGATIVE COMMITTEE 

3213. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for the Environment 

(1) Is the Minister aware of any formal or informal committee or other group investigating any aspect of the 
proposal by Main Roads WA to construct a new road between Vasse and Dunsborough? 

(2) If yes, what are the terms of reference or areas of investigation which this committee or group is investigating? 

(3) If yes, what is the membership of the committee or group and what are the affiliations and experience of each 
member that qualify them for membership? 

(4) When is the committee or group expected to report to the Government and will its report be made public? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(1) No. This question should be directed to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

(2)-(4) Not applicable. 

VASSE-DUNSBOROUGH ROAD, INVESTIGATIVE COMMITTEE 

3215. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for State Development 

(1) Is the Minister aware of any formal or informal committee or other group investigating any aspect of the 
proposal by Main Roads WA to construct a new road between Vasse and Dunsborough? 

(2) If yes, what are the terms of reference or areas of investigation which this committee or group is investigating? 

(3) If yes, what is the membership of the committee or group and what are the affiliations and experience of each 
member that qualify them for membership? 

(4) When is the committee or group expected to report to the government and will its report be made public? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

(3) Not applicable 

(4) Not applicable 

VASSE-DUNSBOROUGH ROAD, INVESTIGATIVE COMMITTEE 

3216. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Tourism 

(1) Is the Minister aware of any formal or informal committee or other group investigating any aspect of the 
proposal by Main Roads WA to construct a new road between Vasse and Dunsborough? 

(2) If yes, what are the terms of reference or areas of investigation which this committee or group is investigating? 

(3) If yes, what is the membership of the committee or group and what are the affiliations and experience of each 
member that qualify them for membership? 

(4) When is the committee or group expected to report to the government and will its report be made public? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  No  

2.  Not applicable  

3.  Not applicable  

4.  Not applicable 

VASSE-DUNSBOROUGH ROAD, INVESTIGATIVE COMMITTEE 

3217. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister representing the Minister for Land Information 

(1) Is the Minister aware of any formal or informal committee or other group investigating any aspect of the 
proposal by Main Roads WA to construct a new road between Vasse and Dunsborough? 

(2) If yes, what are the terms of reference or areas of investigation which this committee or group is investigating? 

(3) If yes, what is the membership of the committee or group and what are the affiliations and experience of each 
member that qualify them for membership? 
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(4) When is the committee or group expected to report to the government and will its report be made public? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) No 

(2)-(4) Not Applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MANAGEMENT OF CROWN LAND  

3218. Mr B.K. Masters to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; the 
Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern 

(1) Of those Government agencies for which you are ministerially responsible, which agencies own or otherwise 
control or are responsible for management of Crown land? 

(2) What total area of land is subject to management control as described above? 

(3) Do programs exist within those relevant Government agencies which control or manage Crown land to control 
or manage environmental and agricultural pests and weeds which occur on that land? 

(4) If yes, what species of pests and weeds posing threats to the environment and/or to agriculture are known to 
occur on that land? 

(5) What annual expenditure has been made by those relevant Government agencies over each of the past five 
years to control or manage environmental and/or agricultural pests and weeds? 

(6) Of that expenditure, what proportion has been allocated to the control of declared pest and weed plants that 
pose threats to agriculture as opposed to those species posing serious threats to the environment? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Department of Agriculture: 

As the member would be aware, the majority of Crown Land is vested with the Department of Planning and 
Infrastructure (Unallocated Crown Land and Unmanaged Reserves) and the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management (National Parks and Conservation reserves). These Departments are outside my ministerial portfolio. The 
Department of Agriculture has provided contract services to these Departments for the control of declared plants and 
animals. 

With respect to the Crown Land vested in departments under my portfolio, the following is provided: 

(1) Department of Agriculture has control of land through vesting. 

(2) Department of Agriculture - 19,871 hectares 
Agriculture Protection Board - 3,401 hectares 

(3) Where environmental and agricultural pests and weeds occur on land vested in the Department of Agriculture 
and the APB, appropriate control measures or management plans are implemented to deal with the problem. 

(4) From time to time both declared and non-declared species occur. Agriculturally important species like skeleton 
weed, herbicide resistant annual ryegrass, soursob, cape tulip, Australian plague locusts and rabbits have been 
controlled. Environmentally important species such as feral cats, rabbits, foxes, blackberry and arum lily are 
also present on some areas. 

(5) While the cost of any individual activities related to these pests and weeds are not itemised, it is estimated that 
the cost to deal with the diversity of species has been between $400,000 to $500,000 per annum over the past 5 
years. 

(6) Many of the pests and weeds pose a threat to both agriculture and the environment. Allocation of control costs 
between agricultural and environmental problems does not usually occur as the collateral benefits of 
management for one purpose, meet the additional purpose as well. 

Department of Fisheries: 

(1) The Abrolhos Islands A-Class Reserve 20253 

(2) 1611.328 ha 

(3) Yes 

(4) Verbesina encelioides 

(5) $14,812 for 2003/04 

(6) 0% as there is no agricultural activity at the Abrolhos Islands. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Friday, 26 November 2004] 8769 

 

Forest Products Commission: 

(1) The only Crown land which is currently controlled by the Forest Products Commission is the Manjimup 
nursery. 

(2) The area of the nursery is 162.2 hectares. 

(3) Yes. Pest and weed control requirements are identified through the Environmental Management System (EMS) 
(ISO 14001). 

(4) Blackberry is the primary agricultural or environmental weed species targeted under the program but only 
results in a small proportion of total expenditure on pest and weed control. 

The majority of the pest and weed control program at the nursery is of a pre-emptive nature to protect 
seedlings. It is targeted at weed species, including grasses, which would not be considered significant weeds on 
adjacent agricultural land, or at a range of insects with potential to damage seedling stock. 

(5)-(6) The following expenditure on pest and weed control was made in the last five financial years. Financial 
records do not provide differentiation between expenditure on agricultural versus environmental pests and 
weeds. 

Year   2000/2001 2001/2002 2002/2003 2003/2004 2004/2005 
Expenditure  $100,878.82 $54,582.05 $77,752.73 $51,967.97 $9,423.50 

Mid West Development Commission: 

(1)-(2) MWDC owns 6704m2 of land at the Batavia Coast Marina, Geraldton 

(3) No, the land is located in central business district of Geraldton 

(4)-(6)  Not applicable 

Wheatbelt Development Commission: 

(1)-(6)  WDC does not own or control any land. 

Great Southern Development Commission:  

(1)-(6)  GSDC does not own or control any land. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MANAGEMENT OF CROWN LAND 

3219. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Energy 

(1) Of those Government agencies for which you are ministerially responsible, which agencies own or otherwise 
control or are responsible for management of Crown land? 

(2) What total area of land is subject to management control as described above? 

(3) Do programs exist within those relevant Government agencies which control or manage Crown land to control 
or manage environmental and agricultural pests and weeds which occur on that land? 

(4) If yes, what species of pests and weeds posing threats to the environment and/or to agriculture are known to 
occur on that land? 

(5) What annual expenditure has been made by those relevant Government agencies over each of the past five 
years to control or manage environmental and/or agricultural pests and weeds? 

(6) Of that expenditure, what proportion has been allocated to the control of declared pest and weed plants that 
pose threats to agriculture as opposed to those species posing serious threats to the environment? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Department of Treasury and Finance 

(1) The Department of Treasury and Finance does not own or control, and is not responsible for management of, 
any Crown land. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable. 

Office of Energy 

(1)  Office of Energy does not own or control Crown land. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable 

Office of the Auditor General 

(1)--(6)  Not applicable 
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WA Treasury Corporation 

(1) The Western Australian Treasury Corporation does not own or otherwise control or is responsible for the 
management of any Crown land. 

(2)-(6)  Not Applicable 

Office of Native Title 

(1) Nil. 

(2)-(6)  Not applicable 

Economic Regulation Authority 

(1)-(6)  Not applicable 

Energy Safety 

(1)-(6)  Not applicable as Energy Safety has no responsibilities for any crown land. 

Western Power 

(1) Western Power holds Crown land for operational facilities such as substations, depots, power stations, 
communication bases etc. 

(2) The total area is 519 ha (264 sites) 

(3) Western Power has no specific programs. It does, however, form part of the Corporations normal maintenance 
program but is not accounted for separately. 

(4) N/A 

(5) N/A 

(6) N/A 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MANAGEMENT OF CROWN LAND 

3220. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

(1) Of those Government agencies for which you are ministerially responsible, which agencies own or otherwise 
control or are responsible for management of Crown land? 

(2) What total area of land is subject to management control as described above? 

(3) Do programs exist within those relevant Government agencies which control or manage Crown land to control 
or manage environmental and agricultural pests and weeds which occur on that land? 

(4) If yes, what species of pests and weeds posing threats to the environment and/or to agriculture are known to 
occur on that land? 

(5) What annual expenditure has been made by those relevant Government agencies over each of the past five 
years to control or manage environmental and/or agricultural pests and weeds? 

(6) Of that expenditure, what proportion has been allocated to the control of declared pest and weed plants that 
pose threats to agriculture as opposed to those species posing serious threats to the environment? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(1) The Aboriginal Lands Trust (ALT). The Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) provides operational land 
management support to the ALT. 

(2) 26.9 million hectares. 

(3) Yes, DIA land management program. 

(4) See Attachment 1.  [See paper No 3106.] 

(5) Estimates (see Attachment 2 for details) [See paper No 3106.]:   

2004 - $18,000 (to date) 
2003 - $26,217 
2002 - $2,650 
2001 - $2,650 
2000 - $2,650 
1999 - $2,650 

(6) 31% of expenditure on Agricultural threats, 69% on Environmental threats (See appendix 2 for details). 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MANAGEMENT OF CROWN LAND 

3222. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for the Environment 

(1) Of those Government agencies for which you are ministerially responsible, which agencies own or otherwise 
control or are responsible for management of Crown land? 

(2) What total area of land is subject to management control as described above? 
(3) Do programs exist within those relevant Government agencies which control or manage Crown land to control 

or manage environmental and agricultural pests and weeds which occur on that land? 
(4) If yes, what species of pests and weeds posing threats to the environment and/or to agriculture are known to 

occur on that land? 
(5) What annual expenditure has been made by those relevant Government agencies over each of the past five 

years to control or manage environmental and/or agricultural pests and weeds? 
(6) Of that expenditure, what proportion has been allocated to the control of declared pest and weed plants that 

pose threats to agriculture as opposed to those species posing serious threats to the environment? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(1) Department of Conservation and Land Management, Water and Rivers Commission, Botanic Gardens and 
Parks Authority, Zoological Parks Authority, Busselton Water Board, Aqwest.  

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT 
(2) The area of land managed by CALM at 30 June 2004 and as detailed in its Annual Report is 23,775,973 

hectares. The Department also has had responsibility since 1 July 2003 for feral animals and weeds on 
unallocated Crown land and unmanaged reserves outside the metropolitan area and townsites totalling 
approximately 89 million hectares.  

(3) Yes. 
(4) The Environmental Weed Strategy for Western Australia (1999) identifies a list of 1,350 taxa as potential and 

existing environmental weeds, including native species that exhibit weed characteristics. Thirty-four of these 
taxa were rated as high for invasiveness, distribution and environmental impacts. Western Australia's State 
Weed Plan 2001 identifies that 14 of the 20 Weeds of National Significance occur or possibly occur in 
Western Australia. 

Control efforts address a range of weeds including Mesquite, Parkinsonia, Horehound, Bathurst Burr, 
Thornapple, Saffron Thistle, Stemless Thistle, Cape Tulip, Patterson's Curse, Blackberry, Arum lily, Apple of 
Sodom, St Johns Wort and Prickly Pear. 

Common vertebrate pests on CALM managed lands include rabbits, dogs, foxes, feral cats, feral goats, feral 
pigs, camel and donkeys. 

(5) 1999/2000 - $3,258,000;  
 2000/2001 - $2,855,000;  
 2001/2002 - $3,080,000;  
 2002/2003 - $3,501,000;  
 2003/2004 - $4,061,000. 

(6) CALM's records do not readily separate expenditure into categories according to whether the threat posed is to 
agriculture or the environment, and in any event many species are a threat to both. The fox, for example, is a 
declared species under the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection Act but is also a serious threat to 
native fauna, and it is native fauna conservation that is the focus of fox control under CALM's Western Shield 
program. 

PERTH ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS 

(2) 386.5 ha. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) Weed Species - Rubus fruiticosus - Blackberry 
Weed Species - Gomphocarpus fruiticosus - Swan plant or narrow leaf cotton bush 
Weed Species - Acacia karoo arabica, Acacia karoo xanthophloea - African Acacia Tree 
Weed Species - Raphanus raphanistrum - Wild Radish 
Weed Species - Rapistrum rugosum - Turnip Weed 
Agricultural Pest - Rattus rattus -Black Rat 
Agricultural Pest - Rattus norvegicus - Brown Rat 
Agricultural Pest - Mus musculus - House Mouse 
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(5) 2003-2004 - $5,598 
2002-2003 - $22,847 
2001-2002 - $10,569 
2000-2001 - $9,151 
1999-2000 - $5,369 

(6) Year   Agricultural Plant Pests   Environmental Plant Pests   Agricultural Animal Pests 
1999-2000    23%     34%     43% 
2000-2001    29%    35%     36% 
2001-2002     12%    17%     71% 
2002-2003    26%    69%     5% 
2003-2004    23%    34%     43%  

WATER AND RIVERS COMMISSION 

(1) Land managed by the Dept of Environment is owned or managed by the Water and Rivers Commission. 

(2) The Water and Rivers Commission holds approximately 650,000 hectares of reserved land Under Management 
Orders and 57,000 hectares in fee simple.  

(3) The Department of Agriculture has been engaged to develop programs for the control and management of 
environmental and agricultural pests and weeds on behalf of the Water and Rivers Commission. 

(4) The Department of Agriculture has advised that the following species are present on the Water and Rivers 
Commission's land; wild dogs, foxes, rabbits, pigs, Noogoora Burr, Bathurst Burr, Horehound, Patterson's 
Curse, Cape Tulip, Black Berry, Mesquite. 

(5) Expenditure for 2003-2004 was $34,360. Amount to be spent for 2004-2005 is currently being negotiated with 
Dept of Agriculture. There is no information available for previous financial years. 

(6) 100% allocated to declared pest and weed plants. Many of the pests and weeds pose a threat to both agriculture 
and the environment and no break down of costs is possible. 

 100% allocated to declared pest and weed plants. 

KINGS PARK AND BOTANIC GARDENS 

(2) 841 hectares. 

(3) Yes.  

(4) Species of pests and weeds known to occur on BGPA managed lands are listed in the attached information 
(Attachments A, B, C, D). 

(5) Annual expenditure by the BGPA for each of the past five years to control or manage environmental and or 
agricultural pests and weeds is as follows: 

a.  1999/2000 $132,373 
b.  2000/2001 $167,703 
c.  2001/2002 $228,404 
d.  2002/2003 $228,708 
e.  2003/2004 $200,778 

(6) Approximately 1% of the expenditure listed above has been allocated to the control of declared pests and 
weeds that pose a threat to agriculture and 99% allocated to those posing a serious threat to the environment. 

AQWEST 

(2) 21 hectares. 

(3) No Program exists. 

(4)-(6) Not applicable.  

BUSSELTON WATER BOARD 

1.  Busselton Water Board - 6.5 Hectares 

2.  Yes. 

4  (a)  Environment -Rabbits, White Ants, Arum Lilies 
(b)  Agriculture - Rabbits, Arum Lilies 

5  Figures are approximate 
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    $ 
• 2003/2004    4000 
• 2002/2003    1750 
• 2001/2002    1500 
• 2000/2001    1500 
• 1999/2000    1500 

   $10,250 

6  (a)  Environment  $6,500 
(b)  Agriculture  $3,750 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MANAGEMENT OF CROWN LAND 

3224. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works; Land Information 
(1) Of those Government agencies for which you are ministerially responsible, which agencies own or otherwise 

control or are responsible for management of Crown land? 
(2) What total area of land is subject to management control as described above? 
(3) Do programs exist within those relevant Government agencies which control or manage Crown land to control 

or manage environmental and agricultural pests and weeds which occur on that land? 

(4) If yes, what species of pests and weeds posing threats to the environment and/or to agriculture are known to 
occur on that land? 

(5) What annual expenditure has been made by those relevant Government agencies over each of the past five 
years to control or manage environmental and/or agricultural pests and weeds? 

(6) Of that expenditure, what proportion has been allocated to the control of declared pest and weed plants that 
pose threats to agriculture as opposed to those species posing serious threats to the environment? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
HOUSING AND WORKS 
To answer this question in its current form the Department of Housing and Works would require extensive resources 
and I am not prepared to allocate the resources required to collate the information sought. However should the Hon 
Member have a specific matter to which he refers I would only be too pleased to provide the information.  
LAND INFORMATION DEPARTMENT 

(1) Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable. 
STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION 

(1)  Nil 

(2)-(6) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, MANAGEMENT OF CROWN LAND 

3225. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister representing the Minister for Government Enterprises 

(1) Of those Government agencies for which you are ministerially responsible, which agencies own or otherwise 
control or are responsible for management of Crown land? 

(2) What total area of land is subject to management control as described above? 

(3) Do programs exist within those relevant Government agencies which control or manage Crown land to control 
or manage environmental and agricultural pests and weeds which occur on that land? 

(4) If yes, what species of pests and weeds posing threats to the environment and/or to agriculture are known to 
occur on that land? 

(5) What annual expenditure has been made by those relevant Government agencies over each of the past five 
years to control or manage environmental and/or agricultural pests and weeds? 

(6) Of that expenditure, what proportion has been allocated to the control of declared pest and weed plants that 
pose threats to agriculture as opposed to those species posing serious threats to the environment? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
GOLD CORPORATION 

1-2  There are approximately 300 hectares under the control of Gold Corporation. 
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3  There is no management plan to control pests and weeds. 
4  Not applicable 
5  There has been no expenditure on pest and weeds over the last five years. 
6  Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD: 

1  Nil 
2-6  Not applicable 

INSURANCE COMMISSION OF WA 

1  Nil 
2-6  Not Applicable 

LOTTERIES COMMISSION 

1  Nil 
2-6  Not Applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF RACING AND GAMING  

1.  Burswood Park Board.  
2.  113 hectares. 

3.  No because there are no environmental or agricultural pests and weeds on the public golf course, parkland, 
gardens and car parks that comprise the Crown land. 

4.-6.  Not applicable.  

WATER CORPORATION 

1.  The Water Corporation is responsible for the management of Crown land. 

2.  The Water Corporation manages approximately 1,767 parcels of Crown land with an area of approximately 
692,000 hectares.  Approximately 1,100 parcels of Crown land with an area of approximately 210,000 hectares 
are jointly managed with the Department of Environment. 

3.  The Water Corporation has an Environmental Management System which guides its programs to manage 
environmental and agricultural pests and weeds as necessary. 

4.  The Water Corporation is not aware of any significant pest and weed environmental threats on Crown land 
under its management. 

5.  The Water Corporation has a range of programs controlling vegetation (including pests and weeds) to maintain 
the performance of water, wastewater and drainage assets.  The Corporation also has programs on certain 
capital projects to control pests and weeds as part of the Environmental Management Plans for these sites.  In 
the past five years, the Corporation has spent approximately $500,000 in the management of pest and weeds in 
the State.  In conjunction with other government and non-government agencies, the Corporation will 
potentially contribute $6,000 towards feral bee research as part of the Cockatoo Care Program. 

6. The Water Corporation is not able to specifically differentiate moneys spent on declared pest and weeds 
because monies are spent to control vegetation, pest and weed species in general.  

TEACHERS, UNQUALIFIED, NUMBER AND DISCIPLINES 

3226. Mr M.W. Trenorden to the Minister for Education and Training 
(1) How many unqualified primary teachers are currently employed by the Department of Education and Training? 
(2) How many unqualified secondary teachers are currently employed by the Department of Education and 

Training? 
(3) How many of these teachers have served five years or more with the Department? 
(4) How many of these teachers have served ten years or more with the Department? 
(5) In what disciplines are these teachers employed? 

(6) What capacity exists for an ‘unqualified’ teacher with over 10 years experience to be assigned a level higher 
than 1.6? 

(7) What capacity exists for an ‘unqualified’ teacher with over 10 years experience to be assigned a level higher 
than 1.8? 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) Forty one (41) unqualified primary teachers are currently employed by the Department of Education and 
Training. 

(2) Thirty four (34) unqualified secondary teachers are currently employed by the Department of Education and 
Training. 

(3) Twenty (20) unqualified teachers have served five years or more with the Department. 

(4) Three (3) unqualified teachers have served ten years or more with the Department. 

(5) Untrained teachers placed by the Department are employed in the following disciplines:  

• Language other than English (43 teachers); 
• Primary (7); 
• Music (4); 
• Education Support (3); 
• Physical and Health Education (3); 
• Aboriginal Education (3);  
• Low Achievers (2); 
• Business Education (2); 
• Science (1); 
• Mathematics (1) 
• Agricultural Education (1); 
• Home Economics (1); 
• Aboriginal Language (1); 
• Design and Technology (1) 
• Secondary (1); and 
• Senior College (1). 

(6) The Government School Teachers' and School Administrators' Certified Agreement 2004 provides at 
clause 47.7 that "An unqualified teacher may not proceed beyond Level 1, point 6, of clause 45 - Teacher 
Salary Increases except that the employer may at his/her discretion, and under such terms as he/she thinks fit, 
allow an unqualified teacher to progress to Level 1, point 8." Accordingly, the Director General has the 
authority to allow an unqualified teacher to progress beyond Level 1.6 up to a maximum of Level 1.8.  

(7) There is no capacity within the Government School Teachers' and School Administrators' Certified 
Agreement 2004 for an unqualified teacher to progress beyond Level 1.8 except in clause 47.7 of the 
Agreement which provides that an unqualified teacher shall advance one increment on gaining approved 
teaching qualifications. 

WARWICK LICENSING CENTRE, CLOSURE 

3227. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the Minister’s decision to close the Warwick Licensing Centre and her statement that the decision was based 
on the results of a customer survey and ask - 

(a) when was this survey carried out; 

(b) where was the survey carried out; 

(c) by whom; 

(d) what was the size of the survey; 

(e) what were the questions asked; 

(f) will the Minister table a copy of the results; and 

(g) if not, why not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) October 2000; 

(b) At the Warwick Licensing Centre. The "survey" was an intercept study, which involved face-to-face 
interviews with visitors to the Centre; 

(c) Market Equity Pty Ltd; 

(d) 1,003 visitors to the Warwick Licensing Centre; 

(e) The objectives of the study were to determine the following: 
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- the services people were using the licensing centre for; 
- where users of the licensing centre live; 
- where users of the licensing centre work; 
- where users travelled from to get to the licensing centre;  
- user awareness of Australia Post as a contracted service provider to deal with simple transactions; 
and 
user awareness of alternative methods of paying accounts, whether it be by mail, internet or by phone 
using their credit cards. 

(f)-(g)  Yes.  [See paper No 3059.] 

NEW METRORAIL, ROLLING STOCK 

3230. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Is the rolling stock being purchased for New MetroRail the same as that being operated on the existing West 
Rail? 

(2) If not, on what technical basis were the new design specifications decided? 

(3) If the rolling stock designs are different, what facilities are in place to ensure that a train cannot pass a signal at 
danger? 

(4) I refer to the Government web site indicating that the ‘majority’ of the new rolling stock will be operated on 
the new corridors which also indicates that some of the old rolling stock will also be operated, from necessity, 
to meet the Government’s predicted patronage and ask how has the Government accommodated the difference 
in reliability and operating parameters in the current rolling stock and the new rolling stock? 

(5) Are the crush zones in the new rolling stock the same as those in the old, bearing in mind that the new rail 
corridors are being designed for faster trains? 

(6) Will Automatic Train Control (ATC) be fitted to the new rolling stock to avoid the occurrence in Western 
Australia of similar documented events of catastrophic fatal consequences where a train passes a signal at 
danger? 

(7) If not, why not? 

(8) Will the old rolling stock be upgraded to meet the same operational reliability as the new rolling stock? 

(9) It not, why not? 

(10) If ATC is not fitted, will the Minister provide the risk analysis on which this decision was based? 

(11) If ATC is not fitted, what other safety barriers does the Government intend to provide to ensure that trains 
cannot pass signals at danger? 

(12) How has the Government included the comments from the Inquiry into the Waterfall Accident in New South 
Wales into the safety requirements to protect West Australian passengers from a similar occurrence? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1)-(2)  The new railcars are similar to the existing Perth urban electric railcars; however, they operate as a 3 car unit 
rather than a 2 car unit and can be coupled together to form a 6 car train. They are  also capable of reaching 
speeds of 130 km/hr. The passenger compartment is similar to that on  existing railcars. However, the new 
railcars are modernised and are more  technologically advanced than those in the existing fleet. 

Specifications for the new railcars were tailored to suit the type of service they  will operate on the Southern 
Suburbs Railway. The standards to which they have been designed and constructed are consistent with current 
international railway industry standards. 

(3) Essentially the same safeworking facilities will be in place as for those in place for the existing train services. 
Automatic Train Protection (ATP) was  implemented with electrification of the urban network in the 
late 80's/early  90's. ATP is a safety system that transfers information to the driving cab of  the railcar 
regarding allowable speeds and signal aspects. If a railcar exceeds allowable speeds, the ATP equipment 
onboard emits an audible warning  which is escalated to application of the emergency brake if the driver does 
not respond. In addition, if a train attempts to pass a red signal the ATP will apply  an emergency brake. The 
new railcars, like the existing railcars, have a vigilance system which supervises the alertness of a driver. This 
system  alerts a driver with an audible and visual alarm and, if the alert is not responded to, the railcar brakes 
will be applied automatically. 

(4) Existing railcars will be used on sections of the new railway network. Maintenance regimes in place since 
electrification of the existing railway network will ensure that the railcars will continue to be highly reliable. 
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However, the existing railcars will not operate south of Thomsons Lake as  they are not able to meet the 
130 km/hr speed requirement past that point.  

(5) The new railcars have similar crush zones to the existing railcars and are  designed for higher speed. 

(6) ATP will be fitted to the new railcars. 

(7) Not applicable. 

(8) There will be no difference in reliability between the existing railcars and the new railcars. New and existing 
railcars will be able to operate in the same  corridors. Both railcars have similar braking and acceleration 
characteristics and ATP systems. 

(9) Not applicable. 

(10) Not applicable. 

(11) Not applicable. 

(12) The recommendations from Waterfall Accident Inquiry have been taken into account. The "deadman's" system 
installed on NSW trains is not installed on Perth trains. The ATP and vigilance systems installed on Perth 
trains, coupled with other safety systems and the level of driver training ensures a  high degree of passenger 
safety. 

SCHOOLS, NON-GOVERNMENT, APPLICATIONS FOR REGISTRATION 

3235. Mrs C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Education and Training 

I refer the Minister to the review of criteria for the registration of non-government schools and to the answer to question 
on notice No. 1806 of 2003 and the Estimates Committee hearings of 20 May 2004 and ask - 

(a) will the Minister list the applications for registration that have been received since the review process 
commenced; 

(b) if not, why not; 

(c) will the Minister list, which of these applications have been recommended for approval by the non-
government schools advisory committee; 

(d) will the Minister list, which of these recommended registrations have subsequently been approved by 
the Minister; 

(e) will the Minister list the recommended registrations that have not been approved by the Minister and 
the reason that these recommendations have not been approved; and 

(f) what is the time taken for each application from the receipt of the application to the determination by 
the Minister? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a),(c),(d)-(e) 
The following list shows the current status of all applications made under the School Education Act 1999 since 
the review process commenced in mid-2003. These applications include Section 157 applications for "advance 
determination" (a preliminary, but non-essential, step to registration) and one Section 158 application for 
registration:  

 Application Deferred Recommended by Approved Not Approved 
  by Applicant Advisory Committee by Minister by Minister 

Assn for Blind Kindergarten New school  Yes Yes  

Australian Islamic - Dianella Extension to Lower Sec   Yes Yes   

Australian Islamic - Thornlie Extension to Lower Sec   Yes Yes   

Australian Science Academy New school Yes       

Blue Gum Montessori Extension to Senior Primary   Yes Yes   

Bold Park Comm School Extension to Secondary   Yes  Pending  

College of Arts & Enterprise New school   No  Pending   

Dale Christian School Extension to Upper Sec   Yes Yes   

Damla College New school Yes       

Divine Mercy College Relocation   Yes Yes   

Joondalup Catholic Boys New school Yes       

Joondalup Catholic Girls New school Yes       



8778 [ASSEMBLY - Friday, 26 November 2004] 

 

Langford Islamic College New School   Yes Yes   

Mundaring Christian Extension to Year 10   Yes Yes   

Muslim Boys' College New school    Pending  

Quinns Baptist College Extension to Upper Sec   NA* Yes   

Serpentine-Jarrahdale Grammar New school    Pending 

SMYL Community School New school   No  Pending 

Vale Anglican School New school    Pending  

Wellard Anglican School New school    Pending  

Woodthorpe Drive Extension to Upper Sec   Yes Yes   

Woodthorpe Drive Cunderdin Campus   Yes Yes   

Woodthorpe Drive Dalwallinu Campus   Yes  Yes   

Woodthorpe Drive Gnowangerup Campus   Yes Yes   

* The application from Quinns Baptist College was a Section 158 Application for Registration made direct to the 
Minister. 

(b) Not Applicable. 

(f) There is no time limit imposed on the Minister under the Act for making a Section 157 "advance 
determination" on an application. The Minister must provide notification of a decision on a Section 158 
application for registration within 3 months. 

PILBARA FUND 

3240. Mr L. Graham to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development. 

I refer to the $20 million Pilbara Fund and ask - 
(a)  who are the members of the committee; 
(b)  on what date was each member of the committee appointed; 
(c)  how were the members chosen; 
(d)  what are the qualifications each member has to qualify them for the committee; 
(e)  on what date and where were the positions on the Fund committee advertised; 
(f)  who is the chair of the committee; 
(g)  how was the chair of the committee chosen; 
(h)  where is the Headquarters of the fund; 
(i)  does the fund have an administrative/executive officer; 
(j)  if the answer to (i) is no, who administers the fund; 

(k)  if the answer to (i) is yes - 

(i)  what is the salary for the position; 
(ii)  do the costs of the administration come out of the $20 million allocation; 
(iii)  how was the person chosen for the position; 
(iv)  where is the person located; 
(v)  what are the office costs associated with the position; 
(vi)  what additional staff does the person holding the position have; 
(vii)  what is the cost of the additional staff; 
(viii)  what are travel entitlements for the position; 
(ix)  if a mobile phone is provided, what is the cost and who is responsible for meeting those costs; and 
(x)  if a laptop computer is provided, what is the cost and who is responsible for meeting that cost; 

(l)  what are the terms of reference for the fund; 

(m)  how will funding decisions be made; 

(n)  when will funding decisions be finalised; 

(o)  what is the life of the committee; 

(p)  on what date will the committee's functions cease; 

(q)  is any of the $20 million contained in the fund already committed; 

(r)  what are the outcomes that the fund is expected to achieve; 
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(s)  where in the 2004/5 budget are the details of the fund located; and 

(t)  since its formation - 

(i)  on what dates has the committee met; 
(ii)  what was the location of each meeting; 
(iii)  who attended each meeting; and 
(iv)  from where can copies of any decisions taken by the committee be obtained? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a)-(g) Members of the Pilbara Partnership Priority Steering Committee are:  

Mr Ian Taylor (Interim Chair). Mr Taylor is Chairman of the Regional Development Council and a former 
Deputy Premier and Minister with responsibility for Regional Development. 

Mr Geoff Klem (Member) is the Director, Regional Policy Unit in the Department of Premier and Cabinet and 
is a qualified town and regional planner. 

Mrs Crane (Member) is the Acting CEO of the Pilbara Development Commission, and long term Pilbara 
resident with substantial experience in local government and community development. 

Mr Darren Injie (Member) is a long term Pilbara resident and is currently the Secretary of the Gumula 
Aboriginal Corporation. 

Ms Penny Joyce (Member) is a Pilbara resident employed by Pilbara Iron. She was nominated by the Chamber 
of Minerals and Energy as their representative on the Steering Committee. 

Cr Alan Cochrane (Member) is the President of the Shire of East Pilbara, and was nominated by the Pilbara 
Regional Council as their representative on the Committee. 

The Minister for the Pilbara wrote to Mr Taylor, Mr Klem, Mr Injie and Mrs Crane on 30 July 2004 inviting 
them to join the committee. The Minister also wrote to the Chamber of Minerals and Energy, and to the Pilbara 
Regional Council, inviting them to nominate a representative for the committee. Mr Tim Shanahan, CEO of 
the Chamber, was the initial representative before the nomination of Ms Joyce. The Pilbara Regional Council 
nominated Cr Cochrane on 19 October 2004. 

(h)  At the Pilbara Development Commission. 

(i)  Not at present. 

(j)  The Pilbara Development Commission 

(k)  N/A 

(l)  The primary objective of the Pilbara Fund is to add to the welfare of all people in the Pilbara and to make the 
region a better place to live and work. It is intended that the Fund will facilitate the social and economic 
development of the Pilbara through funding projects that will enhance the long term sustainable future of the 
region. The allocations will be generally consistent with the directions contained in the Pilbara Regional 
Priority Plan. 

(m)  The Pilbara Partnership Priority Steering Committee will assess applications and provide recommendations 
through the Pilbara Development Commission. The Cabinet Standing Committee on Regional Policy will 
make the final decisions on projects to be funded. 

(n)  For the first year of funding it is anticipated that funding decisions will be finalised by December 2004. 

(o)  The Committee will remain in existence for the duration of the Fund. 

(p)  When all monies in the Fund have been disbursed and fully acquitted.  

(q)  No. 

(r)  Refer to answer (l) above. 

(s)  Cabinet endorsed the 2004/05 allocation to the Fund after the finalisation of the 2004/05 budget papers. 

(t)  (i)-(ii)  24 August 2004 (Karratha), 17 September 2004 (Perth) and 14 November 2004 (Port Hedland). 

(iii)  24 August 2004 - Mr Taylor, Mr Klem, Mr Injie, Mr Tim Shanahan (for Ms Joyce), Mrs Crane 
17 September 2004 Mr Taylor, Mr Klem, Mr Injie, Ms Tanya Hudson (for Ms Joyce), Mrs Crane 
14 November 2004 - Mr Taylor, Mr Klem, Mr Injie, Ms Joyce, Mrs Crane, Cr Cochrane 

(iv)  Decisions made by the Cabinet Standing Committee on Regional Policy are made in confidence. However, all 
applicants will receive notification of the outcome of their application. Details of all successful applications 
will be posted on the Pilbara Development Commission website. 
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REGIONAL ROAD FUNDING, CUTS 

3241. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the issue of the 30 to 50% cuts to Regional Road Funding due to election commitments in health, education 
and community, the resulting delays to regional road projects, the answer to question on notice No. 1315 of 2003 and 
that the Government budget surplus is approximately $800 million and ask - 

(a) will the Minister make a commitment to use some of the available funds to restore the original 
funding allocation to the Regional Roads program; 

(b) if so, when will the Minister allocate this funding; and 
(c) if not, will the Minister explain why funding to ensure the safety of Western Australia’s regional 

roads is a lower priority than the $1.8 million allocated to send WA school children free to the 2004 
Royal Show? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(a) Funding allocations provided in the 2004/05 Budget to the Regional Road program were maintained 

at the 2003/04 level of $23.64 million. Future funding allocations will be determined through the 
annual Budget process. 

Currently, a new five year State Road Funds to Local Government Agreement for 2005/06 to 2009/10 
is being negotiated with the Western Australian Local Government Association. The new Agreement 
will determine the level of State funding for local roads over that period.  

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) Not applicable. 

SOUTH YUNDERUP CANAL AND HARVEY-PEEL ESTUARY SYSTEM, ASSESSMENT OF CONDITION 

3242. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to the complaints that I have received regarding the condition of the entrance to the South Yunderup Canal, and 
that the waterways of the Harvey/Peel estuary system are becoming difficult to manage by the many homeowners 
located along the canals in the area and ask - 

(a) when was the condition of the waterways in the Harvey/Peel estuary system, and specifically the 
mouth of the South Yunderup Canal, last assessed; 

(b) what was the result of that assessment; 

(c) is there a regular process of maintenance for this waterway to ensure that it does not deteriorate due to 
either silting or lack of maintenance; 

(d) if so, when was this work last carried out; 

(e) if this work was carried out recently, will the Minister explain why residents are lodging these 
complaints; 

(f) if there is no regular process of maintenance in place, when will the Minister instigate the necessary 
works to restore the waterways to an acceptable condition; and 

(g) if the Minister believes her Department is not responsible for these works, will she advise why not, 
since the waterways were constructed by her Department? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a) Surveys of the Harvey/Peel estuary system are conducted as required by the Department for Planning 
and Infrastructure (DPI) in consultation with the local community. Currently the boating channels at 
the mouth of the Murray and Serpentine Rivers are being dredged by DPI.  

With respect to the South Yunderup Entrance Channel, DPI conducted a survey in May 2002. It is 
important the Member understand that maintenance of this channel is the responsibility of the Shire of 
Murray under an agreement signed with the Minister for Transport in July 1995. 

(b) The average water depth in the South Yunderup Entrance Channel was about one (1) metre below 
Chart Datum in 2002, that is approximately one (1) metre below low tide.  

(c) Maintenance of the South Yunderup Entrance is the responsibility of the Shire of Murray under an 
agreement with the Minister of Transport dated July 1995. 

(d) Dredging was last undertaken in July 1999.  

(e) N/A 
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(f) The Shire or Murray was given the opportunity by DPI to share costs for mobilising a dredge whilst 
the dredging at the mouth of the Murray and Serpentine Rivers was underway, however it declined. 
DPI will survey the South Yunderup entrance channel within the next few months. This information 
will be forwarded to the Shire of Murray for its consideration. The Shire will need to determine when 
the next maintenance dredging program will occur. 

(g) Maintenance of the South Yunderup Entrance is the responsibility of the Shire of Murray under an 
agreement with the Minister of Transport dated July 1995. 

Under that agreement the shire agreed to establish a reserve fund for this work. The deed describes the 
sources of revenue for this fund as follows. 

"I.  The sum of Seventy Five Thousand Dollars ($75 000) paid by the Minister pursuant to this 
deed. 

II.  Contributions from developers and subdividers made pursuant to any re-zoning effected by 
the amendments to the Shires Town Planning Scheme No. 4, conditions of development and 
subdivision approval. 

III.  Additional rates paid by way of Specified Area Rate by ratepayers on the properties within 
the Yunderup Canals area pursuant to subsection 548(4) of the Local Government Act 1960; 
and 

IV.  An annual contribution by the Shire (Whether raised by loan or contributed to from the 
Shire's Municipal Fund) the sum of which shall be determined at the discretion of the 
Council of the Shire having regard to the maintenance requirements of the channel, the 
adequacy of the Fund and the amount of the Specified Area Rate applied to the Yunderup 
Canals area. " 

TEACHERS, ONLINE PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT, TENDERS 

3243. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) Has a tender been allocated to an overseas company to provide online professional development for Western 
Australian teachers? 

(2) When were tenders called for this service? 

(3) How many companies tendered for the service? 

(4) Who won the tender? 

(5) What is the estimated cost of the tender, and over what duration? 

(6) When will the service be available to Western Australian teachers? 

(7) Did any Australian companies tender for the contact? 

(8) If so, why were they not successful? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) No 

(2)-(8)   Not applicable 

STIRLING BRIDGE, DUPLICATION, COST, BUILDING PROGRAM AND REVIEW 

3244. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer to Main Roads advice that future planning proposes duplicating a new bridge to the east of the existing Stirling 
Bridge to provide three lanes for a southbound carriageway, and that the existing Stirling Bridge would be used for the 
three lane northbound carriageway and ask - 

(a) when is this building program planned for; 

(b) what is the estimated cost; 

(c) what advance studies have been done to indicate that this project is necessary; and 

(d) in view of the enormous expenditure on the South West Metropolitan Railway, will the Minister 
review the necessity for this project? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Main Roads is not aware of the advice referred to. However, any future duplication of the Stirling Bridge is 
considered to be a very long term proposal and is not included on Main Roads' current program. 
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(2) No detailed costings have been prepared for this proposal. 

(3) The proposal is not considered necessary at this stage from an economic or traffic demand basis. Main Roads 
is not aware of any studies which indicate duplication would be required at this time, or in the near future. 

(4) Not applicable. 

MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS, PAYMENT ADVICE 

3248. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Will the Minister advise if it is standard practise to advise an individual when his or her vehicle registration is 
due? 

(2) If so, how can the Minister be sure that the person in question has not moved house? 

(3) Will the Minister confirm that an individual can have his or her drivers license cancelled as a result of not 
handing in license plates for a vehicle with an expired registration? 

(4) If so, is the Government required to advise that person that his or her license has been cancelled? 

(5) If not, why not? 

(6) If yes, by what method of communication will a person be advised of this? 

(7) If the method of communication is by post, does the Minister concede that as a result of a change of abode, an 
individual may not actually learn about the cancellation of their license? 

(8) If yes, will the Minister review this? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2) It is the licensee's legal responsibility to notify the Department for Planning and Infrastructure of any change of 
address within 21 days. The renewal notice is forwarded by the Department for Planning and Infrastructure to 
the last place of residence notified by the licence holder. 

(3) If a person fails to pay an infringement notice for failure to return plates and ignores subsequent reminders 
issued by the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and the Department of Justice a licence suspension 
may ensue. 

(4) Yes 

(5) Not applicable 

(6) Prepaid mail 

(7) No - if the person discharges their obligations to notify the department of their change of address, they will be 
advised of the intention to suspend their licence before the suspension order takes effect. 

(8) Not applicable 

HARVEY PRIMARY SCHOOL, MAINTENANCE 

3250. Mr J.L. Bradshaw to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the need for repairs and renovations to the Harvey Primary School? 

(2) When can the students and staff expect the repairs and renovations to take place? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2) The Harvey Primary School is part of the four-year $65 million 'Fixing Our Schools' Program. The timing of 
funding allocations are determined by District Committees which assess the priority of needs of schools in the 
district on an annual basis. 

PINJARRA SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL, MAINTENANCE AND EXPANSION 

3251. Mr J.L. Bradshaw to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the drastic need for repairs, renovations and expansion of the Pinjarra Senior High 
School? 

(2) When can the students and staff of the Pinjarra Senior High School expect the repairs, renovations and 
expansion to take place? 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) The Minister is aware of the need for maintenance to be undertaken at Pinjarra Senior High School. The 
expansion of Pinjarra Senior High School is dependent upon student numbers.  

(2) The Pinjarra Senior High School is part of the four-year $65 million 'Fixing Our Schools' Program. The timing 
of funding allocations for maintenance are determined by District Committees which assess the priority of 
needs of schools in the district on an annual basis.  Future capital works details are being finalised and Pinjarra 
Senior High School will be considered during this process. 

RAILWAYS, CLARKSON STATION, CHANGES TO SCHEDULING ON NORTHERN LINE SINCE OPENING 

3253. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) How many complaints have been received at all stations on the northern line since the Clarkson Station 
opened? 

(2) What changes to scheduling have been made to the northern line since the Clarkson Station opened? 
(3) Have these changes had a detrimental affect on commuters catching trains to the city from Warwick, Stirling, 

Glendalough and Leederville? 
(4) If so, will the Minister reverse the new timetable to ensure that these commuters are able to access an efficient 

train service as was previously the case? 
(5) What are the time lines for the new rolling stock to meet the demands of commuters on the northern line? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Seventy four. However, most of those complaints were received in early October when the PTA was 
experiencing unforseen teething problems with its signalling system associated with the newly opened 
Clarkson station. At this time, the PTA also carried a record number of passengers due to the Royal Show and 
because of increased petrol prices. 

(2) An increase of two minutes in the journey time north of Warwick has been built into the timetable in 
anticipation of the opening of Greenwood station.  

(3) No.  

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) The six new three-car trains acquired to boost capacity on the Northern Suburbs line are now in operation and 
provide additional capacity for in excess of 3,000 passengers. The new trains have been introduced on shuttle 
services between Whitfords and Perth releasing railcars previously used on those services to increase capacity 
on the longer distance services between Clarkson and Perth.  

Additionally, from 14 October 2004, the PTA arranged for two services, that previously operated express from 
Warwick, to stop at all stations between Warwick and Perth creating additional peak time capacity for 
passengers accessing trains from intermediate stations. These services had considerable spare capacity after 
leaving Warwick. 

WORKERS' COMPENSATION, DOCTORS, CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

3255. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

I refer to the Sunday Times articles of 19 September 2004 that reported on doctors in the workers’ compensation system 
and ask - 

(a) how many doctors who perform assessments of workers’ compensation claimants’ injuries for Risk 
Cover sit concurrently on WorkCover medical assessment panels that rule on workers’ compensation 
medical disputes; 

(b) does the Minister regard it as a conflict of interest that doctors may sit on WorkCover medical 
assessment panels to determine medical disputes in the workers’ compensation jurisdiction and 
concurrently perform injury assessments of claimants for insurance companies; 

(c) if not, why not; 
(d) has the Minister considered allowing claimants in the workers’ compensation system to appeal 

decisions made by medical panels about their level of impairment to a merits review tribunal; and 
(e) if not, why not? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
(a) WorkCover records the names of doctors who sit on medical panels. Insurers do not provide 

WorkCover with information on doctors used by them. 
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(b) No. 

(c) A medical practitioner who has examined or treated the worker is not eligible to sit on the panel. 

(d) Yes, several alternative processes for medical panels were considered during the development of the 
Workers' Compensation Reform Bill. The final decision however was that medical assessment panels 
comprise 3 medical practitioners who meet together for the purpose of providing an independent 
assessment and determination. As such it is appropriate for the panel to be the final determinative 
body. 

(e) Not applicable 

GOODS AND SERVICE TAX REVENUE, AMOUNT RECEIVED FROM COMMONWEALTH GOVERNMENT 

3257. Dr E. Constable to the Treasurer 

(1) What amount of Goods and Services Tax (GST) revenue did the State Government receive from the 
Commonwealth Government in each of the following financial years - 

(a) 2000-2001; 
(b) 2001-2002; 
(c) 2002-2003; and 
(d) 2003-2004? 

(2) What is the projected amount of goods and services tax revenue that Western Australia is expected to receive 
from the Commonwealth Government in each of the following financial years - 

(a) 2004-2005; and 
(b) 2005-2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Total Commonwealth grants account for almost half of Western Australia's total operating revenue (in 2003-04 total 
Commonwealth grants were 46% of total operating revenue and the State Budget estimated that in 2004-05 they will 
account for 49%). 

The GST was introduced by the Commonwealth Government and agreed to by the States because it was seen to be a 
growth tax, in that it would increase at a faster rate than the revenues they were giving up. The States also expected that 
it would be a stable funding arrangement. 

While the GST was introduced in 2000-01, Western Australia received budget balancing assistance to ensure that we 
were no worse off than under previous arrangements, until 2003-04.   

Nevertheless, Western Australia still provided a net fiscal subsidy to the nation of over $2 billion per annum. 

The Government forms its budget based on advice from the Commonwealth on the expected value of GST payments, 
however, the State Budget is delivered prior to the Commonwealth and this means that we cannot incorporate the 
Commonwealth Budget estimates in our budget. 

The Commonwealth underestimated GST collections in the last two financial years, but overestimated in 2001-02. Its 
estimates oscillated wildly in the first year of operation. This makes it very difficult for the State to plan its finances for 
the years ahead.  As soon as Western Australia managed to secure a better deal from the Commonwealth Grants 
Commission in terms of the distribution of Commonwealth grants, we have given back to the community in terms of tax 
relief. 

In answer to the Member's specific question:  

(1) (a)  $2,374.6 million GST revenue grants, plus $213.0 million budget balancing assistance; 

(b)  $2,518.1 million GST revenue grants, plus $351.7 million budget balancing assistance; 

(c)  $2,910.2 million GST revenue grants, plus $44.1 million budget balancing assistance; and 

(d)  $3,157.9 million GST revenue grants. 

(2) (a)  $3,496 million GST revenue grants; and 

(b)  $3,629 million GST revenue grants. 

These figures are 2004/05 budget time estimates. 

Note: Under the Intergovernmental Agreement that accompanied the introduction of the GST, the Commonwealth 
agreed to 'top-up' GST Revenue Grants with budget balancing assistance payments, on the premise of ensuring that no 
State's budget was worse off as a result of GST-related tax reforms. 
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STAMP DUTY, REVENUE COLLECTED 

3258. Dr E. Constable to the Treasurer 

(1) How much revenue did the Office of State Revenue collect for the State Government from stamp duty charges 
in each of the following financial years - 

(a) 1996-1997; 
(b) 1997-1998; 
(c) 1998-1999; 
(d) 1999-2000; 
(e) 2000-2001; 
(f) 2001-2002; 
(g) 2002-2003; and 
(h) 2003-2004? 

(2) How much revenue is the Office of State Revenue projected to collect for the State Government from stamp 
duty charges in the next two financial years? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

State taxes account for around one third of total State revenue. They are needed to pay for important services like 
health, education, law and order and disability services. 

Using increased revenue and harnessing the proceeds of cutting waste and duplication, the Gallop Government has been 
able to provide massive increases in funding in key service areas. In 2004-05, annual spending on health is $808 million 
higher than when the Government came to office, education spending is $457 million higher, police spending is 
$159 million higher and disability services spending is $72 million higher. 

The Government has also funded the $1.5 billion New MetroRail Project, the $1.7 billion Reid Reform Plan for the 
State's public health system and the $350 million desalination plant. It has also paid off $481 million in State debt. 

These decisions have been made within a responsible financial framework that aims to keep the Budget in balance and 
preserve the State's AAA credit rating. 

Recognising the inequities and administrative burden for businesses in meeting State tax obligations, the Gallop 
Government embarked on the biggest tax reform program since the Second World War. This has seen the abolition of 
six nuisance taxes and the simplification of payroll and land tax.  

Given strong economic conditions and the improved revenue outlook, the Government was able to provide tax relief in 
the 2004-05 State Budget. In October 2004, the Premier announced a further $1 billion in stamp duty, land tax and 
payroll tax relief over the next four years. 

In answer to the Member's specific question: 

(1) The following amounts of revenue were raised in each of the years specified from total stamp duties, including 
duties on property conveyances, insurance policies, motor vehicle licence transfers and mortgages. 

(a) $643 million 
(b) $845 million 
(c) $818 million 
(d) $972 million 
(e) $1,038 million 
(f) $1,144 million 
(g) $1,430 million 
(h) $1,927 million 

The revenue figures prior to 1998 are on a cash basis. All data figures from 1998-1999 onwards are on an 
accrual Government Finance Statistics (GFS) basis. 

(2) In the 2004-2005 budget, projected revenues from these sources are: 

2004-05 $1,474 million 
2005-06 $1,539 million 

These figures were calculated on an accrual basis. 

LAND TAX, REVENUE COLLECTED 

3259. Dr E. Constable to the Treasurer 

(1) How much revenue did the Office of State Revenue collect for the State Government from the levying of land 
tax in each of the following financial years - 
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(a) 1996-1997; 
(b) 1997-1998; 
(c) 1998-1999; 
(d) 1999-2000; 
(e) 2000-2001; 
(f) 2001-2002; 
(g) 2002-2003; and 
(h) 2003-2004? 

(2) How much revenue is the Office of State Revenue projected to collect for the State Government from land 
taxes in the next two financial years? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

State taxes account for around one third of total State revenue. They are needed to pay for important services like 
health, education, law and order and disability services. 

Using increased revenue and harnessing the proceeds of cutting waste and duplication, the Gallop Government has been 
able to provide massive increases in funding in key service areas. In 2004-05, annual spending on health is $808 million 
higher than when the Government came to office, education spending is $457 million higher, police spending is 
$159 million higher and disability services spending is $72 million higher. 

The Government has also funded the $1.5 billion New MetroRail Project, the $1.7 billion Reid Reform Plan for the 
State's public health system and the $350 million desalination plant. It has also paid off $481 million in State debt. 

These decisions have been made within a responsible financial framework that aims to keep the Budget in balance and 
preserve the State's AAA credit rating. 

Recognising the inequities and administrative burden for businesses in meeting State tax obligations, the Gallop 
Government embarked on the biggest tax reform program since the Second World War. This has seen the abolition of 
six nuisance taxes and the simplification of payroll and land tax.  

Given strong economic conditions and the improved revenue outlook, the Government was able to provide tax relief in 
the 2004-05 State Budget. In October 2004, the Premier announced a further $1 billion in stamp duty, land tax and 
payroll tax relief over the next four years. 

In answer to the Member's specific question:  

(1) (a)  $165 million 
(b) $171 million 
(c) $178 million 
(d) $195 million 
(e) $221 million 
(f) $226 million 
(g) $260 million 
(h) $280 million 

The revenue figures prior to 1998 are on a cash basis. All data figures from 1998-1999 onwards are on an 
accrual Government Finance Statistics (GFS) basis. 

(2)   Land Tax Metropolitan Region Improvement Tax 
 2004-05  $301 million $46 million 
 2005-06  $322 million $49 million 

These figures were calculated on an accrual basis and are 2004-05 budget time estimates. 

PAYROLL TAX, REVENUE COLLECTED 

3260. Dr E. Constable to the Treasurer 

(1) How much revenue did the Office of State Revenue collect for the State Government from the levying of 
payroll tax in each of the following financial years - 

(a) 1996-1997; 
(b) 1997-1998; 
(c) 1998-1999; 
(d) 1999-2000; 
(e) 2000-2001; 
(f) 2001-2002; 
(g) 2002-2003; and 
(h) 2003-2004? 
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(2) How much revenue is the Office of State Revenue projected to collect for the State Government from payroll 
taxes in the next two financial years? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

State taxes account for around one third of total State revenue. They are needed to pay for important services like 
health, education, law and order and disability services. 

Using increased revenue and harnessing the proceeds of cutting waste and duplication, the Gallop Government has been 
able to provide massive increases in funding in key service areas. In 2004-05, annual spending on health is $808 million 
higher than when the Government came to office, education spending is $457 million higher, police spending is 
$159 million higher and disability services spending is $72 million higher. 

The Government has also funded the $1.5 billion New MetroRail Project, the $1.7 billion Reid Reform Plan for the 
State's public health system and the $350 million desalination plant. It has also paid off $481 million in State debt. 

These decisions have been made within a responsible financial framework that aims to keep the Budget in balance and 
preserve the State's AAA credit rating. 

Recognising the inequities and administrative burden for businesses in meeting State tax obligations, the Gallop 
Government embarked on the biggest tax reform program since the Second World War. This has seen the abolition of 
six nuisance taxes and the simplification of payroll and land tax.  

Given strong economic conditions and the improved revenue outlook, the Government was able to provide tax relief in 
the 2004-05 State Budget. In October 2004, the Premier announced a further $1 billion in stamp duty, land tax and 
payroll tax relief over the next four years. 

In answer to the Member's specific question: 

(1) (a)  $668 million 
(b) $706 million 
(c) $753 million 
(d) $766 million 
(e) $833 million 
(f) $900 million 
(g) $1,004 million 
(h) $1,139 million 

The revenue figures prior to 1998 are on a cash basis. All data figures from 1998-1999 onwards are on an 
accrual Government Finance Statistics (GFS) basis. 

(2) 2004-05  $1,202 million 
2005-06  $1,273 million 

These figures were calculated on an accrual basis and are 2004-05 budget time estimates. 

DEBITS TAX, REVENUE COLLECTED 

3261. Dr E. Constable to the Treasurer 

(1) How much revenue did the Office of State Revenue collect for the State Government from the levying of 
debits tax in each of the following financial years - 

(a) 1996-1997; 
(b) 1997-1998; 
(c) 1998-1999; 
(d) 1999-2000; 
(e) 2000-2001; 
(f) 2001-2002; 
(g) 2002-2003; and 
(h) 2003-2004? 

(2) How much revenue is the Office of State Revenue projected to collect for the State Government from debit 
taxes in the next two financial years? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

State taxes account for around one third of total State revenue. They are needed to pay for important services like 
health, education, law and order and disability services. 

Using increased revenue and harnessing the proceeds of cutting waste and duplication, the Gallop Government has been 
able to provide massive increases in funding in key service areas. In 2004-05, annual spending on health is $808 million 
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higher than when the Government came to office, education spending is $457 million higher, police spending is 
$159 million higher and disability services spending is $72 million higher. 

The Government has also funded the $1.5 billion New MetroRail Project, the $1.7 billion Reid Reform Plan for the 
State's public health system and the $350 million desalination plant. It has also paid off $481 million in State debt. 

These decisions have been made within a responsible financial framework that aims to keep the Budget in balance and 
preserve the State's AAA credit rating. 

Recognising the inequities and administrative burden for businesses in meeting State tax obligations, the Gallop 
Government embarked on the biggest tax reform program since the Second World War. This has seen the abolition of 
six nuisance taxes and the simplification of payroll and land tax. The Government has legislated to abolish debits tax 
from 1 July 2005. 

Given strong economic conditions and the improved revenue outlook, the Government was able to provide tax relief in 
the 2004-05 State Budget. In October 2004, the Premier announced a further $1 billion in stamp duty, land tax and 
payroll tax relief over the next four years. 

In answer to the Member's specific question: 

(1) (a)  $56 million 
(b) $107 million 
(c) $108 million 
(d) $103 million 
(e) $100 million 
(f) $96 million 
(g) $95 million 
(h) $97 million 

The revenue figures prior to 1998 are on a cash basis. All data figures from 1998-1999 onwards are on an 
accrual Government Finance Statistics (GFS) basis. 

(2) 2004-05   $96 million 
2005-06   $8 million 

These figures were calculated on an accrual basis and are 2004-05 budget time estimates. 

TOURISM, SOUTH WEST, IMPACT OF REGIONAL FOREST AGREEMENT 

3264. Mr B.K. Masters to the Premier 

(1) What evidence is available to support the Premier’s claim, made in his media statement of 5 October 2004, that 
‘Since becoming protected from old growth logging, our South-West forests have become a major tourist 
attraction’? 

(2) Is it not true that, as a result of opposition to the Regional Forest Agreement (RFA) from anti-logging 
activities, tourism to the South-West forests dropped significantly in the lead-up to the 2001 State election? 

(3) What factual data such as tourist visitations, overnight stays at accommodation providers in the South-West 
forest region and expenditures exist to show that current tourism levels are significantly higher than tourism 
levels prior to the start of the RFA dispute? 

(4) What influence has international terrorism such as September 11 in New York had on domestic tourism and 
has there been a downturn in international tourism by Australians such that more are staying at home and 
visiting domestic tourism areas such as the South-West forests? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(1)-(4) I would encourage the Member to read an independent report titled "Assessment of the Economic Value of 
Recreation and Tourism in Western Australia's National Parks, Marine Parks and Forest" by Jack Carlsen and 
David Wood. This report examines the impact of national parks, marine parks and forests on tourism. This 
study indicates that conservatively, between $61.9 to $70.5 million can be attributed to forests being the major 
reason for tourists visiting the Southern Region. Furthermore, the amount of new or retained tourist 
expenditure attributable to forests in the Southern Region is $5.7 million. 

TOURISM, SOUTH WEST, IMPACT OF REGIONAL FOREST AGREEMENT 

3265. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Tourism 

(1) What evidence is available to support the Premier’s claim, made in his media statement of 5 October 2004, that 
‘Since becoming protected from old growth logging, our South-West forests have become a major tourist 
attraction’? 
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(2) Is it not true that, as a result of opposition to the Regional Forest Agreement (RFA) from anti-logging 
activities, tourism to the South-West forests dropped significantly in the lead-up to the 2001 State election? 

(3) What factual data such as tourist visitations, overnight stays at accommodation providers in the South-West 
forest region and expenditures exist to show that current tourism levels are significantly higher than tourism 
levels prior to the start of the RFA dispute? 

(4) What influence has international terrorism such as September 11 in New York had on domestic tourism and 
has there been a downturn in international tourism by Australians such that more are staying at home and 
visiting domestic tourism areas such as the South-West forests? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

I refer the Member to the answer provided by the Premier to Question on Notice 3264. 

ALCOA WORLD ALUMINA AUSTRALIA, WAROONA, BLASTING ACTIVITIES, IMPACT ON FARMING 
OPERATIONS 

3268. Mr J.L. Bradshaw to the Minister for State Development 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the disruption to the Pinzone farming operations by Alcoa’s blasting and extraction of 
minerals at Waroona? 

(2) Does the Minister support the fact that the Pinzone family should be able to farm without fear of injury when 
blasting unsettles the cattle in the dairy? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that the Pinzone family have been Artificially Inseminating their cattle and requested 
Alcoa not to blast within four (4) kilometres of their farm as the blasting unsettles the cattle and can result in a 
poor conception rate? 

(4) Is the Minister aware that this blasting has also caused cattle at another nearby dairy to become unsettled when 
blasting took place at milking time? 

(5) Is there no protection for adjoining businesses, which are adversely affected by Alcoa’s blasting and mining 
activities adjacent to their private property? 

(6) Has any investigation been undertaken into the allegations made by the Pinzone family? 

(7) What are the results of these investigations? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

(1)-(7) I met with Mr Steven and Mr Dominic Pinzone on 27 October 2004 and discussed a number of issues related 
to their concerns regarding Alcoa's Willowdale Mining Operations. 

I have subsequently written to Mr and Mrs Pinzone seeking confirmation of the particular points of concern. I 
have now received their reply. 

I am advised that some of the issues raised are already under investigation by the District Inspector of Mines 
but that further inquiries will need to be made before a number of these issues can be resolved. 

LUDLOW TUART FOREST, ITEMS LEFT BEHIND BY PROTESTORS 

3269. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for the Environment 

(1) Have various items been left behind within the Ludlow tuart forest by people who were protesting at the 
proposal by Cable Sands to mine mineral sands? 

(2) What are these items? 

(3) Who will assume ownership of these items if the original owners cannot be found? 

(4) Who is responsible for the collection and storage for these items prior to their owners being located? 

(5) Will these items be disposed of and, if yes, how will they be disposed of, once reasonable attempts to locate 
the owners have been made? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(1) There are several items, believed to have been associated with people protesting against the Ludlow mineral 
sands mine, left in the Ludlow tuart forest. Cable Sands has collected and disposed of items abandoned by 
protesters on the Ludlow mine site via a process of public advertising. Adjacent to the mine site and on land 
managed by the Shire of Busselton there is a tree platform remaining in a tuart tree. 

(2) The items remaining in the Ludlow tuart forest comprise stock pallets, empty cable reels, signs, a hammock, 
camping utensils, a utility frame and some assorted rubbish. 
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(3) If the original owners of the property cannot be found, the Department of Conservation and Land Management 
(CALM) will proceed to dispose of the property left on land managed by CALM in accordance with the 
requirements of Part 6 of the Conservation and Land Management Regulations 2002. Part 6 provides direction 
in determining ownership or control, seizure and removal, and disposal of property that is not authorised to be 
on land managed by CALM. 

(4) See answer to (3) 

(5) Yes. Regulation 80(1) provides for forfeiture to the Crown and sale or destruction of the property if it is not 
claimed within a period of six months. 

LUDLOW TUART FOREST, ITEMS LEFT BEHIND BY PROTESTORS 

3270. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for State Development 

(1) Have various items been left behind within the Ludlow tuart forest by people who were protesting at the 
proposal by Cable Sands to mine mineral sands? 

(2) What are these items? 

(3) Who will assume ownership of these items if the original owners cannot be found? 

(4) Who is responsible for the collection and storage for these items prior to their owners being located? 

(5) Will these items be disposed of and, if yes, how will they be disposed of, once reasonable attempts to locate 
the owners have been made? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 

I am advised: 

(1)-(4) Items left behind by protestors on the mining tenement included building materials, paving bricks, pine timber, 
pallets, tent poles, folding chairs, table frames, tyres, wire etc. These items were collected and stored in a shed 
in Picton by Cable Sands. 

(5) In early October 2004 Cable Sands advertised the location of the materials in local papers and identified 
methods for collection of the materials, including the final date for collection. A person collected some of the 
equipment in mid October on behalf of members of the protest group. At the end of October Cable Sands 
extended the deadline for collection to 12 November 2004. Following this date all materials were disposed of 
via a local contractor. 

LAND CLEARING, APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS 

3275. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for the Environment 

(1) How many applications to clear native vegetation have been received by the Department of Environment since 
new clearing regulations came into effect on 8 July 2004? 

(2) How many of these applications have been finalised? 

(3) What is the expected length of time needed by the Department for a clearing permit to be assessed and decided 
upon? 

(4) Of the current 250-odd applications, how many have been told by the Department that they will need to 
undertake surveys for rare and endangered flora, with a requirement to be applied that such surveys must be 
conducted between 1 September and 30 November each year? 

(5) If all flora surveys within the south west land division must be conducted during the months of spring, does 
this indicate that it will take, on average, at least one year for a typical clearing permit to be issued? 

(6) How does the Department intend to manage or otherwise assist in managing the huge demands that will be 
placed on consulting botanists who will be unlikely to be able to meet all of the demands placed on their time 
if vegetation surveys can only be conducted during three months of the year? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following response: 

1.  There have been 208 applications received and logged on the Department of Environment's database system. 

2.  Of these, 88 applications have been finalised, ie either granted, refused or withdrawn (after being found 
exempt).  

3.  The target time to deal with clearing applications is in the order of that under the Soil and Land Conservation 
Regulations 1992, which was 90 days. Of the permits that have been granted or refused, this target has been 
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largely met to date. The DoE is developing processes that more efficiently deal with less significant clearing. 
The target for making a decision on these applications will be in the order of 8 weeks.  

4.  Three applicants have been instructed to conduct flora surveys.  
5.  With only 1% of proposals so far requiring flora surveys, and relatively low numbers of applications for the 

South West Land Division, the average time taken to make a decision is unlikely to increase much above that 
discussed as for question 3.  

6.  Considering the low number of flora surveys required so far, the Department does not expect the requirements 
for flora surveys will produce a shortage of available consulting botanists.  

PREPRIMARY SCHOOLS, FUNDING 

3276. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Education and Training 
(1) What amount of capital works funding did each of the following pre-primary schools receive over each of the 

past four financial years - 
(a) Churchlands Pre-Primary; 
(b) City Beach Pre-Primary; 
(c) Doubleview Pre-Primary; 
(d) Floreat Park Pre-Primary; 
(e) Kapinara Pre-Primary; 
(f) Lake Monger Pre-Primary; 
(g) Scarborough Pre-Primary; 
(h) Wembley Pre-Primary; 
(i) Wembley Downs Pre-Primary; 
(j) Woodlands Pre-Primary; and 
(k) Yuluma Pre-Primary? 

(2) What amount of school maintenance funding did each of the following pre-primary schools receive over each 
of the past four financial years - 
(a) Churchlands Pre-Primary; 
(b) City Beach Pre-Primary; 
(c) Doubleview Pre-Primary; 
(d) Floreat Park Pre-Primary; 
(e) Kapinara Pre-Primary; 
(f) Lake Monger Pre-Primary; 
(g) Scarborough Pre-Primary; 
(h) Wembley Pre-Primary; 
(i) Wembley Downs Pre-Primary; 
(j) Woodlands Pre-Primary; and 
(k) Yuluma Pre-Primary? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) Capital Works 
(a)-(k)  Nil 

(2) Maintenance 
  School    2000/2001 2001/2002 2002/2003 2003/2004 

(a) Churchlands Pre Primary  $2 890  $2 284  $1 323  $2 807 
(b) City Beach Pre Primary  $2 304  $2 232  $6 465  $3 891 
(c) Doubleview Pre Primary  Nil  Nil  $ 27 534  $774 
(d) Floreat Park Pre Primary  $2 964  $2 905  $2 425  $3 766 
(e) Kapinara Pre Primary  $743  $843  $869  $7 158 
(f) Lake Monger Pre Primary  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil 
(g) Scarborough Pre Primary  $6 741  $2 834  $3 490  $3 187 
(h) Wembley Pre Primary  $679  $236  $423  $530 
(i) Wembley Downs Pre Primary $3 319  $1 138  $1 014  $569 
(j) Woodlands Pre Primary  $5 792  $7 460  $3 475  $6 472 
(k) Yuluma Pre Primary  $450  Nil  $758  $760 

PRIMARY SCHOOLS, FUNDING 

3277. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Education and Training 
(1) What amount of capital works funding did each of the following schools receive in each of the past four 

financial years - 
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(a) Churchlands Primary School; 
(b) City Beach Primary School; 
(c) Doubleview Primary School; 
(d) Floreat Primary School; 
(e) Kapinara Primary School; 
(f) Lake Monger Primary School; 
(g) Scarborough Primary School; 
(h) Woodlands Primary School; 
(i) Wembley Primary School; 
(j) Wembley Downs Primary School; and 
(k) Yuluma Primary School? 

(2) What amount of school maintenance funding did each of the following schools receive in each of the past four 
financial years - 

(a) Churchlands Primary School; 
(b) City Beach Primary School; 
(c) Doubleview Primary School; 
(d) Floreat Primary School; 
(e) Kapinara Primary School; 
(f) Lake Monger Primary School; 
(g) Scarborough Primary School; 
(h) Woodlands Primary School; 
(i) Wembley Primary School; 
(j) Wembley Downs Primary School; and 
(k) Yuluma Primary School? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1)  Capital Works  

(a),(b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (h), (j) and (k)  Nil 

(g) $322 000 2001/2002  

(i) $362 000 2002/2003 

(2) Maintenance         
  School     2000/2001 2001/2002 2002/2003 2003/2004 

(a) Churchlands Primary School $16 682  $57 416  $39 926  $43 788 
(b) City Beach Primary School $24 986  $31 682  $21 660  $46 439 
(c) Doubleview Primary School $43 407  $59 559  $50 107  $194 443 
(d) Floreat Park Primary School $63 777  $83 737  $42 071  $101 221 
(e) Kapinara Primary School  $29 694  $21 338  $25 425  $34 853 
(f) Lake Monger Primary School $13 514  $38 903  $40 115  $41 628 
(g) Scarborough Primary School $38 741   $32 225  $35 528  $49 421 
(h) Wembley Primary School  $116 895 $118 145 $45 867  $63 782 
(i) Wembley Downs Primary School $36 741  $46 860  $21 973  $11 904 
(j) Woodlands Primary School $18 672  $30 813  $31 138  $49 373 
(k) Yuluma Primary School  $30 930  $50 785  $27 960  $59 533 

CHURCHLANDS AND CITY BEACH HIGH SCHOOLS, FUNDING 

3278. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) What amount of capital works funding did each of the following schools receive in each of the past four 
financial years - 

(a) Churchlands Senior High School; and 
(b) City Beach High School? 

(2) What amount of school maintenance funding did each of the following schools receive in each of the past four 
financial years - 

 (a) Churchlands Senior High School; and 
 (b) City Beach High School? 

(3) What amount of school grounds funding did each of the following schools receive in each of the past four 
financial years - 
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(a) Churchlands Senior High School; and 
(b) City Beach High School? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) Capital Works 

(a) Nil 
(b) $2 342 000 2000/2001 

(2) Maintenance 

  School    2000/2001 2001/2002 2002/2003 2003/2004 
(a) Churchlands Senior High School $291 918 $305 461 $193 883 $214.895 
(b) City Beach High School  $77 810  $338 780 $68 964  $120 607 

(3) Grounds 

(a) $110 000 2002/2003 
(b) Nil 

PAYROLL TAX, LAND TAX AND STAMP DUTY, COST OF TAXPAYER COMPLIANCE 

3279. Dr E. Constable to the Treasurer 

(1) What was the total cost to the State Government of achieving taxpayer compliance with payroll tax 
assessments in each of the past five financial years? 

(2) What was the total cost to the State Government of achieving taxpayer compliance with land tax assessments 
in each of the past five financial years? 

(3) What was the total cost to the State Government of achieving taxpayer compliance with stamp duty 
assessments in each of the past five financial years? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(1) The total cost of collections of payroll tax assessments for the past five financial years was as follows: 

Year  Cost of Collections ($m) 
1999/00  $4.387 
2000/01  $6.036 
2001/02  $5.877 
2002/03  $7.055 
2003/04  $7.414 

(2) The total cost of collections of land tax assessments[1] for the past five financial years was as follows: 

Year  Cost of Collections ($m) 
1999/00  $10.505 
2000/01  $11.622 
2001/02  $12.355 
2002/03  $11.713 
2003/04  $11.182 

(3) The total cost of collections of stamp duty assessments for the past five financial years was as follows: 

Year  Cost of Collections ($m) 
1999/00  $9.656 
2000/01  $8.688 
2001/02  $10.430 
2002/03  $10.589 
2003/04  $11.551 

[1] All figures include the cost of collection of financial taxes 

NATIVE VEGETATION, SOUTH WEST, PUBLIC AND PRIVATE LAND 

3280. Mr B.K. Masters to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

(1) As part of or complimentary to the work undertaken to produce ‘Native Vegetation In Western Australia: 
Extent, type and status’ by D.P. Shepherd et al (2001), has a breakdown of native vegetation distribution 
between public and private land within the South West Land Division been produced? 

(2) If yes, what reports have been produced and what is their availability? 
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(3) If not, and recognising the on-going financial, management and environmental implications for the owners of 
native vegetation on private land, will the Government undertake such a study? 

(4) Does the Government accept that the environmental and conservation values of privately owned native 
vegetation is high and, as such, the protection of these values should be an urgent Government priority? 

(5) If no reports have been produced, what is the Government’s best estimate of the area of land (in hectares) of 
native vegetation occurring on private land within the South West Land Division? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

1) Yes.  This issue has been addressed in follow-up work after publication of D.P. Shepherd et al (2001). I have a 
table of statistics which shows a breakdown of the native vegetation extent on public and private lands in the 
south-west agricultural area.  I will table these statistics.  [See paper No 3060.] 

2) A follow-up report is in preparation, by the same principal author, that will include updated vegetation extent 
statistics and more detailed information on the types and extent of native vegetation in Western Australia. This 
report will be published early in the new year, but preliminary data is currently available from the Department 
of Agriculture. 

3)  This question should be directed to the Minister for Environment. 

4)  This question should be directed to the Minister for Environment 

5) See information provided for Question 1. 

MOTOR VEHICLE RECORDING FEE, REDUCTION 

3282. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Treasurer 

I refer the Treasurer to the Auditor General’s Report of September 2004 and the finding that the motor vehicle 
recording fee collected by the Department of Planning and Infrastructure was 125% above cost recovery, and to his 
statement in the Legislative Assembly on 22 September 2004 that ‘The Government corrected that matter in the last 
budget. If we are taxing people, we will be open, honest and accountable about that. We will identify anything that is a 
tax. We want Government agencies to collect cost recovery only. …’ and  ask - 

(a) is the Treasurer aware that the matter has not been corrected, and that to this day, the Department of 
Planning and Infrastructure continues to charge $16.20 for the recording fee component of the motor 
vehicle licence fee; 

(b) if so, why has the Treasurer not taken action to correct the matter; and 

(c) is the Treasurer satisfied that his Government is being open, honest and accountable about taxing 
people, when the relevant Minister is suggesting simply moving part of the recording fee to another 
part of the bill? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a)-(b)  The Government is aware that the current recording fee is $16.20. As acknowledged by the Auditor 
General in April 2004, the Government approved the Department for Planning and Infrastructure 
reducing the motor vehicle recording fee to cost recovery level. However, the department is still 
progressing a thorough review of all costs associated with the recording fee.  This review will include 
revised costs associated with the TRELIS system. The information is scheduled to be available by 
mid-December and, based on that information, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure will take 
appropriate action to address the Auditor General's concerns; 

(c) The Government is seeking to comprehensively address an issue of overcharging inherited from the 
previous Coalition Government. 

EAST PERTH POWER STATION, CAPACITY AND OPERATIONAL STATUS OF ELECTRICAL 
SWITCHYARDS 

3283. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Energy 

(1) What is the capacity and operational status of the electrical switchyards located in the vicinity of the now 
defunct East Perth Power Station at - 

(a) Summer Street; and 
(b) the river frontage at the rear of the Joel Terrace Control Centre? 

(2) Bearing in mind that considerable upgrading appears to have been undertaken in the river frontage switchyard 
and that no upgrading is evident at the Summers Street yard, will the Minister advise if any of the capability of 
the Summers Street switchyard is being transferred to the river frontage switchyard? 
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(3) If the answer to (2) is yes - 

(a) what proportion of the capability has or will be transferred; 
(b) when will the work be completed; 
(c) at what cost; and 
(d) will it result in the Summers Street switchyard becoming obsolete? 

(4) If the answer to (2) is no, is it intended to - 

(a) upgrade the Summers Street switchyard; or 
(b) transfer it to another locality? 

(5) Is it intended to further expand the switching apparatus over the river frontage switchyard? 

(6) If the answer to (5) is yes - 

(a) when; and 
(b) over what area when related to adjoining properties? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(1)  The current load supplied by the electrical switchyards located at Summer Street and the river frontage at the 
rear of the Joel Terrace Control Centre is 308 MW and it is growing at 2.3% per year. Both switchyards are 
critical to the supply to the CBD and to the adjoining suburbs now and in the future. 

(a) The Summer Street switchyard's operational status is normal -- it supplies power to East Perth, Perth, 
Highgate, Mt Lawley, and Maylands. 

(b) The river frontage switchyard's operational status is normal --it supplies power to the switchyard at 
Summer Street and to the CBD, West Perth, Subiaco, West Leederville, Leederville, North Perth, and 
Menora. 

(2)  No capability from the Summers Street switchyard is being transferred to the river frontage switchyard. The 
work that has occurred in the area is associated with a new underground cable that is to improve security to the 
CBD. 

(3)  (a)-(d)  Not applicable. 

(4) (a) In the long term, it is intended to upgrade the Summers Street switchyard to 132 kV voltage level to 
meet increased demand for power. 

(b) There is insufficient land available to relocate this switchyard and meet Perth's long-term need for 
power. 

(5)  The switchyard will be expanded to meet Perth's need for additional power. 

(6)  Yes 

(a) Increasing demand for electric power will result in a need to further expand the switching apparatus 
for the foreseeable future, the exact timing, however, will depend on actual load growth as well as 
other factors -- at this stage it is anticipated that within the next few years it will be necessary to 
expand the switching apparatus to be able to connect additional load circuits. 

(b) There are no plans at this stage to increase landholdings around this switchyard. Future development 
of the site (extension of the substation) is intended to be contained within our current landholding, 
which extends north from the present substation development to the Banks Reserve. The timing of 
this development has not been determined. 

SOUTH WEST AREA HEALTH SERVICE, MS ANNE CHAMPION 

3284. Mr P.D. Omodei to the Minister for Health 

(1) Given that Ms Anne Champion believes that she is still in the full employment of the South West Area Health 
Service and has never signed a document requesting leave without pay, will the Minister verify her 
employment status? 

(2) Given that Ms Champion had an interview with Paul Harris, Manager Human and Industrial Relations, and 
Kate Cross, Acting Policy Coordinator, on 2 April 2003 with the purpose of documenting Ms Champion’s 
concerns relating to issues of work practice at the Busselton Hospital, is there a document which records this 
interview containing 18 pages of concerns? 

(3) Have these concerns been addressed? 

(4) Will the Minister explain why Ms Champion has not been paid since 1 November 2003? 
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(5) If not, why not? 

(6) Will the Minister verify that Ms Champion met with staff members from the Premier’s office on 23 
March 2004? 

(7) What was the outcome of this meeting? 

(8) Will the Minister give a commitment to resolve all of Ms Champion’s claims? 

(9) If not, why not? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

1.  Ms Champion is currently on leave without pay. In a letter from Ms Champion to South West Area Health 
Service (SWAHS) dated 30/12/03, she had agreed to be deemed as on Leave Without Pay status at the request 
of SWAHS. Ms Champion has been issued with an instruction to return to work. This instruction was 
confirmed by Ms Champion to have been received on 15/10/04. 

2.  Yes. The correct name is Paul Hollis not Harris. 

3.  Yes. 

4.  Ms Champion has been on approved leave without pay.  

5.  Employees are not entitled to remuneration when on leave without pay.  

6.  Yes. 

7.  The Premier's Office suggested that Ms Champion discuss her issues with the Ombudsman's Office. 

8.  A commitment to address Ms Champion's claim has been given and undertaken. I am unable to give a 
commitment to resolve Ms Champion's claims to her satisfaction solely. 

9.   All major claims relating to safety issues within the workplace have been addressed. Ms Champion's claims 
relating to other individuals have not been substantiated through investigation and discussion with those 
individuals named by her. 

JUVENILE DETENTION CENTRE, GOLDFIELDS 

3286. Mr J.J.M. Bowler to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) Will the Minister advise the anticipated cost to build a juvenile detention centre in the Goldfields? 

(2) Will the Minister advise the operating cost of a detention centre? 

(3) Will the Minister advise what the anticipated usage of a detention centre would be? 

(4) Will the Minister provide a comparison of the cost per inmate of the current system and the anticipated cost per 
inmate of a Goldfields detention centre? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1) The Department of Justice advise initial estimates provided in early 2004 suggest the costs may be up to 
$20 million. 

(2) The Department of Justice advise the estimated operational costs of such a facility are estimated to be 
approximately $2 million dollars per annum. 

(3) The Department of Justice advise for the period 1 March 2004 to 27 August 2004, the daily average number of 
juveniles sentenced from the Goldfields region was 7. Based on these figures the construction and operation 
costs of such a centre cannot be justified. 

(4) The Department of Justice advise the anticipated costs per juvenile would be approximately three to four times 
more expensive than the current costs per juvenile. 

DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION, FUNDING, COMMUNITY LIVING PROGRAM 

3288. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Disability Services 

(1) In each of the past five financial years, what were the funds allocated by the Disability Services Commission to 
identity Western Australia’s supported Community Living Program? 

(2) In each of the past five financial years, how many individuals were served by the funds referred to in (1)? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

i.d.entity.wa Supported Community Living Program 

(1) Funds allocated to the Supported Community Living Program. 
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2004/05   $194,866  
2003/04   $229,705  
2002/03   $264,803  
2001/02   $255,410  
2000/01   $248,642  
1999/00   $221,468 

(2) Number of individuals in the Supported Community Living Program 

2004/05   10 clients 
2003/04   12 clients 
2002/03   18 clients 
2001/02   18 clients 
2000/01   18 clients 
1999/00   18 clients 

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX, REVENUE 

3289. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Treasurer 

I refer to the introduction of the Goods and Services Tax and ask - 

(a) how much has been received by Western Australia in each year since this tax was introduced; and 

(b) was the actual revenue more or less than the estimated revenue from this source for each of these 
years? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

The GST was accepted by the States and Territories on the basis that it is a tax that is expected to increase over time and 
thus help to fund expenditure in areas such as law and order and health where demand is increasing exponentially and 
well in excess of the rate of growth in the State's traditional revenue base. 

The States also expected that the GST would be a stable revenue base. 

It was, however, recognised that it would take time for the States to be better off under the new system than they were 
before and, on this basis, the Commonwealth agreed to ‘top up’ payments so that the States were no worse off than they 
would otherwise be. 

For the first three years (that is 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03) Western Australia received budget balancing assistance 
(that is ‘top up’ payments). It was not until 2003-04 that this assistance was not required. 

Nevertheless, Western Australia still provides a net fiscal subsidy to the rest of Australia of over $2 billion per annum. 

Western Australia bases its Budget estimates on the GST estimates published by the Commonwealth, and these have 
been subject to substantial revisions, which makes it difficult for the State to plan its finances for the years ahead. 

It should also be noted that as soon as Western Australia secured a better deal from the Commonwealth Grants 
Commission in terms of the distribution of the GST revenue, we have given back to the community in terms of tax 
relief as well as addressing pressing expenditure demands particularly in the health and education areas. 

In answer to the Member's specific questions: 

(a) 2000-01 - $2,374.6 million GST revenue grants plus $213.0 million budget balancing assistance; 
2001-02 - $2,518.1 million GST revenue grants plus $351.7 million budget balancing assistance; 
2002-03 - $2,910.2 million GST revenue grants plus $44.1 million budget balancing assistance; and 
2003-04 - $3,157.9 million GST revenue grants; 

(b) exceeded the 2000-01 budget estimate of $2,352.9 million GST revenue grants plus $227.1 million 
budget balancing assistance by $7.6 million; 

exceeded the 2001-02 budget estimate of $2,641.8 million GST revenue grants plus $181.4 million 
budget balancing assistance by $46.6 million; 

exceeded the 2002-03 budget estimate of $2,821.4 million GST revenue grants plus $116.9 million 
budget balancing assistance by $16.0 million; 

exceeded the 2003-04 budget estimate of $2,945.6 million GST revenue grants plus $60.5 million 
budget balancing assistance by $151.8 million. 

Note: Under the Intergovernmental Agreement that accompanied the introduction of the GST, the Commonwealth 
agreed to 'top-up' GST Revenue Grants with budget balancing assistance payments, on the premise of ensuring that no 
State's budget was worse off as a result of GST-related tax reforms. 
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BUDGET EXPENDITURE, HEALTH, EDUCATION, LAW AND ORDER 

3290. Mr J.J.M. Bowler to the Treasurer 

I refer to the increase in budget expenditure in Western Australia over the past 4 years in health, education and law and 
order and ask for each of the last 5 financial years - 

(a) what was the actual expenditure in each of these areas; and 

(b) what was the number of the following professionals employed - 

(i) teachers; 
(ii) nurses (agency and non-agency);and 
(iii) police officers? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

The Government has managed the State's finances and without going into deficit has provided significant increases in 
the provision of essential services like schools, hospitals and police officers. 

    1999-2000 2000-01  2001-02  2002-03  2003-04 
Health Expenses ($'000)  2,282,024 2,468,114 2,698,140 2,930,183 3,072,907 

Education and Training  
Expenses ($'000)   2,306,557 2,439,651 2,584,754 2,759,824 2,890,592 

Law and Order  
Expenses ($'000)   957,934  1,022,427 1,078,283 1,134,830 1,213,997 

This expenditure has led to a substantial increase in the number of nurses, teachers and police officers, however 
information on the number of specific professional employees should be obtained from the relevant Ministers.  

__________ 

 


